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Toxicity and Control Effects of Fungicides in Oat Leaf Spot by Drechslera avenae
XING Xing', LI Lele', YANG Haiming’, SUN Xuemei', WANG Xiaoling’, DONG Baozhu', ZHOU Hongyou'*,
ZHANG Xiaoyu'*

(1. College of Horticulture and Plant Protection, Inner Mongolia Agricultural University, Hohhot 010020; 2. Agricul-
ture, Animal Husbandry and Science and Technology Bureauw in Fengzhen, Fengzhen 012199; 3. Agriculture and Ani-
mal Husbandry Technology Promotion Center of Xilingol League, Xilinhot 026000, China)

Abstract: This study aimed to identify effective fungicides for controlling oat leaf spot caused by Drechslera avenae.
Toxicity and field control experiments were conducted on 7 chemical fungicides. The results showed that 50% procy-
midone and 58% metalaxyl mancozeb had the obviously inhibition on Drechslera avenae, with ECy, of 0.404 pwg/mlL.
and 0.712 pg/mL, respectively. The control effects of 15% triadimefon, 50% carbendazim and 40% thiram amicar-
thiazol were 66.55%, 60.20% and 57.52%, respectively, the yield increase rates were 49.53%, 28.29% and 31.83%.
The best spraying effect was 50% carbendazim, the control effect was 57.52%, the yield increased 42.15%. 15% tri-
azolidone, 40% thiram amicarthiazol and 50% carbendazim were mixed seed, and the foliar spraying was done using
50% carbendazim, effective control against oat leaf spot was observed.
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