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Antagonism Effect of Actinomycetes Against Tomato Grey Mould and Early Blight

CHEN Shuang-chen', LIU Atrong's ZHENG Ji-liang', HE Chao-xing?
(1. College of Forestry, Henan University of Science and Technology, Luoyang Henan 471003 China; 2. Institute of Vegetables and
Flowers China Academy of A gricultural Sciences, Beijing 100081, China)

Abstract; The diseases resistance abilities were identified out to prevent tomato grey mould and tomato early blight in field
on the basis of inhibitory activity in vitro. The results indicated that F strain had certain inhibitory action to two kinds of
target fungi. Diseases indexes of F+A1 and F+Bitreatments were distinctly lower than control. The differences were
extremely remarkable. Treatments of A1 and Bi performed varied degree symptoms, and grew potential difference. Inoc-
ulated with biological control fungi F had certain induction to PPO and POD in tomato. It was obvious inhibitory action
to tomato leaf blade MDA content in actinomycetes and disease germ system inoculated with actinomycetes F. MDA con-
tents in stems and leaves were obviously low er than only inoculated with tomato disease germ processing.
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