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Radial growth of oak (Quercus robur L.) phenoforms in places of winter
moth (Operophera  brumata L.) mass reproduction in Cenral Woodland Forests

R.O. Andrushchenko, I.M. Koval

Dendrochronological methods helped to establish that in Central Woodland
region late form of oak was less damaged by winter moth (Operophtera brumata L). in
comparison with the early form during pest outbreak in 2002-2003. Early oak form
turned out to be more sensitive to weather conditions than the late one. Radial growth
of early and late oak forms is restricted    with droughts during vegetation period, low
and high winter and early spring temperatures.

Key words: winter moth, outbreaks, dendrochronological methods.


