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BE TR¥ERE REAERPEHNIKRTREFNEERE RIEFREESEE B3
HoR, BOWH N E RERME, F W EER M Dothiorella dominicana Pet. et Cif..
Botryodiplodia theobromae Pat. 1 Phomosis mangiferae Ahmad 3FEESIEZA, 3
D. dominicana BIRIIER A & BFMH RN 0%, D. dominicana MP. mangiferae ZE
RFER. £ IERREX 4 AN, THKMR B IRB LR, 50% MR 20 500 51 0% 0%

$ETE B IR 400 5 H IR (29 C )BR 2 min, B75#5H 15K, Bk 71.05%, W 2 F 4 5F ok
] 52 T HZGRIE, BidAL N 63.16% ~ 68.42%, B LR G AME, ARG L3y sk fE A 7= b
BRI .

X@iA TR FEEERE
thESHE S 43663415

ERE RN R R (Mangiferae indica L) Pl OR T REFWEERE, #REL
WHE R E R, ZRE FEEREFRARRBEN REMRRE, CE R RE
10% ~ 40%, 51 EFBHAHRE AL —F. B 70 AR ZR BT RE TR
WA EEFMREHNRK; BRAESBIRED, RATE 1989 458 0 7R A 15 R % 1w B 2t
T, T RBH AR, EFRLGRIBEWT.
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1989 ~1991 4, AT A EREFRRLFFH R BT HEMKERERR, HEH
RFRL B, R A, RS RMFE RS, EE ERNERS N A B C 3%
KA, B TNTMIEER.
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B3 FhOR[RLAE R 2B M 2R, 43 556 B kKo vk T8, 47 H AL 4%, £ PDA
£, 26 ~8CEHSK, REASBENBERYEEEREHTELHEMN. T XE X HR
HITEASE, BN EHSAbZE. ZEPDA £,26 ~28C 31 ANH, 2R 3 FFARME
KA BHENEELS.
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X 3 FAERA R BIPR LR ARBTET IR, REHTERONEMNNE, TR H %
HEEFR. KADAMER, FRAKRER HEemRENHRBZE BN ZEERENVEHE
RAOFEEHTIEPLER, ST HME.
14 FREHBURENE

Bl B B LR 3 Mo IR Z 41, A E R BURHE (Botryosphaeria berengiriana f.
sp. piricola (Nose) Kogan. et Sukuma) K Jo 1 & K 45 & @ % /& 55 5% B (Phomopsis
cytosporella) , LAY R LA 15 1. S8 B4 b, 2= 0L ERMR. ke
AU ER, L RFBBKEL 10" N /mL, 7 26 ~28 C R 3 X, #/# 7 XFieH
EREOL, oK B g i R,
1.5 RERBHYAE

ZHRANE 45 (1)50% EADTTRERH EEERAF), (2)40% M E M
— RREZENGEERPELAF), Q)70% FEEARTESEBNN (BEE xRS
). (9 45% RELZBEN (RERVPEAAR)., EHERLREE, FEIE, R m 4
B, gt S AL (WA RFS), BEGET, HAK R REBE, NS 15 KiCR L4
KRB BARR, HERTE KRB, 1990 ~ 1992 sE 347 T B HIK IR, RIS 45 5 M0, UL
— MR R BTN, RERABPIHE, RBEHI 1924FTHIHBE I8 H, S4B E
20 R, R 26 ~32°C . FIBHRMSEAIREN T 04 T 1 B MM EF K E N Smm
AR 28 BB KD 6 ~ 15 mm; 3 45 AR K 16 ~30 mm KU 4 48 3R 30 mm
k.
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R PEEURIC . RABAEE T EARRE, KR EE, R E A, SR, DTSSR R4 5
T OLANHL T M B4R, 3 Fh ST i3 JE A O IR B4 3% 1.
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FRMFBIER, BB, 3 FEWHERESNT:
221 ARHAE EPDALEBEEERZGHNR,. FR.AKR VB KARNKEA, 5
BB RA, WA ER, 26 ~ 28 C ,PDA L3%3% 15 XA~ HI.
222 BRFHEYE “EPDALEEQG MAR FR O EKTE. ERYAE. FERH
@, FEH K RANRCRS R, TEE,
223 CEFBH 7EPDA LHHEHR, AKBHR, BLEER MAGQ, FHEBRAZH
@&, REFEHKEFKEM, 20 ~30 XA =4 R4 figs.
23 WRERMELE
FRENEEEERR 22, BREA B[N EHUNELERUEREZLEENT:
231 ARFRE HSHESBHRE.ALOHE, KBB4~ 6 MELETER, DA H
# 100 ~ 125 um; HRAMGE AL, MR EF A LR F . KOAERTFRRE. D8R, &
AL R/ 14 ~ 23 ym ¥4 ~ 6 um, (B W, o6, EAF R /D ERTF, R LA EE.
AW A/PRFER (Dothiorella) Y. BN EERMIMA D. gregaria Sacc.. D. mali E.
& E.. D. mali Karst, D. dominicana Pet. et Cif. & D. cydoniae Oud..
WER2HOESHE, T RETR AR FEEHE %2 H Dothiorella dominicana Pet. et
Cif.

R2 HAEERNDNERIERFRSLY

[£3) £ i R Bt K/ pm HwIFEA

KOGHERTF 18~ 2%X6~65

D. gregaria Sacc. EREERE T 16~31%x4~8 Sacc. Holiday
INGFEHLF 2~ 3X1

D. mali E. et E.  J3CkR##R p Y i) 18~20X4~5 Sacc.

D. mali Karst 5p B Tt 6~ 10%3 Karst

D. cydoniae Oud. % RPE. 3 H > ehih 10 ~ 12X35 Sacc.

D. dominicana KRIE ok FHEIE, .

Pet. et Cif T Xt KAERTF 13~ 02%x5~7 Pet. et Cif.

A WA KOEBF14~2Bx4~6
ARBRE KRR ORERE tE
) FYRRE IMIERT 2~ 3x1

232 BEFRE SMAKEE RRESE=ZAK, BE, K/ N 125 ~ 300 um % 135 ~
175 pm, 53 HIAR S A%, = MO A0 ORAE R, S A L F S FOE R, VY0 ETE , @IS, .
Tk A 2B, KD 20 ~ 30 m>08 ~ 1.0um, RAHHE. FEEENZEHER
(Phomopsis) KW, Z%BAHFLRMFA Phomipsis citri Fawcett, P. cytosporella Sacc.
& Penz. M1 P. mangiferae Ahmad, REX 3N S ERFEESLE,.BEERBEELEN P.
mangiferae.

233 CEFBH DRBRE2~4NMEEETEN, BNEMEL, KRBM S ERT
WERY. L6, B, BE, ASYERR, RASERTFHIEBE, THEANLHF 1R
B, R/ 213 ~ 263 yumXx12.5 um, 3 LR ¥HF. C B % 8 8 % F ¥ Botryodiplodia
theobromae Pat. (Lim et al, 1985), % 4 #: Diplodia natalensis Pole—Evans
Lasiodiplodia theobromae (Pat.).
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% % % R X A fum LY
AR ERT LA RT
P. citri Fawcett 53015152 6~ 8X%3 20~ 30%x0.75~ 1.5 Fawcett
P. cytosporella
Panz. & Sacc. 1301515 T~9%X25~ 25 ————— Sacc.
P. mangiferae Ahmad IERIE 5~7%15~25 E— Ahmad
ERGERIE. L8

24 WREABRENE

MNFE 4BURHEN B LR H (1) D. dominicana W R EFER . bk . #gMNE
1, HBR W MERRLEURE —ENEHN, EAERREHGKERNH. (2) P. mangiferae
R B0 ) EEAAE R R B R, TR F LR,
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B. berengiriana

SN D. dominicana  P. mangiferae  B. theobromae  P. cytosporella sp piricola
A5 Afs i Xt B xh i Xkt 7 Kth
=R + + + + + + + - + +
LA + + + + + + + + - -
ST + + + + + + + + -—— -
B + + - - + - - -- -— —--
Z + + + - + + -— —-- -— -=
AL + = - - + 4+ -— —-= - ==
¥R + - + + + + -— == +
E.n + - - - + - -— == + +
(1) P. cytosprella B4t R A mR L X FHER,
2.5 RERBFHHYRE
x5 RRAHALEHNEEERHHYR
b ling i
Busn gfi%/r‘ iy T
50% 1t £ 2h AT IR H 4 37 1 29 C.2 min 13.75 71.05
0% ME — B EEHN 1 29 C.2 min 13.75 71.05
70% B BEFE AR 5 0T 4 3 7R 1 52 C.6 min 17.50 63.16
70% FHACAR B R AR 1 29 C,2 min 17.50 63.16
45% L &E A 1 52 C.6 min 15.00 68.42
45% F¥ % &3 1 29 C. 6 min 20.00 47.08
CK 7Kt 0 52 C. 6 min 31.25 -
CK ¥kt 0 29 T, 6 min 47.50 -
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mEE SEI, IHASE 15 K, 50% ME4RZh 500 1%, 40% MEM — ¥ w LB 400 589 B3
¥J3k 71.05%; 70% P EEFEAR R 700 £55% 45% 45758 450 15 52 C . A G 4L 6 min, B R
63.16% F 68.42%, 1% 2 FhZGHH 1R (29 C ) B E, PSR 63.16% F 47.08%.

3 g

31 SR ARATEREFRVRIEEBAR LR, RIEAWE (Colletotrichum  gloeosporioides) Fl
B (Aspergillus niger) IV 7E—E 54 T 51 R L FF & (Johnson et al, 1990), HA K F
MW E BB IEE & Dothiorella dominicana, Botryodiplodia theobromae ) Phomopsis
mangiferae, B. theobromae A FIRMNLERRTRHEE, XBRITEMZEEHES
x.,

32 ARVEBENFZME, BSERERIFENR D. dominicana (Muller et al, 1989)
M D. gregaria. HHRFHNWES. ERUREBF UV ELER ARTBREN N D.
dominicana, & E N Fic K. N BOR WM & &5 R # AT LB, D. gregaria 1RV i€ 5 D.
dominicana HFEIFP R 4.

33 BRERFEBHRENIFNR RIS, #4575 8 7 8 (Phomopsis citri) 2 X EH M TERF
/5% B Z — (Spalding, 1982), ﬂ~&%ﬁ P. citri Fawcett & P. cytosporella Penz. et
Sacc. 3%, BREIHBMEDERERIERR P. mangiferae. 5% R BT S M BRI E
FERRILFHERBIITHE, 28 BRFBWEILN P. mangiferae, RE W FHiCR. BR P
mangiferae #1 P. cytosporella BURHERMIE, HATHE N TR RLHBUR T ER.

34 RAZMAREENARBIGERRIEFER, T AE KPR ARk 2K
FUT R A AER L, RE . ARRIEHERY. B -REEZEN
FRBRNFBHRAMGRABRTRELAR. FREHN 52 C AALHRFERBRNB
%, HERBRWAE T EELRETPES M.
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IDENTIFICATION OF MANGO STEM —END ROT PATHOGENS
AND ITS CONTROL IN POST-HARVEST

Wang Bisheng' Liu Chaozhen' Qi Peikun*’
(1. Institute of Plant Protection, Guangdong Academy of Agr. Science. Guangzhou, 510640:
2. Dept. of Plant Protection, South China Agr. Univ.)

Abstract

Mango stem—end rot is an important disease next to anthracnose in Guangdong
Province. According to the morphological, cultural, pathogenetic and symptomatic
studies, the disease was caused by three fungi: Dothiorella dominicana Pat.et Cif.,
Botryodiplodia theobromae Pat. and Phomopsis mangiferae Ahmad. The first is
predominant, about 50% of total fruits infested by stem—end rot, D. dominicana
and P. mangiferae are two new records in China.After the experiments of chemical
control in post —harvest for 3 years (1990~ 1992), mangoes dipped in the diluted solution
(1g a.i./L) of Sporgon (wp 50%) or in the diluted solution (lg ai/L) of the mixture
(Imazalil +tecto) (40%) for 2 min.and stored in temperature (29 C) for 15 days, the
control effect was 71.05%. The control effect of hot water (52 C) treatment with
benzimidazoles was 63.16% ~ 68.42 %, but this method is quite difficult to apply
and extend in practice in present time.

Key words mango; stem—end rot; dothiorella dominicana; phomopsis mangiferae;
botryodiplodia theobromae
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