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Study on resistance of Botrytis cinerea to pyrimethanil in vegetable of Liaoning Province

Zhao Lin, J1 Mingshan, Qi Zhiqiu, Cheng Genwu
(College of Plant Protection, Shenyang Agricultural University, Shenyang 110161, China)

Abstract Eighty-six Botr yt1s cenerea strains were 1solated from diseased vegetable fruits or leaves collected in 2006
from different regions of Liaoning Province Sensitivity of these 1solates to pyrimethanil was determined by the meth-
ods of mycelial growth inhibition. The results showed that 17 41% 1solates were moderately resistant. High resistant
1solates were induced by ultraviolet light and fungicide 1n laboratory but not detected in field The highest resistant
strength reached to 62, 78 told. There was no cross-resistance between pyrimethanil and carbendazim as well as that
between pyrimethanil and procymidone There was cross-resistance between anilinopyrimidime fungicides The wild-
type resistant isolates showed a good inherit stability No decreasing of resistant level appeared atter 9 times of
transferrence Significant differences m mycehal growth, fresh weight and sporulation quantity were observed among
1solates of B cinerea, but no correlation could be drawn between these biological ditferences and sensitivity
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