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Abstract: We compared the damage degrees of larvae of D. camellia to camellia forest in different habitats and
different distances to woodside in the same habitat. The results show that the larvae of D. camellia are significantly
harmful to the growth of spring shoots and summer shoots, and would reduce the flower bud differentiation rate, the
number of flower buds and the fruit drop rate- The degree of harmfulness was related to ewlogical diversity of the
camellia forest, in different habitats, the lower ecological diversity of camellia forest, the more serious the degree of
harmfulness was in similar habitat, the farther the distance to the mixed forest. the more serious the degree of
harmfulness was in view of these, the protection of forest habitats and the surrounding ecological diversity was
necessary to prevent and control the damage of D. camellia- In addition, some circumstantial evidences show that
some insect-eating birds such as Pycnonotus sinensis and Lanius schach were predators of larvae of D. camellia.
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