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Risk Analysis of Phytophthora kernoviae Imported into China

YANG Xiao-wen (Sanming Forest Pest Management and Quarantine Station, Sanming, Fujian 365000 )

Abstract According to the pest analysis norms set by International Plant Protection Convention (IPPC) in Food and Agriculture Organization
(FAO) of the United Nations, the risk of Phytophthora kernoviae imported into China was assessed from the aspects of immigration probability ,
geographical features and managerial standards, possibility of establishment, spreading potential and economic influence evaluation after estab-
lishment. Results showed that the risk of Phytophthora kernoviae imported into China would be very high, so that the pathogen should be listed as

quarantine pest in China
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