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General points

● Where there is suspicion of a discrepancy between
a fungicide’s rating and its current efficacy, advisors
need to report this: 

● no cases received
● EU-36, EU-37 & EU-41?

● Links to Latin-Blight, USA-Blight and Asia-Blight on 
website: yes in Newsletter but no links yet

● Protocols transferred from “old” website to “new” 
website and updated: to be done

● Detailed information on Best practices needs to be 
updated: to be done
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Changes LB Table since Aarhus 2017

 Based on EuroBlight leaf trials:
o oxathiapiprolin + amisulbrom: 4.9
o oxathiapiprolin + famoxadone: 4.9
o benthiavalicarb: 4.2 
o azoxystrobin + fluazinam: 3.6 

 Based on EuroBlight tuber trials:
o oxathiapiprolin + famoxadone: 4.1

 Based on company dossier:
o oxathiapiprolin + famoxadone: qualitative ratings 

added
o propamocarb + fluopicolide: S + C/T
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LB Table: discussion points

 Is “column protectant” still relevant now that most of 
fungicides have a rating in “Leaf blight”? 
 At present ready-made formulations and tank mixes 

cannot be distinguished 
 Is there a need for new trials with the more aggressive 

new clonal lineages EU-36, EU-37 and EU-41?
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Changes EB Table since Aarhus 2017

 Last updated 31 October 2017
 The version in the proceedings matches the website at 

the moment
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EB Table: discussion points

 The reference is the untreated control
 Strategies should be removed from the table
 Discussion about the last valid assessment after te last 

spray application 
● 3 weeks
● 4 weeks
● Until UTC > 80-90%

 Continue spray until 80-90% disease severity is 
expected 3 weeks after the last spray application
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An example last spray application was 10 
August then UTC was 1%
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Changes in ratings according to the new 
system
 Discussed in Freising the EB protocol. We were asked to 

re-evaluate the ratings keeping in mind that the interval 
between the last spray application and the last 
assessment should not be too long (preferably <= three 
weeks). Checking with the data available this is not 
feasible. Alternatively we have come up with the idea to 
make the cut off when the untreated control reaches 80 
to 90% disease severity. Follow through and calculate 
the new rating accordingly generally speaking the rating 
increases with 0.3 to even 0.7 points and on average 0.5 
points. Obviously the efficacy of a fungicide to control 
early blight increases if you shorten the interval between 
the last spray application and the last eb assessment. 
Keep in mind that farmer’s crop remains in the field. 
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Consequences & considerations

 The new system would not be in favour of products with 
a long efficacy in time
 Differences between fungicides become less pronounced
 The table has not been adjusted pending the outcome of 

the above discussion

 The changing Alternaria population is not taken into 
account.
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