* * 2011 16 62~65

(1. s 6531003 2. . 650201)

’ ’ :N
1. 432 g/ 9P2 05 3. 030 g/ 9K20 1. 259 g/ °

H 5 H

:S641.2067. 2 ‘A :1001—0009(2011)16—0062—04
N.P.K P.K o
b b b
b ~ Y o
o 1
b b N A} 1 1
1,
975y, . . (mg/g): , 3
T mail s yxsex@ A
. E-mail: yxsgx(@ tom. com, (em?) ; (cm)
. (2007xy06) , ( 3
. cm .
:2011—05—20 ’ )
[11] Rihi M A. Arevision of the genus Trichoderma[]]. Myeol Papers., [16] s s . (Euphorbia ebracteola-ta)
1969,116:1-56. [Jl. ,2005(22) . 15-17.
[12] Gams W, Bissett J. Motphology and identification of Trichoderma [17] s s .. YB-81
[C]// Kubicek C,Harman G. Trichoderma and Gliocladium. Pennsylvania Jl. ,2010,36(5) :57-60.
Taylor&.Francis Incorporated,1998:3-34. [18] s , . (1.
[13] Bell D K, Wens H D, Malkham C R. In vitro antagonism of ,2005,18(4) ;5.
Trichoderma species against fungal pathogens[ ]]. Phytopath, 1982, 72 [19] s s PR
379-382. [Jl. ,2009,36(7):1065-1070.
[14] , . [l [20] , , . TH-1
.1999,34(7) :514-517. (Il ,2007,19(3) :168-172.
[15] , s . 10 [21] s s , .4
[J]. ,1999,16(2) :124-126. (Il ,2007,24(4) :59-61.

Selection of Biocontrol Trichoderma Strains for Controlling
Eggplant Verticillium Wilt

TANG Lin' ,ZHAO Hui®
(1. Department College of Life Science, L.uoyang Normal University, Luoyang, Henan 471023 ;2. Plant Protection Research Institute, Henan
Academy of Agricultural Sciences,Zhengzhou, Henan 450002)

Abstract: Eleven strains of seven different species of Trichoderma which were isolated from the rhizosphere soil of
eggplant production base in the White Horse Temple of Luoyang City were carried on inhibitory control effect test
and the indoor screening by antagonistic experiments etc. The results showed that Tiichoderma had good control
effect on Verticillium Wilt of eggplant. The control efficacy of seven Trichoderma strains was significantly better than
carbendazim. They were T16,T12,T10,T19,T18,T9 and T23 strains. The control efficacies of T16 and T12 were the
best. And relative control effects were 76. 97 % and 71. 21%. They had a certain value.
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Study on Multi-objective Fertilization Optimization Model of
Tomato Seedlings Growth Media

XU Qiong-hua' , YUE Yan-ling” , SHI Jin-lin'
(1. Yuxi Agricultural Vocational and Technical College, Yuxi, Yunnan 653100; 2. College of Horticulture, Yunnan Agricultural

University, Kunming, Yunnan 650201)

Abstract: In this paper,the multi-objective optimization fertilization problem of tomato seedling were studied.

According to mathematical statistics and mathematical program theory,a theoretical system model including

experimental design, regression analysis, reducing dimension analysis and optimization analysis were

established. The results showed that a set of system theoretical method was given to study and analyzed the

multi-objective fertilization of tomato seedling. Using of the model for optimization analysis, so hard the
premise, N,P,K usage and fat was the best to recommend: N 1.432 g/offer,P,; 3. 030 g/offer.K,O 1. 259

g/offer,
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