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Analysis of Changes and Causes of Main Apple Pests in China

CUI Hong ying" 2, YU Guo-yue?
(1. College of Life Science, Capital Normal Universitys Beijing 100037, China; 2. Institute of Plant and Environmental Protection. Beijing A-
cademy of Agricultural and Forestry Science, Beijing 100097, China)

Abstract; T here are lots of factors causing infestation of phytophagous pests and changes of dominate spedes in the apple
orchards. With the pestiddes application apple varieties replacement and different culture methods, the main pests are
changing in the apple orchard as the time goes. The present paper reviews the infestation and changes of main apple in-
sect pests in the past half century in the main apple production areas in China, provided with their causes. The main cau-
ses for their change were as follows: the absurd application of pestiddes; the application of some new cultural methods
such as enclosed fruits, orchard sod culture, and ewlogical orchard; and the invasion of new pests.
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