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PR T LUK R R 5 (A SRS SRR E N E INELEDw ~ EUESHRE -
HiTZkE - FHEFA > ZZEASEERH - RE 103 FEEF T FEHRER -
EIEHEAE RS B 2,307 A HE 0 AR 2.87 EAE - EETE 162 BT FH
EME AT ~ JEHS - BRI A E T2 LAS LIRSt pi e A4 AT - B
AT o ok 4% v LI BB S BR B I 28 Y B )+ A S 55 Ik A S s B Y e 2 R A
% 2 HIREE AP EZE - Balir B REl 80 £ LIREB ERFE 2 &
KB ~ B2~ KRB - SNBSS S /B 18 BB &P AEE AT R~ 2~ BRPREYZK
RO s > A RRE A K E N ESE RS - B T K B Rk QS SRR
HY 6 DA B - AT FE B I S R B (B R 1998 5 BEE 2006) ©
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Phiel B BRI - N F R AR AHEE - ORI FRIRE S RIRE » £28
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S0 PSR - feTH B E Pt KRENGE 77 > AFTE R P KE
7 B 7 o AR T R B L P B S (R R B A R R o BB IR AE o A EEE
ZENRE > RHESEMEEET KSR -
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R EE KRB R S EgR > ol B EEEEER RS2
Botryosphaeria dothidea (BD-1) ELZZALEATEELLS ~ Lasiodiplodia theobromae
(LT-1) (Ko and Sun 1992; Weaver 1974; Witcher and Clayton1963) - ft&d 45 A
A BERE R (single conidial isolates) - FEREAM - BEARMIEIRGFIN G E®
% WEE F (potato dextrose agar, PDA) #tE L (1.5 x 16 cm HYEAE > & 5 ml
PDA) & H BB E — X - Wtk 2 RIAREE A4 &L PDA SEi (B
9cem) F5-10 RZEBE (5 x5 x 10 mm) BHENEEEKZSEAN 1K 20—
24 C R FAPRTE - PDA Z ililn By AT ERE R R & 200g 2 580 Z 3 7 AU’ - 20g
HENE (sigma) M 15% %350 (BEDEEEMARAE) -

PEEREEmITE A © B REREERIIL 17 1 > WT 5 : 23.6% H EHFLE - 9.4%
B KRR ~ 10.5%F 52 [ LT ~ 23.7% (e [E] 7K B ~ 25.9% 15 52 Al K AR AL ~
40% e ENGF R ~ 70%H B O R MR ~ 81.3% 5206 & nl &I
T~ 50% s tT nEMERE ~ 38% B A ST UK BRI ~ 50% =5 BUK 3 HL
PERIE] ~ 80% (B EERIFEIR & AR MM ~ 62.5%F L &R EIR & AR MR -
10%IETE R ZKEEH] ~ 24.9%RF e FIALE] ~ 25%8E el LRI Fe 25% 25 e A LA -

SFERHIFRBIRE R SE R ZAE - BRI S 2 BAlg - BT
PDA “FA FAZEIR T (24-287C) & 5 Ki% DIME @ 2 FTFLEE (FLIK 0.9 cm)
D) HUER 408 R BERE R - (R EEE R 2 S8 5001 E B7 FH SE R RORIE0UE » SR Y c 24
J7i L S AR EEELARY 5-100 ml 2 MEE KT o FHECE PDA FEPERE
W% P EA O REREE 60-70CH - PEIIABEE (5ml DLT) 2 HEalgEr]
®FEE EIANERR 9 em BREEEILT - &1L 15 ml > BCBRCA BT RE (active
ingredient, a.i.) £ 10 mg/L ~ 100 mg/L 2 1000 mg/L =24~ PDA AR o ZERE
BERANE  FHEPURE R (B 0.9 cm) BAIERINIIESE 2 Ba i
G BIEEE 1 SEEAER - AR EEN OIS RFEA - 7Y 24-28
CHE| 5 Kig > WERKERERK - FEHE 3 11 ABREERX - HIEEA]
IR =2
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BiEE F RS

Dtk B 7 o v I S 355 B W /K S it bk E S DL M HE B ¥ 52 - SR a
VIR R Z Rt ety - eh S sl At (5] & e iy PR AU e 22 & o Bk 2 A I HE T TRk
SR R e R Y B R e SRS - ST BUSRRE
PRUCHRFAETT R R EE R W Tl AR PR T IR R 2 2 P EE RO s

BRI R B vl SR B

BORBYRER 77 B Ao Bl B IR A 4T 2 Botryosphaeria dothidea H1E
(BB TR~ Lasiodiplodia theobromae ° > 8 b 7 N DLBEFR NI PDA BEE AL
FOREREERE i 4a A4 & 2 IIHITEE - GREEla e R SPRBYRE Lasiodiplodia
theobromae L 25.9%15 52 F7KELZLRI K2 50% R FE 1 1] V2 MK BRI SR 5 4> 1Y 100
ppm fIHER B 100% (5 1) s BBRBIRE Botryosphaeria dothidea DL 10.5%

% 117 SRS PR B Lasiodiplodia theobromae Bigr A& Z fHIHIRNUR

ZET TS (ppm)

10 100 1000
R Mycelial Mycelial Mycelial
Growth Inhibition Growth Inhibition Growth Inhibition
(mm) (%) (mm) (%) (mm) (%)
23.6% H e BUALT 497 363 21.3 72.7 3.0 96.2
9.4% % FE /K R 78.0 0 78.0 0 75.7 2.9
10.5% - 5 J8 7L 7 9.7 87.6 1.0 98.7 0 100.0
23. 7% [F] K RG] 7.3 90.6 7.3 90.6 6.0 92.3
25.9% 15 v Fll KB ZLA 0.7  99.1 0.0 100.0 0 100.0
40% 5 EF ] R MR R 41.0 474 34.3 56.0 22.3 71.4
70% FH R 26 (R ] R 14 9 7 11.7  85.0 2.0 97.4 0.3 99.6
81.3%3z 15 $ R & Tl R M 7 78.0 0 78.0 0 31.0 60.3
50% SR FE TS TR MR 113 855 0 100.0 0 100.0
38% H 51 ve LK 43 B L A 277 645 19.0 75.6 16.3 79.1
50% = &K 53 BUE R 78.0 0 78.0 0 78.0 0
80% 1@ F 1555 H & n] R MR 75 477  38.8 20.7 73.5 3.3 95.8
62.5% L K B R & TR ML 23 97.1 1.0 98.7 0 100.0
10%3E 5o F1] 7K 7 78.0 0 14.0 82.1 4.7 94.0
24.9%15F v | LA 420 462 23.7 69.6 0.7 99.1
25% e FLE 297 619 17.3 77.8 0 100.0
25%:% ve K1 L] 16.0  79.5 5.7 92.7 0 100.0

CK 78.0 0




St K Bk R R B S5 B HE ) 187

SEIEFLE] ~ 23.7% R [E] /KGR ~ 25.9% 15 72 FIZKEE LB ~ 50% g n] g2k
)~ 80% R B A R S ORI T K 62.5% B3 K B 54 T DR M R 7 0 R i
4 > FA 100 ppm HIEIE B 100% (= 2) °

BiEE F RS

7L 2012 SEFEE S i AL B /K E YR A S0 ~ BRI ~ L
At AME > B2 g SRR - &8 i R SRR P 1] e o v R M & R g Ok
A FEPLEIT RO R0 e 2 s SR HE e nd s - USRI R iy - IR R EhnE
Al B 2 A Y Sl B

iz B SR R BT RVAAR - BRERETS PRI RITR G
T FHEERE » By g 43 SRESHER 1-3 & (40 AFT/8) » Bl R ERIEY) -
TSR 2 MR E R ERIE KR ER - REBEASENE > BFEGH
{EHEHE » B ER S | fEHE 43 5TE SR GBI E S

7 2. 17 TSRO W Botryosphaeria dothidea B %5 E & Z HIHIHUER
BERI RS (ppm)
10 100 1000
el Mycelial Mycelial Mycelial
Growth Inhibition Growth Inhibition Growth Inhibition
(mm) (%) (mm) (%) (mm) (%)

23.6% 5 ve AL 223 672 43 93.7 0.2 99.7
9. 4% i 7K F 62.7 7.8 52.3 23.1 40.0 412
10.5% - 5 J8E FL7 53 922 0 100.0 0 100.0
23.7% R [E] KR 1.5 978 0 100.0 0 100.0
25.9%715 5¢ Fl| 7K B ALK 1.3 98.1 0 100.0 0 100.0
40% e B S ] R 50 926 3.7 94.6 43 93.7
70% FH L2 R ml R M 7 73 893 8.3 87.8 53 92.2
81.3%3 WG iR & vl R MR K 62.0 8.8 59.0 13.2 0 100.0
50% R FE TS TR MR 3.0 956 0 100.0 0 100.0
38% H 1 5 BL/K o B e A 0.5 993 2.0 97.1 1.2 98.2
50% = FBUK o3 B kA 34.0 500 33.3 51.0 14.7 78.4
80% i EE G 28R & nl IR A 93  86.3 0 100.0 0 100.0
62.5%E T K SR & v R M KA 0 100.0 0 100.0 0 100.0
10%3JE 5o Fl| 7K Fa A 11.7  82.8 7.0 89.7 4.7 93.1
24.9%15 v | LA 7.3 893 3.7 94.6 0 100.0
25%E T AT LA 2.7 96.0 0.7 99.0 0 100.0
25%% v Al FLA 47  93.1 0.2 99.7 0 100.0

CK 68.0 0
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7 B A B o 2 AR e A MBS S AE RE » DB RIS M) - thEEA MRS
BFEEMEIAR  EARMETTEM > AR EEE% > RN HEE N 45 H={R
% 0 Pk—REIY 6 HRfEH (b BER MR IR IREMI A SEFE4E MBS
FiNMERS - BEUIERE - AEFZ AR E IR IMNE » NSRBI » K4
FIEE - B RHAYE R BEERFERERSE - AHREERIERE » SUA ks &
& BETZREREL  SEERNBUBER » 4R AN - B R
FRETETE S L E AR INENEE -

TEREEZ2TTH » 2012 F 4 HETRERER Y 48R 8RA 4 P&
FHIRHERE FHEE - 8 FRHIBE » SR 65.3% - 2013 FRERGER Y
SERBUNE 1 PEMIEEEREZE - 1| FREBE > FEREiER 86.6% - 2014 F
RERSGRY I &SRB AE 1 PEMAIEHEE S g5 G185 87.5% (R 3) -
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BRI IR b e SR

RBIREMEENGE L T EHEE > AREEEERE » WEH
Botryosphaeria dothidea % Lasiodiplodia theobromae 5|#E » & i Bl (AR a EE AL
B > BB R EEMRIE T - RS ECVIF THRZREZREBP KT
B E AN AEER EREE - RERETEERI M - MESEERIPERIR - &
R R E2EER - DIAREKRBR 2 EE -

BAEE F S

= e T AR ES B 1 By P i K B kR LA & - 1 2012 ST bk AR R A
ERZEEEFLRERBE > BEERMAOR 220 H &2 HH & T R i
EMESUKEER - AWM AREZERRA > Pl d REpa&E R LRSS
AR Bl e UL KERME T B HE R AT - (A SR e &
SEE R & F AR ERE (BUR 1999) ZAER m T AL E
EKENRE I Eh (R R EE > KGEERIE R - P SB35 i -
RO - B R AT > B EHREE HEARE=Z Sy e H a8t
58 0 AE 4 AGRIPETRERER YR - Einai8R 65.3% @ MiE 23X



St K Bk R R B S5 B HE ) 189

7% 3.2012-2013 5 i Al S 2 1 pkE 2R B 4258 B fn e

HE \FE 2012 2013 2014
T 2 8 26 15 8

B () e 88 4.1(9) 2.1(5) 1.1(3)
FEHERE 4k 4 i 1 & 1 &
AR E 8 i 1 & 0 &%
oy Ry L 65.3% 86.6% 87.5%

4
it

_F(‘

&

PR AR i B F M

19
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2.1 BEfR A S RAEH 2012 F 65.3%EFT 2 86.6% @ HLEURZ kR FH 454 2
BT - 2014 FZ @R EEM RS REUR » O3 87.5% Bl 102 FHERK >
BEE P S 1.1 Qe 2013 = EE 2.1 FK > B ENEE
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Abstract

Producing the high quality and safe peach fruit to meet the demands of
consumers by using the cultural practice in the peach health management is one of
important issues for the development of lowland peach industry. Namasia is a new
area of lowland peach production in Taiwan. The cultivation techniques was not
progress in 2012 and some problems e.g. too strong growth, flower bud distributing
in peripheral crown, the damage of peach gummosis disease and the low passing rate
of fruit pesticide residue test were needed to be solved. To control the amount of
fertilizing and practicing summer pruning are the important methods to control the
growth of peach tree. In order to decrease the damage of peach gummosis disease,
some effective fungicides were been selected out and will be tested in farm. By the
effort in advocacy of peach safety spraying concept, the passing rates of peach fruit
pesticide residue test in Namasia have improved.

Key words: lowland, peach, health management.



