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Screening of Potential Biocontrol Agents for Grape Powdery Mildew Caused by Uncinula necator
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Abstract
Streptomyces ,5 strains of WCS417r and transphl and 5 strains of WCS358r and thir transgenic strains were tested separately in vitro. [ Result] From
4 strains of Streptomyces,2 strains with good control effect were selected,which decreased by 53.3 and 60.0 percentage points respectively com-
pared with the control. 3 strains were selected from 5 strains of WCS417r and phl transgenic strain,and 2 strains were selected from 5 strains of

[ Objective ] To screen potential biocontrol agents for grape powdery mildew caused by Uncinula necator. [ Method ] Four strains of

WCS358r and transgenic strain,which were decreased by 65.0,70.0,80.0,40.0 and 40.0 percentage points,respectively, compared with the con-

trol. [ Conclusion ] Transgenic strains of WCS358r and WCS417r have enhanced disease prevention effect.
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Table 5 Comparison of common characteristics of four Xanthium L.species
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