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INFECTIOUSNESS OF THE PINE STANDS OF BELARUS WITH  

HETEROBASIDION ANNOSUM (FR.) BREF. 

 

Volchenkova G.A., Zvyagintsev V.B., Zhdanovich S.A. 

 

Data on the prevalence scale of the most harmful conifer pathogen Heterobasidion anno-

sum in the pine stands of Belarus are given according to the present stage of silviculture. It was 

determined that the most affected pine stands are middle-aged growing in fresh soil conditions in 

the Berezinsko-Predpolesskij, Nemansko-Predpolesskij and Polessko-Pridneprovskiy forest dis-

tricts. The majority of annosum root rot infection centers are active and of weak degree. 
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