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Field trials on the chemical control
of Ginkgo leaf blight

ZHOU Zhi-quan!, LIAO Yong-mei?, HUANG Ze-yu!l

( 1. Institute of Biology, Guangxi Academy of Sciences, Nanning 530003, China; 2. Agricultural
College, Guangxi University, Nanning 530005, China )

Abstract: Four chemicals and two mixtures of chemicals to control Gingko leaf blight are tested in field with
the result that Rovral mixed with Thiophanatemethy, and Propiciazole are found to have better control
effects. Their control effects are significantly different from the other chemicals tested. The contro! effect
could raise up to 85% if Propiconazole at 1. 25X 10%g - mL'!, and Rovral at X 10-*g » mL-! 4+ Thiophanatem-
ethy at 7X10*g « mL!(mixed by 1 : 1 according to volume) are sprayed by turn at 15-day intervals as early
as the disease occurs around mid-April, and if these two kinds of chemicals are intensively sprayed before the
occurrence of fastigiums (June 10th~July 30th). The results also indicate that the control effects of these
chemicals could be different if sprayed at different time. Moreover, the control effects can be greatly improved
if other measures are taken when spraying.
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Table 1 The disease index at different time after using chemicals
AEER B CE /B 51 18 % Disease index at different time (day/month)
408 Treatment 13/6  28/6 13/7 28/7 14/8 29/8 14/9  29/9 13/10 28/10
3+ B Control 3.26 6. 75 12,38 17,01 23.28 31,73 39.81 45.39 52.30 55,57
H 246 5 it Thiophana-temethyl 3.82 4,92 6. 69 10,20 13,30 17,89 20,95 23.69 24.96 25,80
£ R Carbendazim 3.69 5.43 6. 04 7.60 10, 46 13,06 17.50 21.54 22.91 23,40
$h ¥ B Rovral 3.21  4.44 5,22 7,21 9,46 12,20 16.88 19.79 20.51 21.44
# N % Propiconazole 3.12 3.99 4,34 5.43 8.73 12,78 15,08 17.34 18.12 18. 66
b+ £ Rovral and Carbendazim 2,97 4, 37 5.63 7.58 9.97 11,06 13.47 15,50 17. 25 18.99
b+ #€ Rovral and Thiophana-temethyl 3.15 4,62 5.82 7.42 9. 31 12.29 15.10 17.46 18.18 19.09
2 ARAHFLBXHFEHKROBEER
Table 2 The control effect of leaf blight after using different chemicals
AEEEBSH/AYNBIERR

&b Treatment Average value of control effect at different time (day/month)

28/6 13/7 28/7 14/8 29/8 14/9 29/9 13/10 28/10
b+ #€ Rovral and Thiophana-temethyl 57.88 86.84Aa 68,95 69, 23 68, 00 67.31 66,03 69.35 69,63
%1 B Propiconazole 75. 07 86.62Aa 83.20 71.98 66, 07 67.28 66.25 69, 41 70.29
$h#% B Rovral 64.76 77.96Bb 70,91 68.78 68.42 54.39 60.65 64.72  65.15
@ R Carbendazim 50. 14 74.23Cc 71.56 66,18 67,09 62.22 57,63 60. 81 62.32
#b+ % Rovral and Carbendazim 59,89 70.83Dd 66.47 65.03 71.58 71,27 70,26 70.88 69,37
H 3467 it Thiophana-temethyl 68.48 68.53Ed  53.60 53. 65 50. 58 53.13 52,84 56.89 57.98
E: ABCDERRP=0.01 KFHERBEH a.b.c.d.e TR P=0.05 KFWERBKH.
Note; A.B.C.D,E mean significant difference at 0. 01 level,a.b,c.d.e mean significant difference at 0. 05 level.
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Table 3 Contro!l effect of chemicals to Ginkgo leaf blight at different experiment places

B XA MR

_ ANEER st FEEEK HHE BIIRRR
mﬁiﬂ?“ﬁ‘ Experiment  Time of Disease Disease  Control
Experiment area investigation index at index at effect
place Chm? ) (day/month) experi- control 9%
ment area area
RN BFHBHREY % Wulipai Gingko Orchard in Lingchuan County 5.47 8/9 5.8 43.0 86.5
2 M BEFITHES Tingzijiang Gingko Orchard in Quanzhou County 6.00 9/9 5.3 37.0 87.0
IS5 Guangxi Institute of Botany 3.00 10/9 7.6 51.4 85.2
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