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Chemical Prevention Research on Walnut Anthracnose

FU Xiao-li' ZHAO Rong® MIN Sheng-biao’ ZHU Zhi-fang'

(1. Liuchi Forestry Station of Xuanhan County,Xuanhan 636166 ;2. Yele Nature Reserve Administration
Mianning 615600;3. Sichuan Academy of Forestry,Chengdu 610081 ,China)

Abstract ; In this paper, analysis was made of the walnut in Xiaba Township of Xuanhan County,Sichuan
Province. Its disease symptom was observed and the kind of pathogen was identified in the laboratory. The
dynamic changes of susceptibility rate and susceptible index were recorded on the surface of walnut nuts
and leaves. Selected five kinds of fungicides were sprayed on the walnut. The results showed that the
pathogen which causes walnut disease mainly was walnut anthracnose and its increasing speed on the nuts
was faster than that on the leaves. The susceptibility rate and susceptible index on the surface of walnut

nuts and leaves which were sprayed by 95% prochloraz were obviously lower than others. So 95% pro-

chloraz was the best drug to prevent the walnut anthracnose.
Key words: Walnut, Anthracnose , Prevention Research , Prochloraz

Btk (Juglans regia L. ) X4 WIRk 2Rk, J&
BAMEEL (Juglandaceae ) BBk & (Juglans) , 5w bk
BT IRF AR YRR Rk
U SR AUARAR A Fh , A SR 2 Br 0 [E A2l H
WED o B AR 08 SR A (B R 24 FH A (835 4 %2
ST AR, A e T R RSk K, L 3
A BRI B AR S FECPRAE I R,
VP2 ARG = RS BN, B HORIL, i T4
MR IELI | R IREI | A Bk 248 P 5 g 1 3 R A T
FEORETF R, A H gl k=, A

Wk H 19 .2016-03-29
FHEWH PR E DR [ B E AR R EBARIFR

FEUUAN R S5 AR W7 VR R SR BRSNS W) BT VA B A
BRI ARE " AH T 200 HA R TR
JIp It ) B v S P i AR A, DR e v 2 IR
BT IR TR — A RORRE ", H
BT, A7 AZMESIE G A 25 By 36 24 790 ) i 15 2R e 5
WIEE A, CAWFTERY, 3 RPN A A
HRAFLI Y AR AEL T C 0 R T RIS A A% 2R T 3L
N DR, A SRR A 7 B e, W R T 2
FARRZAEBIEI ) B IR 28R i 10 Y e 2803 T 7 2

HRTZIG BT IR S P Tl

FEF TR AF/NI (1981-) 2, DU E SCE N, ARV, 2 Fepkollig B EBIA AGEE TAE, Email :752962533@ qq. com,



108 meoi oAkl B 37 &

1 ARSI

1.1 kst
P ERT . PP 1A BN T E R T A S

(LT PN ZRAEHS , KRR R, R4 107°227 ~108°

32 FIdL 4 31°06" ~31°49") R Ak A AR Fl , W% #4 Ay 5

P53 a, RATHEE R 4 m x5 m, WHAGEREE B4, Ji4E
P27 WA 1,

*1 B F AT TR
Tab. 1 Chemical fungicides
] 255 il P R K
1 95% WK Bt Prochloraz Lk EC WILAR 25 R AT PR 7]
2 50% S B Ik Iprodione ARG ] WP TLPA Rz TR A IR A
3 20% = M Triadimefon FLih EC TLIR SIRRARAL B AT R 2N ]
4 70% W LB R Thiophanate methyl AR WP VLVE L AERRAL A R
5 50% iR Thiram AREPERT] WP KA RERR AL A B2 )
1.2 Ak
KRR REIE S 6 S/ NX 95 R abed, 2 GRG0
e f, BEHL £ /NDXAE X BRAH, a — e /NIX 43 31 FH X i

1P -5 FORFEM SR AR, T 4
A1 BHEATE 1 Rt2h, Z 5 [E R 30d a2 1 ik, At
24 5 W, W BE AL it FH A5 = i K . 25 24k N
TRUEAS T WY, FH 55 45 34 5 BE 22 48 MR BT, 457N
X FEH 10 MRAVE A 72 RRR 2 i 0 SRR
(R IR RE R B 20 I e ARSI ) 2 s 5 NS
THIR R 9 58 SO I 48 55, i 1 0 b ik L% 2, 92k
AR R R ST 2 P S e S P R 2

x2 kR IR TR SRR
Tab.2 Grading standards of infectious degree of walnut
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Fig.1 The susceptibility rate and susceptible Index of walnut anthracnose
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Tab 3 The susceptibility rate and susceptible Index of walnut nuts and leaves
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