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Table 1. Mycelia growth inhibition of F. solani by different fungicides

Mycelium diameter (mm)

Treatments Fold I - I Average
50% Prochloraz —-manganese WP 2000 0 0 0 0
4000 0 0 0 0

62.5% Cyprodinil+fludioxonil WG 1000 7.45 7.46 7.47 7.46
2000 8.23 8.88 8.93 8.68

50% Iprodione WP 1000 11.91 1142 12.96 12.10
50% Benomyl WP 1500 0 0 0 0
3000 0 0 0 0
80% ThiramWP 600 5.15 5.46 6.46 5.69
1200 8.36 6.06 7.41 7.27
50% Procymidone WP 1500 12.83  13.25 13.37 13.15
2000 13.6 13.71 13.49 13.6
33.5% Oxine-copper SC 1000 0 4.01 0 1.34
2000 0 0 0 0
37% Flusilazole EC 1500 0.87 0 0.81 0.56

3000 0.96 0.40 0.44 0.6
66.5% Propamocarb hydrochloride SL 400 21.22  21.29  21.28 21.26
600 5.77 5.83 5.62 5.74

259 Prochloraz EW 1000 0 0 0 0
2000 0 0 0 0
25.9% Tebuconazole EW 2000 0 0 0 0
24.99% Difenoconazole EC 1500 4.05 3.85 3.39 3.76
3000 391 3.29 3.27 3.49
Control 25.12 234 25.85 24.8
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Table 2. Disease incidence and severity of basal rot on malabar chestnut by different
fungicides treatment

Soil + base immersed Soil
Items Treatments
incidence severity  incidence severity
1 50% Prochloraz —manganese 20% 10 20% 5
2 24.9% Difenoconazole 30% 10 10% 5
66.5% Propamocarb 0 0
3 hydrochloride 22% 5.5 50% 12.5
4 58% Mancozeb+metalaxyl 10% 2.5 40% 10
5 75% Mepronil 20% 10 30% 7.5
6  33.5% Oxine-copper 20% 7.5 30% 7.5
7 50% Dimethomorph 30% 10 0% 0
8  50% Prochloraz —manganese
+ 66.5% Propamocarb 10% 2.5 11% 2.8
hydrochloride
9  24.9% Difenoconazole 0 0
+ 50% Dimethomorph 10% > 20% >

10  Control 60% 27.5 30% 15
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