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Table 1. Difference of temperature between current and standard normals average temperature (C)

3 A g 4
o= o oa | ud 129 12 prY 32
'89 0.29 0.49 -1.31 -0.04 2.76 2.23 0.9
'03 0.12 -0.6 -0.64 1.52 0.66 1.39 0.11
'98 -(.26 -0.5 1.79 1.31 1.37 3.46 2.0
'99 1.76 2.45 0.6 1.59 1.71 1.15 1.25

Table 2. Difference of precipitation between current and standard normals precipitation (mm)

ue A 9 | g d

= 99 104 11€ 129 1¥ 24 34

'89 -96.0 -40.1 ~28.7 -86 82.1 55.7 30.7

'93 32.1 -25.4 ~16.1 20.1 49 245 -49

'98 -113.1 -487 1173 27.0 8.2 0.6 ~116
© 99 1153 9.7 ~24.2 -205 -139 -14.2 36.2
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Table 3. Site environment of damage forest stands
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Table 4. Soil physical and chemical characteristics of damage forest stands

e o= B4 (%) A% [$718] a If} CEC | X84 %o (me/100g)

B |ﬂl/\} I@E |§*g (oH) | (96) | (%) |(ppm) | (me/100g) [T | Na | Ca | Mg
&=+ 1205 734 61 SiL 47 95 036 26 16.28 022 013 121 0.28
B+ 1627 303 70 SL 50 4.0 0.18 3 6.82 012 011 203 056
A4 1696 246 58 SL 67 2.7 011 52 5.50 0.22 013 1167 277
a9F 1270 563 167 SIL 49 26 0.11 6 858 019 013 152 059
AT 1400 465 135 L 47 46 0.19 6 10.34 015 012 240 124
oj3 433 396 171 L 53 48 0.23 7 9.46 033 012 326 322
A= | 86 676 238 SiL 50 50 022 2 12.32 012 014 123 055
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Table 5. Component analysis of needle leaves

T = 2 A% FEA4H%) K20% Ca0% MgO%

AE 2% ¥ 3 1.20 0.35 0.68 0.38 0.37

a4 A 1.33 0.31 0.53 0.58 0.32

=} HnE EF ¥ 3 1.01 0.34 1.01 0.56 0.26

U A 1.12 0.28 0.64 0.47 0.26

o AE A4 7 3 0.98 045 0.89 0.56 0.40

T A 0.98 0.42 0.70 0.66 0.36

ZAE 93 9 3 1.15 0.40 0.82 0.70 043

A A 0.91 0.29 0.60 0.83 0.33

A AE 9% 3 3 1.09 0.38 0.48 0.66 0.35

U A 1.24 0.32 0.99 0.57 0.32

o AE = 7 3 0.89 0.28 0.63 0.63 0.24

T A A 1.06 0.24 0.43 0.81 0.30
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Table 6. Change of damge percentage after outbreak in 1998 (2&%: %)
T F 1998 1999 2000 2001 ] 3
A2YUF 23.5 26.3 26.3 26.3 A F
7 52.3 56.4 56.4 56.4 7=
T3, A4 &9y AUF Ao HE 7H 2 E7144 AR gE L9 g5
74w Ed o2 a8l Q¥ Cenangium feruginosumo 2 ERFHJ LW, o] 0] 5(1998)2 7 ¢}
TR A XEY FHES HItst wigd AR 15CAA FAIB ] 71 435 e

o, AUF HE HOMA A F2E AeE Yy I EZ7HAvEH FeAd
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Table 7. Growth of mycelium under different temperature and extract materials of
Cenangium feruginosum (mm)

N N = R 2= % E
FEEH T3 250 5C
q F 1.65a 5.70a
7 A 25 1.42a 7.42a
2YE 1.60a 8.15a
4 % 0.98b 4.05b
A 4 b e 1.82a 7.22a
2YUF 0.98b 3.67b
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