
— 239 — 

– ,      

 ,     

      -

  ,     -

   . 

Литература 

1.        -

 [  ]:    -

  , 19  2016 .  79 // -

  -   . –  -

: http://extwprlegs1.fao.org/docs/pdf/blr163284.pdf –  : 

20.10.2020. 

2.  . .      

 . / . . . – .:   « -

», 1999. – 176 .: . 

3. , . .       

 :   / . . , . . . — 

:  . . . , 2005. — 43 . 

 

 

 

ФАКТОРЫ, ОБУСЛАВЛИВАЮЩИЕ ЖИЗНЕННОЕ  
СОСТОЯНИЕ ТОПОЛЕЙ 

 . . 
 ( )   . . . ,  

e-mail: o.tukavina@narfu.ru 

 

FACTORS THAT DETERMINE THE VITAL  
STATE OF POPLARS 

Tyukavina O. N. 

 

Most poplars in Arkhangelsk are characterized by 2 categories of 

condition. The occurrence of wood-destroying fungi on poplar trunks is 

low. Factors that determine the vital state of poplar are endophytic 

bacteria of the trunks that promote the growth and protection of the tree 

from pathogens; phenolic (protective) substances; maintaining 

conditions that promote active water exchange and water content of the 

Central part of the trunk. The latter is related to the correct technology of 

crown care. 
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 : Coriolus versicolor (L. ex Fr.) Quel. (Trametes 

versicolor; Polyporus versicolor Fr.); Daedaleopsis confragosa (Bull.) 

Bond. (Daedalea confragosa (Bolt.) Pers.); Ganoderma applanatum (Pers. 

ex Wallr.) Pat. (Polyporus applanatus Pers. ex Wallr.); Phellinus conchatus 

(Pers.: Fr.) Quel. (Phellinus salicinus; Fomes conchatus (Pers.) Gill.); 

Fomes fomentarius (L. ex Fr.) Gill. (Boletus fomentarius L.; Polyporus 

fomentarius L. ex. Fr.); Trametes Trogii Berk. (Funalia Trogii (Berk.) 

Bond.).       : 

Armillaria mellea (Fr.) Quel.; Phellinus igniarius (Fr.) Quel. (Fomes 

igniarius (L.) Gill.); Ganoderma applanatum (Pers. ex Wallr.) Pat. 

(Polyporus applanatus Pers. ex Wallr.); Fomes fomentarius (L. ex Fr.) Gill. 

(Boletus fomentarius L.; Polyporus fomentarius L. ex. Fr.); Oxyporus 

populinus (Schum. ex Fr.) Donk. (Boletus populinus Schum.; Fomes 

connatus (Gill.) Fr.); Phellinus conchatus (Pers.: Fr.) Quel. (Phellinus 

salicinus; Fomes conchatus (Pers.) Gill.); Pleurotus ostreatus Jacq. 
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Trapping efficiency of methyl eugenol and three locally made food 

bait was evaluated in three locations for the control of B. dorsalis on 

mango homestead trees in Ibadan south west Nigeria. The treatments 

include; pineapple bait, orange bait, brewery waste, methyl eugenol and 

control (water). The experiment was laid in a Complete Randomized Block 

Design (CRBD) and replicated three times in each location. Data collected 

were subjected to analysis of variance and significant means were sepa-

rated by least significance difference. The results showed that B. dorsalis 

were recorded in all the locations. Methyl eugenol significantly (P<0.05) 

trapped higher population of B. dorsalis in all the study area. The popu-

lation density of the flies was highest during the ripening period of mango 

in all the locations. The percentage trapped flies after 7 weeks ranges from 

77.85%–82.38% (Methyl eugenol), 7.29 %–8.64% (pineapple juice), 5.62–

7.62% (brewery waste),4.41%–5.95% (orange juice), and 0.24–0.47% 

(control) on the study sites. There were no significance differences (P > 0.05) 


