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Table 1 Field efficacy trial of 12% difenoconazole-fluzoxamide SC on cucumber powdery
mildew(2016)
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composition  application index effect index effect index effect
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12 %0 7 ik Y B4 1A » 50 A48 T 0k P 2k 0 1) 125 5.46 2.72 85.06 a 3. 20 89.34 a 4. 04 86.95 a
10 96 24 ik FHY A Mk 7K 43 B 571) 125 5.20 4. 11 76.33 ¢ 5.08 82.22d 9.79 66.84 d
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Different lowercase letters mean significant difference at 0. 05 level(P<C0. 05). The same below.

2017 4F 25 i 175 48 KEL 2016 4. 12060 4
P PP A AR« G I T B JH A TR R A B o TS
100,125 g+hm ™ XJ B I FUBS i B 208 2016 4F A7
BRI R - AR08 AR 100 g« hm ™ b BB 24 45
A RO i 125 gohm* T 35 2 R W R E T

46

AR R 75 gohm® A RFIP AL, 3Ky
J&i 20 d X BE DX 15 15 B0k 25, 32,12 %6 R ik B 3R
M o G AR TR R P Ak TR R A Ak B B ALY 4E KE T
90. 44 %6 ~93. 34 % , FF UM K B 45 5 R B L B %
H(FE 2,



14 Fh A5 1206 K BT Bk e Ak 0 AR A SE A AT R @ B0 ] 25 2R BRI
R2 RUNEBPAKR - GaWEEBREZFHEAEREMFEEHBERKLE (2017
Table 2 Field efficacy trial of 12% difenoconazole-fluzoxamide SC on cucumber powdery
mildew(2017)
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Field Efficacy Evaluation of 12% Difenoconazole-fluzobactam

SC on Cucumber Powdery Mildew

LUAN Bing-hui' ,GAO Yi-feng’ ,JIANG Fa-xiang' , WANG Ying-zi'"* , WANG Hong-tao'"’
(1. Shandong Yantai Academy of Agricultural Sciences. Yantai 265500, China; 2. Laizhou Plant Protection Sta-
tion, Yantai 261400 ,China; 3. Yantai University College of Agriculture, Yantai 264005, China)

Abstract; In order to screen effective fungicides for controlling cucumber powdery mildew, field experiments
were conducted to determine the effect of 12% difenoconazole-fluzobactam. Field trials were carried out in
Haiyang, Shandong province in 2016-2017 years by spray method. The results showed that 12% difenoconazole-
fluzobactam suspension had good control effect on cucumber powdery mildew. 10 days after treatment.the con-
trol effect of 75,100 and 125 g+hm? were 80. 73 %-95. 40%. 20 days after third application, the control effect
were still 81.74%-93. 34%. The effective duration was longer than 10% difenoconazole water dispersible gran-
ules(effective composition). The control effect of 100 g+hm? were 66. 84 %-71. 72% , which was better than
300 g+L.! fluzoxamide SC(80 g+hm™),which were 78. 82%-87.66%. 12% difenoconazole-fluzobactam SC was
an ideal formulation for controlling cucumber powderly mildew. 75-125 g«hm™® were recommended,and the ap-
plication time were before or at the beginning of the occurrence of cucumber powderly mildew.
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