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Table 1 Inhibitory effect of different concentrations of

prochloraz on Alternaria sp.

2530 W BE /g + L1 ERELT R 168 hiMilR/ %  HXRRE R
0.1 »=0. 3640z+1. 8593 42.75 0.9913
Lo ¥=0. 7023z+0. 7487 52. 94 0.9833
5.0 ¥=0. 50292-+0. 4400 61.96 0. 9671
10.0 y=0. 4734z+0. 1380 65. 88 0. 9929
50.0 »=0. 2003z+0. 2873 82.35 0.9917
100.0 y=TE—17z+0. 4000 95. 29 3. 00E-16
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Fig. 1 Inhibitory effect of different concentrations of

prochloraz on Alternaria sp.
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Fig. 3 Inhibitory effect of different concentrations of
imazalil on Alternaria sp.
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Table 4 Inhibitory effect of different concentrations of

folicur on Alternaria sp.

*2 b i BE 3o 32 5 T 4 60 2R
Table 2 Inhibitory effect of different concentrations of
iprodione on Alternaria sp.
2R BE /mg « L1 B3 B2k R 168 h MR/ % HRRE R?
1 y=0. 7494z+1. 7953 26.27 0. 9980
10 »y=0. 4917z 1. 8840 43.53 0. 9932
50 y=0. 37572+0. 5433 67. 84 0.9921
100 y=0. 22942+0. 4253 80. 00 0. 9677
500 y=TE-17z+0. 4000 95.29 3. 00E-16
1 000 y=TE-172+0. 4000 95. 29 3. 00E-16
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Fig. 2 Inhibitory effect of different concentrations of

iprodione on Alternaria sp.
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Table 3 Inhibitory effect of different concentrations of
imazalil on Alternaria sp.
57 HRBE/mg » L1 B3 R 168 h MR/ % AR RE R?
1 y=0.7203z+2. 6173 19. 61 0. 9850
10 »y=0. 5820z 2. 5580 27.45 0. 9935
50 y=0.5794z+2. 3453 52. 94 0. 9362
100 y=0. 3089z+1. 9740 55. 29 0. 9945
500 »y=0. 3183z10. 4927 72.94 0. 9853
1 000 y=0. 3314z10. 3816 91. 37 0.9912
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2y /mg « L1 [OUEN-E vy 168 hiMil®/ % MHXRE R?
1 »y=0. 6349x+2. 3047 29.02 0. 9913
10 »y=0.5377z+1. 3413 47.06 0. 9833
50 »y=0. 5680z+0. 8520 49.41 0. 9671

100 »y=0. 4849z+0. 3147 63. 14 0. 9929
500 »y=0. 0140z+-0. 3693 94. 31 0. 9917
1 000 y=TE-172+0. 4000 95. 29 3. 00E-16
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Fig. 4 Inhibitory effect of different concentrations of

folicur on Alternaria sp.
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Table 5 Inhibitory effect of different concentrations of
sportak on Alternaria sp.
YRS /mg « L1 B B LR R 168 himl®R/ %  MHXRH R?
0.1 y=0. 9951x+2. 2220 3.53 0. 9956
0.5 y=0. 9483z+2. 0260 9.41 0. 9948
1.0 y=0. 7429x+1. 8333 28. 24 0. 9875
10. 0 »=0.4703z+1. 1373 54.12 0. 9949
50.0 »y=0. 3494z+0. 2387 72. 94 0. 9930
100. 0 y=0. 2643z+0. 1300 79. 61 0. 9668

WA www. Fineprint.cn



http://www.fineprint.cn

F @ % 2014(01):103~105

- YR -

8.0
79 0.1 mg/L
——0.1 mg

£ 6.0 —=—0.5 mf};/L
o 5.0 ——1.0mg/L
<40 ——10.0 mg/L
o™ ——50.0 mg/L
% > / ——100.0 mg/L

2.0

1.0 _4:_{:;5

48 72 96 120 144 168
[ 1a)/h
5 AREREBRTSTZERINEIHER
Fig. 5 Inhibitory effect of different concentrations of

sportak on Alternaria sp.
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Table 6 Comparison of inhibition effect of 5 kinds of

fungicides on growth of Alternaria sp. in the 168 h

K2 B B LR R ECso/mg + L™1 X R B R
HER y=0. 5395z+5. 1341 0. 24 0. 8283
g y=0. 8303z+4. 1953 0.97 0.9721
T |75 y=0. 6876z+3. 9252 1.56 0. 9096
B y=0. 7624x+4. 1585 1.10 0. 8583
MR y=0. 8762z+4. 1506 0.97 0. 9760
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Study on Prevention Method of Alternaria sp. After Melon Postharvest

WANG Xiaojing' s MA Wen-ping’ , WANG Fang®
(1. Analysis and Test Center of Agriculture, Ningxia Academy of Agriculture and Forestry Sciences, Yinchuan, Ningxia 750002 ;2. College of
Biological Sciences and Engineering, North University for Ethnics, Yinchuan, Ningxia 750021 ;3. Institute of Plant Protection,Ningxia Academy

of Agriculture and Forestry Sciences, Yinchuan, Ningxia 750002)

Abstract; Taking Alternaria sp. after melon postharvest as tested strain,the inhibition effect of different concentrations of

fungicide (prochloraz,iprodione, folicur,imazalil,sportak) on Alternaria sp. were studied,in order to screen the suitable

fungicides for prevent Alternaria sp. with low toxicity and high efficiency, also to provide a theoretical basis for

fungicides. The results showed that fungicides with the best inhibition effect were 100 mg/L prochloraz,1 000 mg/L

folicur and 500 mg/L prodione.
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