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Table 1 Origin of test strains

Fusarium lateritium f. sp. mori
ml2 Mulberry
ml4 Mulberry

F. solani f. sp. mori
sl Mulberry
82 Mulberry

F. roseum ‘Graminearum’
Gl Carnation
G2 Carnation
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Fig.1 Size of lesion due to Injured inoculation method Fig.2 Size of lesion due to Polypropylene bag method
Cont. ; Control Cont. : Control
m12, ml4: Fusarium lateritium f. sp. mori ml2, ml4: Fusarium lateritium f, sp. mori
sl,82: F. solani {. sp. mori sls2: F. solani f. sp. mori
G1,G2Z; F. roseum ‘Graminearum’ G1,G2: F. roseun ‘Graminearum’
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Fig.3 Size of lesion due to Plastic bottle method
Cont. : Control
m12 Fusarium lateritium f. sp. mori
sl,g2: F. solani f. sp, mori
G1,G2: F. roseum ‘Graminearum’
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Investigation of inoculum density by
Polypropylene bag method

Cont. : Control

m12, ml4: Fusarium lateritium f, sp. mori

sl,s2: F, solani f. sp. mori
G1,G2: F. roseum ‘Graminearum'’
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