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Effects of Different Fungicide Combinations on the Control of Potato Late Blight and Yield of Potato
LI Hua-wei, LUO Wen-bin, JI Rong-chang, LIU Zhong-hua, XU Yong-qing, QIU Yong-xiang,
QIU Si-xin, TANG Hao
(Institute of Crop Sciencess Fujian Academy of Agricultural Sciencess Fuzhou, Fujian 350013, China)
Abstract: The effects of three fungicide combinations on the control of the susceptible potato cultivars/ varieties
Favorite were investigated, including Metalaxyl-M mancozeb (68% WG), Antracol propineb (70% WP) and
Oxadixyl mancozeb (64 % WP). Our results showed that the controlling effect of the combination of two or three
fungicides is better than a single one. After the alternative application of Metalaxyl-M mancozeb (68% WG) and
Antracol propineb (70% WP), Antracol propineb (70% WP) and Oxadixyl mancozeb (64% WP), Metalaxyl-M
mancozeb (68% WG) and Oxadixyl mancozeb (64% WP) for four times, the control effects were reached 65. 96 %,
61.70% and 60.34% and the yields were increased by 61.74%, 60.07% and 52. 01% respectively. Our results
suggest that alternately application of fungicids will be benefit for the control of late blight.

Key words: potato; potato late blight; fungicide; control effect
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Table 1 Different treatment fungicide combinations
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Fig. 1 Effect of meteorological factors on the occurrence of potato late blight
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Table 2 Effect of different fungicide combinations on the control of potato late blight
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Table 3 Effect of different fungicide combinations on the yield of potato
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