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Mating type of Phytophthora infestans from six provinces(cities)
in China and their sensitivity to several fungicides
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Abstract A total ot 70 1solates ot Phytophthora infestans were collected from potato in Sichuan, Chongqing, Jilin, Hei-
longiang, Fujian provinces(cities) , and 4 from tomato i Beiying trom 2000 to 2002 The 1solates wete assessed for mat-
ing type and sensitivity to fungicides Among them, 73 isolates belonged to Al mating type, and 1 from Sichuan was self-
fertile Al mating type No 1solates of A2 mating type was detected Of the 37 1solates tested for sensitivity to metalaxyl,
27 0% was sensitive, 27 0% mtermediately resistant, and 46 0% highly resistant  Metalaxyl-resistant 1solates wete de-
tected n Jilin, Fujan, Hellongjiang provinces and Chongqing City The 1esults showed that the level of sensitivity to met-
alaxyl differed among 1solates from different provinces (cities) Also 1t was tound that metalaxyl stimulated the vegetative
growth ot some resistant 1solates The sensitivity of P infestans to dimethomorph, azoxystrobin and propamocarb was
determined by using 15 1solates with ditterent levels of metalaxyl sensitivity All of them wete sensitive to dimethomorph
and azoxystrobm Among them, 2 was sensitive, 11 intermediately resistant and 2 highly resistant to propamocatb The
results also showed that the resistance to metalaxyl did not correlate to the resistance to dimethomorph or azoxystrobin
Dimethomorph and azoxystrobin have potential tor control of late blight ot potato
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