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(Xap), is one of the major diseases impacting peach production. " S & ¥ S R
The prese.n.ce of bacte.rlal spots on fruit reduces their Figure 1: Percent of leaves with bacterial spot symptoms per treatment Figure 2: Percent of leaves with phytotoxicity symptoms per treatment
marketability. Bacterial spot on leaves lead to premature
de fOlia tion an d re duce d tree heal th o % leaf area with bacterial spot and phytotoxicity symptoms o % defoliation
Southeastern growers routinely spray copper and antibiotic o ) X
o 2000 abc -
for bacterial spot management but they lead to the © b d d
. 1000 d cd ¢ c cd C
development of resistant pathogens and have harmful effects 8 o . ‘
© 600 o b Q
on the environment. This study focuses on evaluating % . . 5
. . . . . 600 ¢ ed =
biopesticides as more sustainable methods to manage this d - 1000
disease and improve peach production. o I i I I I : I N
. . “ &@‘5&& ‘é’x& ‘2}0@ ‘1}0‘5 ‘&Ob‘ ‘50% ‘&Ob Q}O(\ W\QQQQQ} (\\QQQQQ} QQQQQ} -« &Q,&& ‘3'7@\/ ‘5\6} ‘2.79% Q}Ob‘ ‘30% Q.)\’O(o ‘8’0(\ \QQQQQ} (\\QQQQQ} CJQQQQ}
ObJ eCtlve Treatment Q}o %@ Treatment Q}OQ/ Q}O
® Evaluate different biopesticides for managing bacterial spot. Figure 3: Mean percent area of leaves containing bacterial spot and Figure 4: Percent of leaves defoliated from the trees for each treatment
phytotoxicity symptoms for each treatment
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inoculation. significantly more symptoms compared to the untreated publication are those of the author(s) and do not necessarily
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® Individual trees received spray treatments of biopesticides ® The copper treatment had the highest amount of

or copper, each with four replicates. defoliation, which indicates phytotoxicity contributed

¢ Uptreated trees served as the control. more towards defoliation than bacterial spot.
® Disease and phytotoxicity ratings of five randomly selected

branches per tree were collected biweekly.
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® Area under the disease progress curve (AUDPC) was Reference . . .
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