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The Sensitivity Difference of Tebuconazole against Colletotrichum scovillei and Colletotrichum truncatum
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Abstract
method of mycelium growth rate in the laboratary were determined.The results indicated that EC,, of tebuconazole against the growth of myceli-
um of five C.truncatum strains were 187.157 4,22.189 4,82.057 5,54.537 9 and 28.363 5 pg/mL respectively,but tebuconazole had good in-
hibitory effect on the growth of mycelium of three C.scovillei strains,which EC,; were 0.298 0.,0.340 4 and 0.240 4 wg/mL respectively. There-
fore ,tebuconazole was sensitive to C.scovillei,but was not sensitive to C.truncatum.The species of the pathogen of pepper anthracnose should be

In order to define the inhibitory effect of tebuconazole against C.scovillei and C.truncatum , tebuconazole against the pathogen by the

identified and effective fungicides against the disease should be screened,and it could provide theoretical basis for controlling the disease.
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Table 1 Determination result of indoor toxicity of pentazolium on C.

truncatum
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Strain ) . .. ng/mL
No place regression coefficient

: equation
CT1 TIEMFERE  y=4.1233+0.3858x  0.976 4  187.157 4
CT2 R XGRS y=3.298 9+1.263 7x  0.999 3  22.189 4
CT3 IR K M y=2.4817+1.315 6x 09881  82.0575
CT4 BRI X PG y=3.644 4+0.780 6x  0.999 5  54.5379
CT5 PO RAESE y=4.1125+0.610 9 0.999 1  28.363 5
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Table 2 Indoor toxicity of pentazolium on C.scovillei
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