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Control Efficacy of Different Fungicides on Potato Late Blight in Field
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Abstract: Potato late blight is a widespread and serious disease in potato production. Use of different fungicides for
control of late blight is still the main measure adopted in the production. This experiment used fluopicolide and propamocarb,

oxadixyl mancozeb, dimethomorph and carbendazim to control late blight by two applications starting at early stage of the

disease. The results showed that the four fungicides all had control effects. After continuous spraying two times, the average

control effect of 68.75% fluopicolide and propamocarb SC 1000 times, 64% oxadixyl mancozeb WP 300 times, 50%
dimethomorph WP 1500 times and 50% carbendazim WP 500 times was 76.8%, 70.0%, 71.0% and 62.0%, respectively. The

first three fungicides were significantly better than the latter for control of late blight.
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Table 1 Control efficacy of different fungicides on potato late blight
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H1RkETd 525 10 d 55225 20 d 52Ty
b Befot.'e 7 days after first application 10 days after second application 20 days after second application ~ Average over last two times
Treat.  SPTaYing
T TR . . o . o - o .
ment Disease VAR Bi% (%) VAR K%k (%) VIR R B3 (%) o 7545 £ Bz (%)
dex Disease index Control efficacy Disease index Control efficacy Disease index Control efficacy Disease index Control efficacy
1 1.8 4.5 51.1 49 769 a A 6.5 76.7a A 5.7 76.8 a A
2 1.5 4.4 42.6 53 70.0a A 7.0 69.9a A 6.2 70.0a A
3 1.6 4.7 42.5 5.0 73.5aA 7.8 68.5a A 6.4 71.0a A
4 1.7 5.0 42.5 7.7 61.5bB 9.9 62.4b B 8.8 62.0b B
5(CK) 1.8 9.2 - 21.2 - 27.9 - 24.6 -

T HEECR T 3 IRE LA 225 WA TERN Duncan's B2 22 LT 25 LR, /NG FHRMUR0.05 KT &M, KEF
B 0.01 KT R
Note: Disease index is the average over three replicates. Multiple comparison testing was performed with SSR, small letters standing for 0.05 signifi-

cant level and capital letters for 0.01 significant level.
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