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Tablel The effect of several fungicides against Sp haerotheca aphanis
T reatm ent D isease rate (%) D isease index (%) Relative effective” (%)
Fungicides Dosage 7d 10d 18d 25d 7d 10d 18d 25d 7d 10d 18d 25d

10% difenocon- 900 g/i‘m2 53 59 88 39 127195379076 928 89 60 83 11 96 83
aznoleW G a a c a

450g/tm®> 60 63 84 41 227291483120 83208449 8190 95 79
bc bcd cd a

360g/m* 63 70 87 43 301352601146 8298 8L24 7429 93 92
ef de gh abc

30% difenoco- 360mL /hm? 63 70 87 43 301 352 601 146 9160 82 07 88 54 96 78
nazole+ propi- ab a a a

oonazole EC
300mL/hm? 65 69 78 41 178 225 279 101 8947 87 45 86 86 95 60

225mL /hm? 64 71 83 45 212 293 330 142 87 46 83 66 84 45 93 81
cd cde bc abc

40% flusila- 225mL /hm? 82 84 87 49 320 363 568 213 8620 85248070 93 13
ole EC cde bc cd bc

150mL/m? 86 89 90 50 354 394 616 2557 84 73 83 98 78 84 91 83
def  bed  def cd

122 5mL/hm? 87 90 92 52 423 485 703 314 8176 8028 75 86 90 02
fg [« efg de

20% triadi- 450mL /hm? 56 59 68 30 229 275 441 Q90 88 11 86 54 81 95 96 56
mefon EC bcd abc cd ab

360mL /hm? 62 63 71 37 257 298 503 124 86658541 7920 95 26
cd bc de abc

300mL/m? 61 64 76 41 335 38 591 178 8260 8140 7556 93 10
fg de fg bcd

12 5% myclo- 450mL /m? 61 79 92 52 431 602 832 256 8164758271 77 86 96
butanil EC fg f hi e

360mL/hm? 64 83 96 57 489 68 927 464 7917 72 60 68 55 82 30
gh fg ij f
300mL/hm? 71 8 95 61 534 743 989 602 772570 16 66 45 81 10

CK 92 95 100 100 23 4724 89 29 47 318 — — — —

" The sane letters are not significant at 1% level by Tukey test The data in table is the average of four duplicates The
sane as in the follow ing tables

300 450 mL /hm?
- 30% + EC 360 mL /hm? 40% EC 225mL /hm?
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Table 2 The effect of several fungicides on grow th of strawv berry
T reatment The number of leaves The best length of
on each straw berry the new leaf/an
Fungicides Dose 10 d 28 d 10 d 28 d
10% difenoconazoleW G 900 g/hm? 10 03 abc 14 17 bedef 14 27 a 16 87 abc
450 g/hm? 10 36 ab 14 98 abcd 14 353 17 06 ab
360 g/tm? 1Q 77 abc 15 75 ab 14 79 a 17 25 ab
30% difenoconazole 360mL /hm? 9 62 ahc 12 43 g 13 84a 15 56 bc
+ propiconazole EC 300mL /hm? 9 78 abc 12 56 fg 14 05 a 16 01 abc
225mL /hm? 10 11 abc 13 31 def 14 33 a 16 15 abc
40% flusilazole EC 225 mL /hm? 9 56 abc 12 94 efg 14 07 a 15 51 bc
150 mL /hm? 9 97 ahc 13 19 def 14 253 16 03 abc
122 5mL /tm? 1Q 29 abc 13 74 cdef 14 41 a 16 23 abc
20% triadimefon EC 450 mL /hm? 8 55¢ 9 61h 13 82a 14 97 ¢
360mL /hm? 8 86 bc 1Q 46 h 13 %6 a 15 26 bc
300mL /hm? 9 61 abc 11 25 gh 14 03 a 15 82 abc
12 5% myclobutanil EC 450mL /hm?® 10 19 abc 14 59 abcde 14 25 a 15 74 abc
360 mL /hm? 10 54 ab 14 83 abcde 14 38 a 16 15 abc
300mL /hm? 10 83 ab 15 26 abc 14 73 a 16 83 abc
CK 11 19a 16 24 a 14 8la 17 46 a
23
( 3) ,
10% W G360 450g/hm? 20% EC360

Table 3 The effect of several fungicides on production of straw berry

T reatment Production Ratio of commercial
Fungicides Dose /kg- hm™? fruits(%)
10% difenoconazoleW G 900 g/hm? 35400 b 91 37a
450 g/hm? 37500 a 88 75 ab
360 g/hm? 36 900 ab 8Q 20 ef
30% difenoconazole 360mL /hm? 29 210 f 82 12 de
+ propiconazle EC 300mL /hm? 32500 cd 86 34 bc
225mL /hm? 33600 ¢ 85 46 ¢
40% flusilazole EC 225mL /hm? 27350 g 79 59 ef
150 mL /hm? 30 250 ef 82 13 de
122 5mL /hm? 31 500 de 83 71cd
20% triadimefon EC 450 mL /hm? 20 500 i 52 96 i
360mL /hm? 22800 h 64 12 h
300mL /hm? 26 000 g 65 28 h
12 5% myclobutanil EC 450 mL /hm? 30 860 e 78 45 fg
360mL /hm? 35600 b 79 51 ef
300mL /hm? 33200 c 76 32g
CK 23600 h 43 11 |
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Prmary Study of Effect of Several Fungicidesagain st
Sphaerotheca aphanis on Strawberry
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Abstract: In greenhouse Sphaerotheca aphanisw hich causes strav berry pow dery mildev w as controlled by
fungicides such as 10% difenoconazole W G, 30% difenoconazole + propiconazole EC, 40% flusilazole EC,
20% triadimefonand EC and 12 5% myclobutanil EC It was shown that the effect of five fungicides in
suitable concentration was above 80% and the period of protection of difenoconazole, difenoconazole +

propiconazole, flusilazole and triadim efon andw as about 18 days, w hile that of myclobutanilwas 7 days The
grow th of strawv berryw asn’ t inhibited by difenoconazole, w hile itw as inhibited by flusilazole and triadimefon
to certain extent

Key words fungicide Sphaerotheca aphanis straw berry; control effect



