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Fig. 1. Leaf wilt of water convolvulus caused by Ral stonia solanacearum
Ty 3 . J =" - - =

=~ St O PR o R I A 2R 4

Fig. 2. Desath of water convolvulus caused by Ralstonia solanacearum
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Fig. 3. Vascular browning caused by Ralstonia solanacearum on stem of water convolvulus
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Fig 4. Effect of lime application on incidences of bacterial wilt of water convolvulus
Ao IR RS TEEE A R

Table 1. Effects of fungicides on incidences of control bacterial wilt of water convolvulus in the

fields
Treatment? Disease incidence (%)
Streptomycin + Oxytetracycline 72a°
(165965t sk i IR
Tribasic copper sulfate 11 a
(27.129% = 7 RS )
Kasugamycin + Copper oxychloride 4 b

(81.3% Fu Mrbsfif i 14 1A )
Thiophenatemethyl + Streptomycin 8 ab
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(68.8% % i =k fi' TR

Streptomycin 12 a
(12.59% Gk

Control 10 a
(SHA)

1. Pesticides were applied onto fields of convolvulus for 2 times( 7 days/ interval ). Fourteen days
after the last application, the disease incidence of each treatment was recorded.

2. Mean was the average of two tests. Each treatment of one test consisted of four replications,
100 plants/ replication.

3. Data in the same column followed by different letters were significantly ( p = 0.05) different by
Duncan’s new multiple range test.
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Table 2. Effect of lime on the length of stem mternodes, fresh weight and plant height of water

convolvulus
Treatment Internodes length (cm) Fresh weight (g) Plant height (cm)
Lime 498" & 590 a 35.35a
Control 4.26 b 5.30a 26.00 b

1. Mean was the average of two tests. Each treatment of one test consisted of four replications,
100 plants/ replication.

2. Data in the same column followed by different letters were significantly ( p = 0.05) different by
Duncan’s new multiple range test.
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Table 3. Effect of lime on color of stem and leaf chlorophyll of water convolvulus

Treatment Stemof L' Stemofa® Stemof b Chlorophyll index
Lime 63.56°a -16.75a 332la 3524 a
Control 63.69 a -16.45 a 33.02a 35.44 a

1. L iswhitelight color, aisred green color and b is yellow blue color.

2. Mean was the average of two tests. Each treatment of one test consisted of four replications, 25
plants/ replication.

3. Data in the same column followed by different letters were significantly ( p = 0.05) different by
Duncan’s new multiple range test.
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Table 4. Effect of soil amendment on disease severity and plant growth of water convolvulus

Treatment Disease Plant height  Freshweight  Internodes length
incidence(% (cm) (9) (cm)
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Humic acid potassium salt o' ¢ 21.2a 12.7a 5.6a
(58% i)

Calcium cyanamide 04c 156Db 95b 5.3a
(57% & & [~57)

Calcium magnesium 6 a 125¢c¢c 9.3b 51a
48.596 5411

Control 34b 132c 104b 52a
()

1. Mean was the average of four replications, 25 plants/ replication, repeated twice.
2. Data in the same column followed by different letters were significantly ( p = 0.05) different by

Duncan’s new multiple range test.



