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Table 1 Control effect of three fungicides on Corynespora viticis
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SIME 7P 2500 2.58  72.2A TS AT 10,000 2.4 T4.2A T4 fi 10.000 4,94 39.2 A
50% Carbendazim 1250 551  31.2B 5% 3333 3.27 6278 k(s 5000 6.48 17,78
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Note; Colony diameters are the average value of three repeats after cultivating for seven days; Different capital letters mean significant

difference at 0. 01 level.
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Table 2 Toxicity regression equation of three fungicides against Corynespora viticis and EC;,

2571 A7 10159 75 1% LIPEX il e BE ECso /ge 1L
Fungicides Toxic regression equation Correlation coefficient Medium inhibition concentration
50% £ W R 50% Carbendazim y=0.3x—0.03465 0.9969 1.782
5% H W 75 % Chlorothalonil y=0.0352+0.4272 0. 8897 2. 080
70 % 4t i T 4E 70% Cercobinm y=0.029x+0.07839 0.9712 14.538

TE s RGN IHRL » y FORN B 22 R4 =R

Note:x means fungicides concentration,y means inhibition rate of mycelium.
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Separation Identification and Effects Test of Leaf Spot

Pathogen of Ligustrum vicaryi

LI Yu-zhong' , WANG Tong' , WANG Bin*, WANG Fang-yu' ,TENG Tao' , HE Li-fang'

(1. Department of Life Science, Hengyang Normal University in Hunan, Hengyang, Hunan

4210083 2. Department of Military Supplies, Xuzhou Air Force College, Xuzhou, Jiangsu

221000)

Abstract: In order to identify leaf spot pathogenic of Ligustrum vicaryi and find out effective pesticide to con-

trol it,leaf spot pathogen was isolated, purified and identified using organizing separation and morphological

method, then the inhibiting effect of three kinds of fungicides on the pathogen were studied by AGAR mycelia

growth inhibition method. The results showed that pathogen isolated from Hengyang city was identified as

Corynespora viticis ,50% carbendazim and 75% chlorothalonil had better inhibition effects on it, ECs, were 1.

782 and 2. 080 g+L"' respectively,which could be used.

Key words: Ligustrum vicaryi ; pathogen;identification; fungicide effect
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