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Inhibition of phytopathogenic fungi with bamboo tar

WANG Pin-wei', TONG Sen-miao', LIAO Wen-li', MA Jian-yi',
SHEN Zhe-hong?, YE Liang-ming’

(1. School of Forestry and Biotechnology, Zhejiang Forestry College, Lin’an 311300, Zhejiang, China;
2. School of Engineering, Zhejiang Forestry College, Lin’an 311300, Zhejiang, China)

Abstract: Fungicidal activity of bamboo tar against the phytopathogenic fungi Sphaerotheca fuliginea,
Botrytis cinerea, and Alternaria solani, Fusarium graminearum, Rhizoctonia solani, Valsa mali,
Sclerotinia sclerotiorum, Pyricularia oryzae, Bipolaris maydis, Fusartum oxysporum {. wvasinfectum,
Fusarium oxysporum f. cucumerinum, Venturia nashicola, Glomerella cingulata was tested using the
colony growth diameter test method and using potted plants in a greenhouse. A comparison of bamboo tar at
2 000 mg L™ and methyl 2-[ (4,5-dihydro-4-methyl-5-ox0-3- propoxy-1H-1, 2,4-triazole-1-carboxamido)
sulfonyl ] benzoate at 200 mg-L™" using the control was made. Results for bamboo tar showed that against
Sphaerotheca fuliginea the preventive effect was 79.1% and the curative effect was 78.4% ; whereas for
Botrytis cinerea the defensive effect was 42.4% and the curative effect was 46.9%. However, no significant
differences were observed between bamboo tar and triadimefon (P<<0.05). These results demonstrated that
bamboo tar had anti-fungal actions and may be a new potential agricultural fungicide in future.[Ch, 5 tab.
15 ref. |
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BEE A2 AR 251 ok B PR BT 75 Y [ BB S AT 5 R WD e G PR DRI 7 A, DT R AR T M | )RR RR 2R
W2 A MR BT A A IR A 25 H A 2 O AR 25 A ) — AN A BT, A e A R
HGRBETETT i BUR TARKHERE, A 20 R EAE T EBUS TARZEIC, SRR IR R T K
EARXS R AT RARAE D AT R A R i R R R BB R, A AT R R 10% A, TR
@ FMEHCRE A, SHEAMANESYS, REATREEES, IR iR Y R

Wk H . 2008-12-02; & 1E H 8. 2009-04-08

BB TUH . WiV I RFRHE % I (2006C12090)

EHRIAN . Lhhde, NFAEYRGHR, E-mail. wpwzjlky@126.com, BEEH . DE Y, @HEZ, NFEYKZy
5ABE R A5 . E-mail: mjyzjhgy@163.com



526 5 6 W mi AESE - A S X A D A A 3 D R 855
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D, WA I B B, R R, TS EREE , R, 5SRO SR
[, LA ST AR 3 o [ A i R I ARE TR RS R, S SR P A K Ak 0 A £ il ) 410 R
W PEVEATINE TS, JEXEATHEAT BB PR AR 7 PR 09 2 A G 25 W08, O AT A B 55 0T R A T4
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1 MEE T &

1.1 BHKZFI R AUEF

I BT AT A 0l H VL R AR e AT RO Ay A RS m AR L I SRR O3 B 509% 47T £ i L
iR CRAIELALTR) OP-10 4% oM e i e, Xk BE2A 3R 2 AR B A B 209 = W R FL il (VL5
IR R R T AR, i) s ASP-1098 HY [ Bl 55 %6 B (W VLR Al IR R A .
1.2 ks
121 #XmREA  FThiIKENRE Botrytis cinerea, T P& M Alternaria solani, /NFZ 755599 W Fusari-
um graminearum, KK SCHT5 B Rhizoctonia solani, &4 K25 W Valsa mali, 0% F A% % # Sclero-
tinia sclerotiorum, KRG W& Pyricularia oryzae, £ K/WNBEWG B Bipolaris maydis, R A4E Ak 25 75 B
Fusarium oxysporum f. vasinfectum, ¥ JIN i 22 5 B Fusarium oxysporum f. cucumerinum, % N& 5L
Venturia nashicola, 5 RIEIGHE Glomerella cingulata, YT 0 ~ 4 CHAF T RAEAE D E 4 AU
(PDA)RFTE -, i VbR 25 g R AR DR 4 S 30 2 f ik 3 A a0 I 0 T B8 IUK %69 Botrytis cinerea
I N UK Sphaerotheca fuliginea, H1WTTAE AL T AIFFEBE E 5 e 77 A% 24 A il oo Wi V3 b A SR R
122 BRSNS OIS (RS ER), iE,
1.3 REHE
131 FEABRPAFEMNE  RER AT, B 25 500 32 25 6 R 1 IR ik B
32.25, 62.50, 125.00, 250.00, 500.00, 1 000.00 mg-L™" % 7 NZ5], 435N AR FRE A, B & 2555
FRAEMIA 3 A KE R FR ML, A5 & 80, JFBE /K IR, RRgR kB s, T & 2 P A b il
BN 5 mm WEDE, BEILLAEYE, AFE TEIERM PSR, BIREEN 25 CKMF, TOLR,
B3 ~ 4 d i, TR MK R, BOFRE, 0T A0 A R B EorT £
W22 AR R T o0 38, RAT IO A v R X B 0 ) 3R 2 TR A R R 3B, AR B e Oy R S
il T 22 A K 509 142 U800 Wk B (Ecso) MAHC REL(R)

Fe2X (1) A2 2) TR 2 A HR A LL2S o X )

B EHA(mm) = WEFHERS -5 (HAPFER). (1)
FGH 3% (%) = (XﬁﬂﬁEﬁ?g}i;fﬁéﬁgggﬁgiﬁgfiié) «100% . (2)

R B et th JLR A, IR ARl 70 o (B o PO B0, EE ik, SR BN R B (B o) (1,

132 ERFRFAZEMNE  OBIREIN U0 GRS AR . R AR e vk
B R B BN 50% 477 f2 i FLIM 32 4 A F =B . 250, 500, 1000, 2 000 mg-L"', A4 3 4~
5o VI KR = TR 25 71 (200 mg - L) S %t BR 43 A4 90 2 V7 Y01 1 5 SR 4 B0 TURA ke it I 380 i 1) 4
AT, HIGERMEE, AT EFR (8 x 10 4~ mL™) o A= 9 T8 1 R 45 2 58 S Fh
FROEAE 2 h NS RAPVERT . 8 2 i 1 IR 2R BNl T, R A ASP-1098 [ 2l W5 55 %¢ 0 i 5%
Tk R, WSS AL EAR A WSS K 7 0.1 MPa, MiskfL4% 0.8 mm, WiskERE 0.2 m-s™, 124
TIa, K FE KRR B o A RV M S B AR L RS ZE IR S 25 CCHE A XHE B R 95%,
JEHR C BAREON 12 h: 12 h, REFEENIEATESE, 12 d JE AR E 0 1 AU A bR o, R A R R
TR TR BRI B 8%, IR VE . Jederd, 5% 24 h JEmEgy, HARRIRER . BBAR T AR (%)
= (25 IR B BEA — b HR B 4K ) /25 X BRI BEER x 100% ., 43 b2 % GB/T17980.30 — 2000 4
2l (8] 25 550 40 HE U (— ) AR BRI B IR BN ARG 1, 0 90, JORBE; 1 2. S B AL 4 5 i 1 AL
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5%LLF ;3 S i BE A R T A 6% ~ 10%; 5 P SR BEIR ALY R AL 1% ~ 20%;
7 P FRBET ALY R ALY 21% ~ 40%; 9 S RBEE AL N R R TR 40% UL ., QB iR
IR B I AR IS . BOUTURENG . RN ZHE ML S FF BRI RMER . 24 700 b 3055 R) B (8
Wi o DRAPVER . 8 24 700 Ah B % A e IV 6 s e Bz — B AR S mm B TR BER R 22 8, A4S I 2
2AEYE, FA 3 AT, BEEIAES S FOKZ 80, 5 d JEHE T ae Ok e B AR 2 L
HOFIME, SRAFBIIARCR . RITER . Sederd, 595 24 h Jamizy, HARRRER .

2 HERE M

2.1 50%17 & 2 il B A M E E N E

WFST BB, AT FE I o IR B TR . 7 S TR R /N 22 IR R TR A 12 P DR TR I TR 22 Kk
IR H AN [ A R 1 0 o

HIZe 1 AT, IRERIT O S0%0T fE il ZL il B B m 0 B AR B TG, 50 Ecso Y915 T 250 mg- L7,
JCFCRE SR R AR SURS 3 TR RN 2 i K B0 BTG MBS, Ecso N 6 ~ 60 mg- L5 5% 8 JTURS 229 14
FNEL IR B AR LA, Ecso 9 200 ~ 250 mg =L XF 12 Foffo Ji B il 22 A A0 i) R /N Ry g
SR JEE 2 B > K R SORG 7 TR > 7 i I B T > KR R B > T S TR A TR > AR ARG 25 B > /N
IRFEIT I = TR/ INBERG B > 37 5L e JE 3 T > 25 i He 85 TR > B TR 2290 0 > A4 08 B I
22 ENFEEIEEYE
22,1 ERERIAGE A D R AL BT B AR D AE R W0 0 AR EOh 509%47T £ L
A — TG P, 40 R R 5 A 24 A0 o) v TG PR s R B JTROM 85 2 U s v B R (SOP) J i itk A7
TR AR S N AR AR R 2 W, IREA O 50% 7T A i FL Ik AR T A R Ol
250, 500, 1 000 A1 2 000 mg-L' &M T, 255 12 d XF & K (8 19 7 35 B 8505 0 0 22.12%
61.39%, 71.78%H 79.13%, HA—@EPiRAEH, fEREWKE N 2 000 mg- L EH T, 55X 2550 =
e 200 mg- L B B & 25 5. K 3 R IR B 50% T £ il L i BT i vk Bl 250 ~
2 000 mg-L7", 255 5 d %8N KB B B R0 R 9% ~ 42%, Hod 2 000 mg- L B IR RCR A
$ 42.38%, 5 %F BE 2555 = e 200 mg- L™ A9 BRI 2
222 ERZBBAEAMNER RAWLEDN . WA BAELI 12 d FRIEHESAR &, &R
R T S B REIR TR BRSO 50% 4T FE Il FLIMAE BTV BE 1 000 ~ 2 000 mg- L7, i 1E 15 4K

F1 50%MTEMILBI 12 MEEED Es WE

Table 1 Ecsy of 50% bamboo tar emulsifiable concentrate against twelve agricultural fungi

W3 I T Ayl £k LB B EKF Ecso/ (mg-L™)
7 i K159 T y=0.199 5x +2.443 6 0.918 7 0.081 58.74
T it 928 9 T y =0.220 4 x +2.383 2 0.949 7 0.013 194.62
NG R IR y=02134x+23408 0.974 7 0.005 179.37
K e SR e T y=0.136 1x+ 1.9777 0.983 4 0.017 19.26
S R T y=0.117 3 x + 1.908 9 0.990 5 0.001 6.08
T SR B A T y =0.204 4 x + 22747 0.984 4 0.002 169.53
K e R Jt s T y=0.1555x+ 19136 0.958 6 0.041 112.71
RN BN T y=02134x+2340 8 0.974 7 0.005 179.37
R AL 22905 T y=02350x+2.5352 0.977 8 0.001 173.31
A 229 y=02103x +2.2899 0.970 6 0.001 201.21
B0 AL T y =0.2556 x + 2.634 2 09529 0.003 236.45

IR DA T y=0.3066x+3.1323 0.995 5 0.005 186.80
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T2 50%MEMAMNENRZELENER
397 B T RS R
Table 2 Preventive effect of bamboo tar 50% emulsifi-able

concentrate to the Sphaerotheca fuliginea on potted

F=3 50%MEMIAMMNENRLENEAK
BRI LR
Table 3  Preventive effect of bamboo tar 50% emulsifi-able

concentrate to the Botrytis cinerea on potted plants

plants after 12 days after 5 days
b3/ Pe 5 yisLil 25 H
TETEE  BisU% TR BiRU%
(mg-L7) a=005 a=00l (mg-L) a=005 a=001

0(THK) 100.00 a A 07 7K) 100.00 a A
250 (£ 77.88 22.12 b B 250( ) 90.79 9.21 b B
500(F7 £ ) 38.61 61.39 c C 500 (17 £& 3 ) 78.87 21.13 ¢ C

1 000 (A7 £ 7H) 28.22 71.78 de DE 1 000 (7 £ 7H) 67.34 32.66 cd CD
2 000 (7 £ 20.87 79.13 e E 2 000 (4 57.62 42.38 e E
200 ( = Mt ) 12.10 87.90 el EF 200 (=M ) 54.76 45.24 e E

A S AR T X R X R, — 5 TR R Y 50947 A i FL s SR (OB R A — ERIT R, T
2 000 mg- L7 I, HIAIFRORIEE] 78.36%, 5 X HEZG 50 =Wk 200 mg- L7 B s% A & 2% 5%, 1K
T ECR 50917 £5 1 FL I % N 206 38 B KBS IR YT AR, NSRS ATIL, 2 000 mg- L™ (9 B2 5 4F
HECZH 50 — e R A S R 2 R R TR PERUA YT MR N AR A A M S R R IR RO
50% 7 £5 M FL I 7E TV BE 2 000 mg - L X B FRH G BB 80 1K B 79.13 %, R 9T AR 5 F
78.36% 5 1M B JINE B A 114 T iy 2850 SR RA Y7 2R 430k 42.38%F11 46.98%

R4 50%MMEMLBMNENZRERER
s Y38 T RUR

Table 4 Curative effect of bamboo tar 50% emulsifiable concentrate

x5 50%MEMIAMNENRLENERK
BRI AR
Table 5 Curative effect of bamboo tar 50% emulsifiable concentrate

to the Sphaerotheca fuliginea on potted plants after 12 days against Botrytis cinerea on potted plants after 5 days

4b 38/ %5 B ik 5/ %5 BEE
93 1 95 £ Bi 54/ % eiETREL  Bisu%

(mg-L™) a=005 a=001 (mg-L™") a=005 a=001
07 7K) 100.00 a A 07 7K) 100.00 a A
250 (1 i) 81.70 18.30 b B 250 (17 #&i) 86.62 11.38 b B
500 (47 £E1) 41.15 58.85 ed cD 500 (77 £3) 78.74 21.26 c C
1 000 (7 #E3) 32.18 67.82 d D 1 .000( 7 #3h) 68.19 31.81 d D
2 000(F7#3h) 21.64 78.36 e E 2 000(F7 43 53.11 46.89 e E
200( =) 16.88 83.12 c E 200 (= M) 52.68 4732 e E

3 ittt

BEE AL R, ATAETE KRR, SMEeH S WERNAS R, FRGAEAE L, X
9o i DA EL A R AR I TE S F AR 2 W AFAE ST AR S S P A T 12 R A I 4 A
FHA RIS 45 AR AT R B B M BE . TTRUAE . AR BB 509 17 £5 3 FL i 5 i ik
VI R, AR R [ — R R R Y 509 P B 3 EL I 6 R D T A T 22k KRR A BRI
25, BNIE R ERG AR R R ECR 50947 A il FLIM AE i 2 000 mg - L % ER A
T B TR A B 79.13% , JRIT AT K B 78.36% 5 1M HE N K B A4 5 25 SR RN 3 9T AR 40 oA
42.38%F1 46.98% , LB iG55 4 B2 70 = e 200 mg- L7 A,

A, ST ABANNG T, 0 TR R IR e i R B RIS AT T = NS AR
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