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Occurence Characterisitics and Control Strategies on

Tea Leaf Spot in Camelliae sinensis
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Abstract; Tea leaf spot is one of the fungal diseases that damages the young leaves and shoots of
tea plants, which can cause a significant decrease in tea yield and quality when it occurs severely
in tea plantations. This paper reviews the research progress on the occurrence and distribution of
this disease, the kind of pathogenetic fungi, symptoms and infection characteristics. The early
warning of disease occurrence, breeding of disease-resistant varieties and screening of efficient
prevention and control agents were prospected, in order to provide reference for the prevention
and control of tea leaf spot.
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