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T R W AR AR ORI A A AR DS AR A 2 AN T VT DR 440K PR TR R 00 R T R M . S 2R Y R 44 K P TR R X
NG BRI B /N 22 A DI TR /0 252 IR B TR  ROARL S B 0 T SR R R TR L BT R A SR T A R TR 2
990 VAT T A DK R 9 T R R A P T T 24 2E K B AT B A I AR T L ECs, 7E 4. 894 7~43.856 9 mg/L, Hr /N E 4
TS PR 3 D e o ECso Oy 4,894 7 mag/Ls X /INEZ S B 0 T L B I JEL T 3% 50 K 05 TR L 06 I B 0 TR R BARLE
99 T 76, 9 R A kAR FH 2 R R JHE okl B TR 5 SR TR 0L B K 1 0 FH e L ECso 2 6876 5 mg/ L ZE R 25 AL
I F B KA KE N TR R X /N 22 42 Dl /N 22 4585 0 Tk JEL s 0 R0 B3 0 28 B A AT I AR P R L — E YR T
B FL /N 22 G e 1) 2 SO B4, 1 000 mg/ L R AR B s R RIR T AR 4 0 R 85. 48 20 R 64. 98 %6 5 1 1A
AL 25 R F B, R ARG N TR o 7 8 K B 9 4 AR AR . 1 000 mag/ L 3l T A LR 47 RYA IF AR 4303 Dl 45. 5 %6 N
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Fungicidal activity of carabrone
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Abstract: [Objective] This research aimed to investigate the antifungal activity of carabrone against 11
plant pathogens and provide information for the development and utilization of carabrone. [Method) The in
vitro and in vivo antifungal activities of carabrone against 11 kinds of pathogens (Rhizoctonia cerealis , Bot-
rytis cinerea » Fulvia fulva (Cooke)Ciferri, Fusarium oxysporum (Schl.) f. sp. cucumerirtum Owen,Colle-
trichum lagenarium (Pass. ) Ell. et Halst, Gaeumannomyces graminis var. tritici, Gibberella sanbinetti ,
Glomerella cingulate , Botryosphaeria berengeriana (Moug. ex fr). Ces. etdeNot, Puccinia strii formis {. sp.
tritici ,and Phytophthora capsici Leonian) were examined by methods of hypha growth rate, spore germi-
nation in vitro , pot culture experiment and tissue selection method. [Result) Carabrone had noticeable inhi-
bition on mycelial growth of 10 pathogens with EC;, of 4. 894 7—43. 856 9 mg/L,and the inhibition against

Gaeumannomyces graminis var. tritici was the highest with EC;, of 4. 894 7 mg/L. The inhibitory effects of
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carabrone on spore germination of tested pathogens were quite different and the inhibition effect against

Colletrichum lagenarium (Pass.) Ell. et Halst was the highest with ECs, of 6. 876 5 mg/L.. The potted test

showed that carabrone had excellent control effect on wheat take all with the protective effect and the cura-

tive effect of 85.48% and 64. 98% at the concentration of 1 000 mg/L, respectively. Tissue selection test

showed that carabrone had low control effect on Botrytis cintrea with the protective effect and the curative

effect of 45.5% and 19. 9% at the concentration of 1 000 mg/L,respectively. [Conclusion)] Carabrone ex-

hibited good fungicidal activities against pathogens with the best inhibitory effect against Gaeumannomyces

graminis var. tritici. Therefore,carabrone had the potential to be developed as a botanical fungicide.

Key words: carabrone ; Gaeumannomyces graminis var. tritici;antifungal effect;botanical fungicides
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Fig. 1 Structure of carabrone
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1.1 REHr R
HBEIR 257 . K 4445 IN TR R (40 =96 %) (10 %6 K

2K PN T L R o 8 ok P G R ARRE i R T A E
ARG GE R 55 vt $ AR 5 15 06 k3 85 7 T M )
JI A A A BRZS 7D 5 70 %6 F BB B 2 AT 3k 6 571
(Bevy g 2 B A MR = A R R 50 % Ffg R AT
TP A ) b ] 4 7 T S R R AR AR PR A D L 50 %0
w2 AR R R CH A Ak 2 Tkt 24t .

R TR - /N 22 SO B (Rhizoctonia cerea-
Lis) T&h K B W5 W (Botrytis cinerea) . % i M 2
B (Fulvia fulva (Cooke) Ciferri) | 54 JA K 25 5 &
(Fusarium oxysporum (Schl.) {. sp. cucumerirtum
Owen) . & JK 7% JH 5 W (Colletrichum lagenarium
(Pass. YEIL et Halst) . /N 21w H (Gaeumanno-
myces graminis var. tritici) ./NZ 77 B 5 I (Gibber-
ella sanbinetti) . 357 F 5 JH 7% H (Glomerella cingu-
late) JSE T [ 5 B (Botryosphaeria berengeriana
(Moug. ex fr). Ces. etdeNot) ./NZ %559 F (Puc-
cinia strii formis f. sp. tritici) F 3K & 5 % #
(Phytophthora capsici Leonian) , ¥ i 78 db & KR}
PR TO N FAR 55 o

PR /N 22 Gl b R W B 20 3 I G F Ry
I 3 5 ) FUBAL ot B Ay T 20 20 5 249 5h SO s ol
LGNSR 700 USRI TR~/ I e S (N SN IR 7787 3 77k b
HEEDN 18
L2 WREHE

93400 25 03K 3 B L K 44 K6 P9 TR TR X /DN 2 20 A
o T T 0 DK R T T a P TR BB B T
T T 205 T 0 I B I T L /N 22 4 Tl 1 L /D &2
IR EEI T SR BRI AT R T B R T 10 Foig I
T T 22 A A EL A i A U ) A S /N 22 8 e TR
BN JEL o5 T 2 O 5 A T 7 A P T A R
PEREI I 5 MO T A 0 BT kB AT B A A R AL
R O R EE I I v Ja R B A i D T ot A
k.
1.2.1
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T AR S K A4 N A R R O T R 22 A R RI R IR L R 3 RS L VEAR A A R TS L

MEIERS . FEICH %0 F o PDA K35 Atk
. 7% 9 mL BB H 2 i P inA 1
L FH AT T 5 A 1) AN T) I o R 32 1) K 44 K A T T
W B HFTA A G WA T EAAN 9 em AYE SR
by BT B B IR LA L K 44 K P TR TR (1 ¢ 5
W43k 2,4,16,32,64 mg/L, ¥ HAN 4 mm
{18y A 3 L AT TR 43 ) B e A S [ o R 3 R
K N TR R (R B R R OE AR L BT E N GRE
(251D CAHXHBIE 70% ~80Y0) K #k . BN 1
AL REAEE 3 REE A . DS R DY A A B R R
5d Ja H o se ORI LA I B THIRL I R
B ik (ECs) .

W% A =TT P AR — A X AR

P 23 = O BEA Vi AR — Kb TR U5 ELAR) /%)
PR VK A% <100 %,

(O fF W &k, R B ES 2 K4 KW
il Xof A 305 B A 7 & R B0 B ) . T B KRS
B hr iy pE e i A - fL s R 5 Bk Y
fiak U8 A B Al B W, DL K &2 1 X 10°
ml 9 TR R AN [R] R A v B Y R 44
i PN TR R 5 - il 2% 5 A 24 500 T VAR B B B 1 24
L FIRAW B TR S 3 M EE . W
WO 2590 IR AW 50 pL W AE M3 R |, 25 CHa
TR ORI B R AR U T SR A A A T 0 R
B s DAZEAS B R 07 P AR A i & Y ) IR
H &R KT 80 %6 J - K A T A Ab B B R KL I E
F6L 7 1 e I 481 3R AN 0 vk (ECso) .

B KR = B K A0 R/ K A AT A <100 %%

P 3 = Ouf BT %2 5% — Ab BT & ) /%t B

R X100%,
1.2.2 #FHRMEZFE  (DPFIE/INEL MRk

K. SR Penrose!™ iy B DF R % O W A 15 2 K
INAEREIP T AR KB 0 B AR 10 em B9 RHE B
LR 1S MRAL LR E 2~3 IR IR . K
B GRS AR I ] 1~2 em TR LR RlOR HE
W BERR A A AR BB AE Rl 2 DR DF. K K 4K N R R
e #5243l 2 1 000 A 500 mg/L Y 2 4>
P, LA 10 mL G A o AT i S AR 2, it 24 1
10 mL/ g, RIPAERIINZE Wi 25 24 h J5 #4735
TR DRRE AR 6 B E 8000 LA b KE 3R, R U7 AE
SE e X /INAZ AT HE T L DR AR AR R B 8006 LA I 48
h JEtizh. AN 10 mL #3457 150 mg/L K25
Ak B A o o 24 500 0 B g b PR R AR 4 s [ I ST K

(D BiiA/INEZ 0 AR 5 . K /N 22 A
TFIHBE RPN M S AR B AR 15 MR 224 FF
INFEGITEE 1 R g e R IE R AT IR . PR E
W5 B o FF % 25 5 00 25 . 24 b 5 D 4 vk 4 T AR
W 24 h, SR CH LA B 3R T VR I A2 A e B
P PRI 24 hJE PRGN o K K 44K P TR R T
JoT Y B2 433 2 1 000,500 mg/ L LATE 7K 2 25 1 %
B DARY 45 77 150 mg/ L &b B Ry 4 o 25 700 % BE, A
AhBREEAT A WRLHEFR 7 d JR A R TE

(3 B IR H NS AR . S IOCRAGE N
Az I R o U DR AT B R R RS K
F2~4 FEM &M, KA EFROXI10
ml ) W R AR R I TR T L LA T A 55 A5 AN B
BT TS R B R R B e 25 AR B S 24 h 4%
B IR PRI IR 7R 25 FI AL PR AT 24 h B R R
KRR 95% ~100% , SIS K5 9% 24 h, SRR 78
22~27 °C FAXHEEE 80% ~90% &1 F e I KE 5%,
W IR 44 K PR TR TR T T S B A K R 43 5 Ry 1000, 500
mg/L; LA K Ry a5 [t B DU LR 1 2 700 mg/L
W RPRUEZS RIAT R, A EE AR BEEF
3%, 14 dEitfrmid.

(4) Bj IA B 20 2 AR X 06 . S RIS IR &
U B R AR A AR 4 ~6 B it
FHRIRES . R AEM 7 s A7 42 Pl B A5 4 PP 5 mL
24 Y0 T RUPE B0 TR 9 TR T (1< 107 mL ) L[]
B E AR B AR AP 1 o S0 24 W 8V A AR B
PR, 24 h 5 8 T B0 B TR 0L R TR TR T AR
FH 2y 56 56 T RBUPE 5995 TR AL 7 X TR, 24 h 5 DR
i, HAMBEEE 3 A ARER., BRAKEN
Pl ) P ) RSB Stk B2 435912 1 000,500 mg/ L[] B
VI K A % R, DL AR R 500 mg/ L 4k B R Bk
WX R . FHEERS 14 d WA LTS 0 .

IR A G 5 0 38 e (R 24 T 1) 2 80 5
YD) T B 4 Gbm o HEAT R A e BT SO
IRk Gy G

I 1% 1 B = 20 (4% G0 IR Bl 850 <% 1 &
GO /G A S AR Bk B8O IR R R RO X100

254 = O BRI 1 8 %5 — Ak 395 17 48 20 / % IR
W B TR R < 100% .

(5) B 16 & i K R s 29 R 90 . e ih K B R 2
ORISR 3 00 & Sk L K I ) SR R Y R i
FH AT AT 25 B 245 790 1) 78 5k 1% 52 5 FH I 7K O 0 T i L
T+ T FH 58 Tt AR B 43 B 75 06 1) & B AR A R S
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F o FHEAN AT e T RS R H A2 5 mm
(A2 Y X, DA B AR 4 mm (93T L 24T 1 B 0f . K 1
AR B b R S AR TR AR g X RPE R S
SR HIWE 55 1% % J5T £ & B2 43391 24 500 1 1 000 mg/L
(1) K 24 K PN T TR 245 T 0 0 A Ot R S R T L R 2
Wt T JE HE8 . IR YT AR < S0 O 42 ol A 3 ot SR
SERTH ST . P DA BT R VR EE 4350 D 500 A1 000 mg/LL
(1) K 24 K P9 TR T 2 Y M G SR S 3R T . L D T 9 R Ak
RN G L L 500 mg/L 8 55 R Ab Bk AR i 25
FIXE AR, $EFp S T 25 CREFM PR3 d )5
A A O S T2 R

25— W BB e A2 — PR B e
1) /5t B BEY JE AR X 100 %,

R R IR B 2 K SPSS (19, 0) % 44: X
G 7 5% 2% 15 (DMRT) #E47 48 143 #7

2 AR5

2.1 RABBANEEIEXFEE NS EED N
#R

2.1.1 s10FmRAFTHLAKGHER X
FHAE AR R I T R 44 K P R A X 10 g Ji L P
W2 AERIIHIAVER 251K 1, hR 1 a0, KM
i P9 TR I X 3 1O oo L A R 222 KR LA B
R G VE . ECso 7 4. 894 7~43.856 9 mg/L. H:
ot N 22 4 Pl B R # ) e, EC R 4894 7
mg/ L, X /INAZ SOR I T B B 1 2 ECy 12,640 9
mg/ L X FHBUE 5 095 BT /1N 22 20 B 05 TR B JIK o I
TR RIS S T 6 5 T 38 B A 4 8 7 ECo £E 20~ 25
mg/ L X 35 3 K 85 975 TR % Jim PR 0 TR S SR I
TR FIT i JTORS 225005 1A 19 75 1 45585 EC =30 mg/ L,

R 1 REBNERX 0 MFERERRLEKHMHENGC D

Table 1 Fungicidal activity of carabrone against mycelium growth of ten fungus(5 d)

et R B/ ORI

Fungi Regression equation (mg+ L7 ECs, 95% CL coefficient
INFE LUK Rhizoctonia cerealis Y=3.085 9+1.737 3x 12.640 9 9.198 3~17.371 8 0.921 9
INFE AR TE Gaeumannomyces graminis Y=3.882 1+1.620 8x 4,894 7 3.284 2~7.295 1 0.989 4
INETRBZIR T Gibberella sanbinetti Y=2.5956+1.727 1x 24.672 6 20. 300 9~29.985 8 0.981 5
HBPE RN B Phytophthora capsici Y=1.358 2+2.765 0x 20.754 3 16.879 3~25.518 8 0.969 5
SERIRIEWG I Glomerella cingulate Y=3.290 9+1.109 2x 34.743 9 20.675 8~58.384 0 0.978 4
NG Colletrichum lagenarium Y=2.202 4+2.116 4x 20.983 7 18.905 3~23. 290 6 0.996 0
SER TSR Botryosphaeria berengeriana Y=2.945 4-+1.478 0x 24.554 2 16. 602 1~36.315 2 0.959 8
M IRASZEIN B Fusarium oxysporum Y=0.612 3+2.806 2x 36.609 7 31.551 7~42.478 5 0.988 7
BT KR Botrytis cinerea Y=1.734 7+2.198 8x 30.552 0 19. 828 5~47.074 8 0.997 1
T EWE Fulvia fulva Y=2.332 8+1.624 3x 43.856 9 32.632 3~58.942 4 0.980 5

2.1.2 5AmRAEIRT HAGTHAER K f0 400 i 25 ) F i ECso 6,876 5 mg/ Ly X B

AT WAL E T R ARG N BREE XS 5 Bl 55w
BT ARSI L AR IR 2, R 2 nIL R
AL A A T ) (R 5 g L 1 18 5 e B B
—JE A AR T S (E X AN Ta] g 5t T 9 1 & 0 40 ol

B PR T UK R R R O R PR L LA R
FI I I VE T ECso 76 22. 733 0~37. 817 3 mg/L, ifii
X /1N 22 A5 B TR 961 1 A AR AR X B 55 . EC, R
F 200 mg/L,

TEFAF AW 22 5 o L POt B IR o 8 1 1 K
F2 REMAEEN S HEREARBATFHENNHEH

Table 2 Fungicidal activity of carabrone against spore bourgeon of five fungus

. - . ECs0 957 HX |A]/ % 2 ¥

s 5y EC../ ORI R

Fungi Regression equation (mg+ L") (mg -+ L™) orrefation

- ECso 95% CL cofficient
INE IR Gibberella sanbinetti Y=—2.422 5+3.088 0x 253.324 7 238.264 4~269.336 9 0.995 2
HHE SR W Phytophthora capsici Y=2.749 2-+2.688 0x 6.876 5 6.092 0~7.762 0 0.999 8
W KK IHR # Colletrichum lagenarium Y=1.417 4+2.517 8x 26.478 9 25.090 3~27.944 5 0.999 4
Fr i K BZ R B Botrytis cinerea Y=2.089 8+1.844 6x 37.817 3 33.803 6~42.307 6 0.998 5
T H 9N W Fulvia fulva Y=4.394 3+1.716 1x 22.733 0 11.970 3~43.172 6 0.953 8

2.2 REBRNEE S MAESHWAELIRER
2.2.1 st AR EG AL HEK 3 ATH,
KA K N TR TR XoF /I8 22 4 Tl F) 24 280 AH X B . A

1 000 mg/L F T o K 44K P B B 6 /)N 22 4 b i
FRPVRCR FNE I RO 43 ) A 85. 48 Y6 Al 64. 98 %6 L 4
PR AL TR 85 T 150 mg/L Ab B (82, 28%0) ; 1
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P AL AR AMRB 3 2222 4R (A SRR 2 B

12 %

500 mg/L 7 5 A FE T (1 PR 4 RCRAT AT 3k 74, 65 %,
T A J0 2 R B R VR T AR O 47, 0800, BT R R B
K44 K N T TR X /N 22 2% B 0 1 25 Ak Z . 1 000
mg/L F & T W 5 FE T 80R 43 5 R 60. 40 %6 Fl
59.70 % . ¥4 B A% T4 BZG RIK 5 T 150 mg/L 1
ARFE LT 500 mg/ L F & T LR BORTIA T AR 2 il

HA 30.60% F1 15. 27 % . K 44 4% PN g IR X6 25 JIN o
JELIP IR 5903 1) 25 AU L 1 000 mg/ L & R
B AR PR3 3R 50. 01 %6 F 48. 06 % L ¥R 97 R 43
R A6, 49 Y0 1 39. 75 Y0 , 2l KT R 2571, 500
mg/L i T R RA T BRI AR 2 30% .

RI3 KXEBHEMRX 4+ MEDFRENZHIN
Table 3 Control effects of carabrone against four plant diseases by pot test
3 EH BITEH
HH YR E 4k 245 71 o B/ Protective effect Curative effect
Plant Test (mg+ L1 06 175 46 5 250/ % 05 175 46 5 2458/ %
disease fungicides Concentration Disease Control Disease Control
index effect index effect
T K% | CK 0 97.92 — 89.17 —
INFZ 4l = 7c 4 a5 = ,
Wheat F 4 K5 M RE A Carabrone 500 18.75 74.65 b 35.42 47.08 ¢
cakeall 1 000 9.38 85.48 a 20. 47 64.98 b
#3457 Triadimefon 150 17. 35 82.28 a 24,17 72.89 a
I 7K | CK 0 23.33 — 79.17 —
INFE SR - § = ; - R
Wheat 5 4 K5 NS ER Carabrone 500 24.58 30. 60 ¢ 25.42 15.27 ¢
stripe rust 1000 7.92 60.40 b 9. 40 59.70 b
¥34% T Triadimefon 150 0.01 99.95 a 4,17 95.73 a
iK% | CK 0 96. 30 — 37.04 —
HR SR 500 77.78 4.54 ¢ 23,37 15.87 ¢
Cucumber K4 K5 NEEET Carabrone : R e : : ¢
anthracnose 1000 10.74 50.01 b 14.81 16.49 b
1 3L 5% B % Thiophanate-methyl 700 22.22 76.93 a 9. 26 75.00 a
- . WK % IE CK 0 57.93 — 60.72 —
PR 75 5 A ,
Pepper F 446 M BSER Carabrone 500 37.78 26.61 ¢ 43. 37 24.94 ¢
phytophthora 1000 26. 74 18.06 b 34. 81 39.75 b
blight H 5 Metalaxyl 500 22. 22 61.64 a 29. 26 51.81 a

T QR RAEH 4 WCE K2 {E O F 51 8RR bR A [Fl/NG 28 % 27876 Duncan’s 3122 5 i 3% (P<<0. 05) . TR IH.

Note: (D The data of the table was the average of 4 repeats; @ Different lowercase letters in each column mean significant difference at P<Z

0. 05 by Duncan’s multiple range test. The same for following tables.

2.2.2 NEFERREROTAZZX RFELTIL.K
HH ARG PN TR T XsF 7 790 K B s B 3R, 1 000 mg /L &b
PR PSR AT R4y )k 45, 5 %A1 19. 9%,

500 mg/L 3 B T AL # B &G W AR sk R
23.9%  CHI BIRIT R .

F 4 KBEBNBEEMWXEMKERAPGELR
Table 4 Effect of carabrone against tomato gray mold
Ry 1EH BITYER
i3 25 1) o vk Protective effect Curative effect

TCSAt (mg+ L™ JEBEY R B/ mm 2550/ % JEBEY R HA/mm 2555/ %%
fungicides Concentration Diameter of Control Diameter of Control
extended lesion effect extended lesion effect

#5775 B/ Solvent CK 0 26. 50 - 27. 67 -
# 7 R Procymidone 500 3.79 85.7 a 6.83 75.3 a

J 4 K ST Carabrone 500 20. 17 23.9 ¢ 29. 33 —
1 000 14. 44 45.5 b 22.17 19.9b

3 /NEEHTHE

A FE AW K 4K P R B X 3t X T
L L R A R A R — E B T M B TT R
AR IR TR BT BT . R A4 0K PN TR R 7R R AE 42 42
H R AR SE AR & BB . 20 A T Ak
FEJF R AT Xk K AE 4 42 0 R TR T P AT

T RGEWIE G R R AL G 2 B e bk SR 2
AL 38 JOC) 1) 300 6 356 1 o D B P 0 B4R PR A
e B EEAE T OMR OEE M S BE AR, 25 i 4
O A AR 3 R B A LR T Al Ak AN S0 A
R R 4 425 T TR 4R B N S 2R 0 SR B A
=Ly 63,50 00, X B I 76 & B DR 4 7 A
RITPE I 5020 Lh b X5 /N2 PRy i AR 7 Rl



% 8 3]

B L 45 5K 240K A TR TR ) 400 7R 183

SRR F 605057 K AE 4 72 BRI % /N
s TR R/ IN 22 SR TR TR 22 A R AR AR KT
97058 TE A A I 5 2 B L R 44K DY TR T 2 R AE
SEEHMERAEEY T2 - R R
5T & B . K 24 K5 PN TR I X5 /0N 22 108 0 TR TR 9 1R
Jre B A W 5 i 4R L X /INEE R e B R RNG
I7 RUEE RO LV AR A B X /N2 R A B 1) B
R, Ui WY K 24 K PN B A B 0 N AR S P RE .
AHE T K 44K N TR A e Ry 11 B JE S (6] S
2% Ml AT 1 9 i TR X 2% B A v R T A T R
T P 3 g Jirl L PR A 455 2 RN BRI ) 5 Fflr s B TR I
IT4 R R TRIHER )& 1 A, Hp, X
K N T R E N 22 A o TR T 22 4 K ECs
4.894 7 mg/ L, XF B I IHG I L 1 & 19 ECso
6.876 5 mg/L, 1 000 mg/L & T X /N2 4 il Jp
1 DR AP 85 SR RR YT AR 43 ) 85, 48 0 T 64. 984
Ui A K 24 K5 PN T TR 5L A 0 1 R TR O L O B —
EM g, Bt — s M . LN
2O TR AE B AR RIS AR DN S rh ) R B T R R B R
TG AE SR S s i > T A ER AL

K44 K8 P TR Bl 1) > D5 AF 9 B 5 o3 A )z B
N2 Rl 2 TF e I B0 BT . B e T B A
OB R BUCR 2K R . K 44K N R R I A
1E TR R 2K B Y i A5 i N BRI &9
TEAR R B AE 2B SR b 3G 3 A B T 7E M8 Sk
BN RS R R AR R A Y
AR, KEKEE (Carpesium L)WY IE T %4
B (Compositae) Jig & 46 W%, H £ 4F A B AR MY .
PR ILA 21 B, 43 o0 A 33 rh &R L R e R
ES N N P A = I LY N A NI 5 R S A ES R SR
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