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Chemical control status and key techniques of major peach diseases
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Abstract: The major diseases on peach in China, and the use of fungicides and their application scenarios for peach
disease control were reviewed in this paper. The prevailing challenges associated with fungicide resistance and current
research findings were summarized. The aim was to provide a reference for the monitoring of peach diseases and
development of green control technologies, achieving the more efficient and safe management of peach diseases.
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