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TR CK 8.92 + 0.31a 18.63 4 0.75a 24.83 + 0.88a
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Effects of Soil Fumigants on the Soil-Borne
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Abstract; The damage of soil-borne bacterial wilt and stem base rot on ginger seriously restricts the sus-
tainable development of the ginger industry.and application of soil fumigants shows good effectiveness for
disease control. In this paper,two soil fumigants,chloropicrin and dazomet,were used as research objects to
explore their control effects on ginger bacterial wilt and stem base rot,as well as their effects on ginger
yield. The results showed that both fumigants had no phytotoxicity to ginger and after the mulch was re-
moved the ginger buds grew normally. Compared with the control, both fumigants reduced the incidence of
ginger bacterial wilt and stem base rot,and the control effect against bacterial wilt in the late stage reached
83.0% and 78.9% , respectively, while that against stem base rot in the late stage reached 83.6% and 78.
4% ,respectively. Additionally, these two treatments significantly increased the yield of ginger,the propor-
tion of premium ginger and the value of ginger products.
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