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Erwinia carotowora, GS115 Fulvia fulva )
2mL, 2mL (025 mg/mL) C ) : MIC 0.0078
4 h(Fulvia fulva 24 h) ( 2%) 0.0625 mg/mL.
> , P1 ( 200 pg/mL) ) ’ . ,
() : g
0.125 mg/mL 2.2
(0.4 mL) , 4 h 2 h

U415l JEM-2000EX

() . 3 , 64 min ,A
s Microsoft Visual Foxpro 0.187 0.053,

(a) P. solanacearum BP; (b) Fulvia fulva; (c) Phyl losticta solitaria;
(d) Verticillium dahliae. 1, CK; 2, 0.25 mg/mL; 3, 0.50 mg/mL; 4, 1.00 mg/mL

292 www.scichina.com



< wo2% E3H 200728 M4 F E &K

1
¢ fem) /mg - mL™!
1 mg/mL 0.5 mg/mL 0.25 mg/mL
(Escherichia coli) 1.3 +0.02 1.0+ 0.05 0.5+0.01 0.0156 + 0.000001
(Staphylococcus aureus) 2.4+0.02 1.0 £ 0.01 0.9 +0.03 0.0039 + 0.000001
(Microccus luteus) 0.9 +0.01 0.8 +0.00 0.75 +0.01 0.0078 + 0.000002
(Bacillus pumilus) 1.2 +0.02 1.1 +0.00 0.9+0.01 0.0078 + 0.000000
QT (P. solanacearum QT) 1.0 £0.01 0.8 +0.00 0.6 +0.00 0.0082 + 0.000000
BP (P. solanacearum BP) 1.0 +0.03 1.7+ 0.03 0.5+0.01 0.0085 + 0.000001
PV (C. michiganense PV) 0.7+ 0.01 0.5+0.01 0.4+0.01 0.0116 + 0.000003
PVS (C. michiganense PVS) 0.5+0.01 0.3+0.01 0.0 +0.00 0.0150 + 0.000005
(Rhizoctonia solani) 1.0 £ 0.02 0.9+0.01 0.8+0.01 0.1250 + 0.000001
(Curvularia lunata) 1.2 +0.01 1.0 +0.02 0.8 +£0.03 0.1250 + 0.000005
(Fusarium graminearum) 1.1 +£0.02 0.9+ 0.01 0.8 +0.03 0.0625 + 0.000001
(Pythiumaphanidermatum) 1.1 +£0.03 0.85+0.01 0.8 £ 0.00 0.0625 + 0.000001
(Erwinia carotowora) 2.5+£0.04 1.0 £0.00 1.5+ 0.01 0.0078 + 0.000002
(Fusarium oxysporum) 0.9 +0.01 0.8 £ 0.00 0.8 +0.00 0.1250 + 0.000005
(Pseudomonas syringae) 1.8 £ 0.00 1.4 +0.04 0.9+0.01 0.0156 + 0.000001
(Fulvia fulva) 1.3 +0.00 1.0+ 0.01 0.8 +0.00 0.0625 + 0.000001
(Botrytis cinerea) 1.1 +£0.02 0.9 +0.00 0.8 +0.02 0.0625 + 0.000003
(Alternaria alternata) 1.3+ 0.01 0.9+ 0.01 0.8 +0.02 0.0625 + 0.000004
(Phyllosticta solitaria) 1.0 £ 0.00 0.8 +0.00 0.8 £ 0.00 0.1250 + 0.000001
(Fusarium moniliforme) 1.2 +£0.00 0.9 +0.02 0.8 £ 0.00 0.0625 + 0.000000
(Verticillium dahliae) 0.9 +0.03 0.7 +0.03 0.5+ 0.00 0.1250 + 0.000001
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