Fungicides Applied at Four Application Timings to Two Field Pea Cultivars with Differing Flower Durations for White Mold Disease Control.
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large yields were recorded. The growing season in 2004 was cool climaxed by a
killing frost on 20 August at Langdon damaging many susceptible crops. The field
peas were not visibly damaged but may have been affected. In contrast, the 2005
environment at Langdon included excessive precipitation in June, greater than
1seven inches, and left soils water logged so that root disease inhibited crop growth =
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some of the 2003 findings and determine differences in suscept|b|l|ty . 7 S ' . [ pressure was severe compared to 2004 regardless of fungicide type (Table 3). »
between two cultivars with determinate and indeterminate type of e . L . % * However in 2005 the fungicide JAU 6476 had significantly greater seed weight %
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>Yields were not different among fungicides in 2004 at Carrington or at Langdon
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