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Field Trials of 30% Triflumizole WP against Cucumber Powdery Mildew
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Abstract: A field experiment was conducted to determine the efficiency of 30% triflumizole WP to control

cucumber powdery mildew. The results showed that 30% triflumizole WP could control cucumber powdery

mildew in a low incidence, had a better control efficiency than other pesticide, and were safe to the crop.
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