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Table 1. The control effects of three pesticides by soil irrigating as
compared with check treatment (1990~1991).

Rl DSk L.C.E SGE
Pestcides Before 3rd
pesticide nsed R.OLCES. A C R*R.L.D.S. A. C:R. Damage
degree®
______________________ % e e et b el B L
359% Etridiazole WP. 27 .4 36.1 T e [ 1 b5 0
709% Propamocarb 28.6 36 .4 il 41.0 Sl 0
hydrochloride S.
80% Fosetyl-AL WP. AT 35.4 9B 0 39 o7 8.1° 0
Check(no pestcide used) 28.6 39.2 0.0° a3 2 0.0 0
# 1. R.L.D.S5.A.=Rate of leaf disease spots area.
2. L.C.E.=Initial control effect (7 days after 3rd pestcide used).
3. 5.C.E.=Survival control effect (15 days after 3rd pesticide used).
4. C.R.=Control rate.
0. Damage degree caused by pesticides was divided into five levels.

O=Normal (no. damage), +=Light, ++=Medium, +++=leavy, ++++=Very
heavy.
* Values followed by the same letter are not significantly different at
LSD 0.05.
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Table 2. The control effects of seven pesticides by whole plant spraying as

compared with check treatment (1989~1990)

2

o D o
Average Damage®
Pestcides Chinan Liukwei C.R. degree
LD SiA CREREDS A o
___________________ % e S s e
65% Zineb WP. 68 .8 8.3 23 .8 22 I a8 0
809 Mancozeb WP. 75 .0 0.0 19.7 33.2 1562 0
6.5% Neo Asozin S. 62.5 83 39.0 0.0 LE 0
65% Carbendazim* Th.0 0.0 3001 4.4 2.2 0
Metiram WP.
28% Mancozeb+ B0 250 0) ey e il Ak ()
Metalaxyl WP.
40% Oxine-copper+ h2.5 & it 26.4 17 4e 0
Copperhydroxide WP.
50% Fiutolanil WP, oo = 6T 34.9 3.0 S 0
Check 68 .8 0.0. 29.9 0.0 Bladts 0
i 2 ~ 4 = b %9 S4me as tabhle 1.
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e 3. 8 FEEEA| LURE BRI f 75 =UME &2 B ¥6 2008 LR (1990~ 1991)
Table 3. The control effects of eight pesticides by whole plant spraying
as compared with check treatment (1990~1991).

R.L.D.S.A! LG BT e
Befare 3rd
Pestcides pesticide used R.L.D.S.A. Average R.L.D.S.A. Average Damage®

Nanhwa Taishan Nanhwa Taishan C.R} Nanhwa Taishan C.R. degree

35% Etridiazole WP. 9.7 6.0 14.3 67..1 42 6% 431 84 .2 11:3%
70% Propamocarhb I3 5.9 16.9 2] 3655 423 85.4 18
hydrochloride S,

80% Fosetyl-AL WP. g vl ] 10.1 51.8 56. 8% 235 Thh 36z2=2e )
2o% Prochloraz EC. 12:7 5.0 15.8 67.4 40.6% 40.0 85.0 JAGHEES )
68.8% Thiophenate G o 6.3 213 FAL Y A 65.6 433 D

methyl+Streptomycin WP,

75% Metiram* e L 6.0 551 60.0™ 24.8 85.0 29.0% 0 0
Cymoxani] WP.

76.5% Metalaxyl+ S R 3] 125 58.9° 28.9 80,2 pE2E
Copper oxychloride WP.

58% Mancozebt T 143 45.7 BG.br-52 4 2.6 24.9% D
Metalaxyl WP,
check it v | 451 82.1 0.0 48.0 96.1 0.0 0

1 «+2+«3+«4 -5 - % Same as table 1.
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Table 4. The effect of eight pesticides to the growth and yield of taro as

compared with check treatment after three times spraylng.

Pestcides Plant height Corm Yield
(cm) (kg/ha)

359% Etridiazole WP. FEE ek 19,170

709% Propamocarb 70 Qb 19,130
hydrochloride 5.

80% FDEEtFl_JﬁLL WP. ?8.5bc 1919551“:

95% Prochloraz LC. Tl 19 300"

68.89% Thiophenate e 20 630"
methyl+Streptomycin WP.

75% Metiram* rlri | 19,760
Cymoxanil WP.

76.5% Mﬂtﬂ.]a}l}’l"' gt 19,825h
Copper oxychloride WP.

589 Mancozebt 87 e : 19, 653"
Metalaxyl WP,
check R 18.720°

% Same as table 1.
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Table 5. The effect of eight pesticides to corm qual
by panel test as compared with check treatment

ity of taro evaluated

Pestcide Flavor Aroma Texture Color Total

959, Etridiazole WP. 6.7 6.9 6.7 6.9 6.7

709% Propamocarb 6.6 6.9 0Ll 6.9 6.7
hydrochloride .

809% Fosetyl-AL WP. 6.7 6.9 6.8 7.0 6.8

259% Prochloraz EC. 6.7 6.8 6.7 6.9 6.7

68.89% Thiophenate 6.7 6.9 6.5 Tl) 6.8
methyl+Streptomycin WP.

759% Metiram+Cymoxani| YB. 6.7 6.9 b T 6.7

76.5% Metalaxyl+ 6.6 6.9 Bt T.0 6.8
Copper ﬂiythlﬂfide WP.

589 Mancozeb+Metalaxyl WP.6.7 6.9 6.7 7.0 6.8

check G2 6.9 6.4 .8 o = B

% Hedonic 9-point system was used, 1~2:dislike very much,

3nu4;dislikﬁ, 5-hoarder line (acceptable),
very much.
% % Same as table 1.

6~T7:1ike, 8~09:1like
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Rate of leaf disease spots area

0~ | -
Bl = /

50 = -

gl - \

3l = :

20 =7 . f

1 Sy | | | | | | | | | | |
7 8 9 10 11 12 1 2 3 1 D 6

1989 1990

Month
[] Observation field +Survey field

B 1. EREREERAEERE

Figl. The monthly change of rate of taro leaf disease spots area caused by Phytophthora

colocasiae.
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Fig 2. The serious damage field of trao caused by Phytophthora Colocasiae.
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The symptom development of taro leaf blight.

Which caused circular, water—soaked, necrotic
spors on the leaf (A:initial infection B:one
day after infection; C:two days after infec-

tion) followed by the collapse of the plant
around all field (E:5 days after infection),




B 4. HE8%EEF Phytophthora colocasiae ZIFETTEE (5 X 40)
Fig 4. The zoosporangia of Phytophthora colocasiae under microscope
(540 )




68.8% % Cr i B 38 < BT g 3R

A 6B.8%LGMME B . BHIE (FHHEE)

The control effect of 68.6% Atakin WP. as COmE-
ared with check treatment (A: 68.8% Atakin wp.,

B: check)
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