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Control Effect of Several Nematocides on Root Knot Nematode of Tomato

LIU Xiao-yun, WANG Catfen ZANG Shao-xiann AN Xin-bo, LI De-xin
(Baoding Vocational and Technical College; Baoding, Hebei 071051)

Abstract: The control effects of several nematoddes were tested on tomato root knot nematode. The results showed that
the control effect of fosthiazate were 76.7%, much better than the phoxim which was 65.0%. Among 3 kands of aver-

mectins the control effect of ivermectin, which was 71.7%, was the best. The control effects of avermectins and em-

amectin were 65.2% and 63.9 %, respectively. Both of the control effects of the Paecilomyces li lacinus and Ver tici llium

chlamydosporium were lower than the chemical agent, the control effect of P. lilacinus + V. chlamy dosporium was

raised significantly. The control effect of P. lilacinus + V. chlamydosporium —+fosthiazate w as not raised significantly.
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