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Control Effects of Several Chemicals against Powdery Mildew and Sour Rot of Turpan Raisin Grape
ZHAO Rong-hua et al
Xinjiang 838200)
Abstract
of several chemicals against powdery mildew and sour rot of Turpan raisin grape were studied. [ Result] Two chemicals had bad control effects on
powdery mildew, among them WP 1 500 times solution of 12.5% Myclobutanil had 45.05% of control effect, and 2 000 times solution of 20%
Triadimefon EC had 60.34% of control effect. The chemicals together with cutting off infected fruit grain and ear had good control effect on sour
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[ Objective | The aim was to screen chemicals against powdery mildew and sour rot of Turpan raisin grape. [ Method] Control effects

rot, among them the combination of “Bibei” and Imidacloprid had the best control effect of 94.31% . [ Conclusion] The research results provide

reference for come departments to control and prevent powdery mildew and sour rot of Turpan raisin grape.
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