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Toxicity Determination of Different Fungicides on Tagetes erecta Grey Mold

TU Yong

(Agrinomy Department, Xichang College, Xichang, Sichuan 615013, China)

Abstract; Toxidty determination of different fungicides on Tagefes erecta grey mold indicated that the inhibition of five
single antibacterial agent to Tagefes erecta grey mold was very different, which ECo from low to high followed 50%%
Sumilex WP, 20% Tolclofos-methyl EC, 70% mancozeb WP, 50% Iprodione SC and 70% chlorothalonil WP respec-
tively. 50% sumilex WP had the best inhibition effect, and its ECso was 5.17 mg/ L.
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