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Abstract

istered biopesticide, against Alternaria alternata from tobacco brown spot disease was carried out in laboratory and in field for two years.The re-

The antibacterial activity and the control effect of 10.5 billion CFU/g Paenibacillus polymyza & Bacillus subtilis WP , the newly reg-

sults showed that this new biocontrol pesticide had a better antibacterial effect on the pathogen than other agents, and it could control tobacco
brown spot disease more effectively in field, the control effect reached 82.58% with the dosage of 975 g/hm”.Spraying three times before on the

onset of the disease at an interval of 7-10 days could achieve indeal result.
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Table 1 Control effect of 10.5 billion CFU/g polymyxomycetes - subtilis WP on tobacco brown spot
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Note: Different lowercase letters in the same column indicated significant difference between different treatments (P<0.05)
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