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Study on Efficacy of Five Fungicides in Rosa rugosa Against Sphaerotheca pannsa (Wallr.) Lev

Luo Ze-li, Tian Hua-song, Yan Kai"

(Liupanshui Normal University, Guizhou Liupanshui 553004, China)

Abstract: In order to screen effective fungicides for controlling Sphaerotheca pannsa (Wallr.) Lev, field trial was
carried out in 2017. The results showed that ZJ0712 10% SC 66.67 mg/L and azoxystrobin 250 g/L SC 166.67 mg/L could

control Sphaerotheca pannsa

(Wallr.) Lev effectively, with the control effects of 94.56% and 92.12% on the 14th da
y y

after spraying, and the productions of 2 256 kg/hm?* and 2 243 kg/hm’, the increase rates of 172.79% and 172.12%. ZJ0712

was an effective fungicide against Sphaerotheca pannsa (Wallr.) Lev. And it could properly alternate with azoxystrobin,

hexaconazole and myclobutanil.
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