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Abstract: The extracts from hundred and twenty six species of Chinese herbs (CHEs) were tested for
the antifungal activities against the mycelium growth of Fusarium graminearum and Rhizoctonia so-
lani.The concentration 0.01 g Il was used in the primary screening. The results showed that 16 spe-
cies of CHEs expressed significant inhibitory effects against the mycelium growth of Fusarium gra-
minearum, and the inhibitory effect was over 50%. Inhibitory rate of Glygrrhiza yralensis extract
reached up to 87 %. Inhibitory rates of 7 species of CH Es were more than 50% after diluted 200 times
at the secondary test. At the primary screening test, 23 species of CHEs had significant inhibitory ef-
fects against the mycelium grow th of Rhizoctonia solani with the inhibitory rates over 50%. Inhibito-
1y effect of Celosia cristata L. extract reached up to 100%. The inhibitory effects of 8 species in these
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23 species of CHEs were still higher than 60% and the effect of Celosia cristata L. extract did not re-

duce at the secondary screening test.
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Ghorrhiza yralensis 86. 99 Celosia cristata 1.. 100.00
Salvia chinensis Benth 73.58 Ranunculus ternatus 82.05
Ipomoea hederacea 72.29 Albizzia iulibrissin 81.05
Alpinia oxyphylla ®. 10 Hout tuynia ordata Thunb 79.18
Polgonatum sibiricum 65. 45 Prunus persica 76.71
Polygonum multiflorum 65.07 Poria wws 75.85
Ranunculus ternatus 63. 46 Rosa dhinensis 74.91
Semen persscae 0. 69 Buddleja officinalis 74.39
Pseudolarix kaempferi . 13 Carpesium abrot anoides 73.53
Apocynum venetum 59.74 Citrus reticu late 71.01
Celosia cristata 1. 57.55 Polygonum multiflorum 70.70
Euphorbia humifusa 57. 14 Clematis chinensis Osbeck 69.57
Rosa chinensis 56. 49 Ligustrum lucidum 69.55
Houttuynia wrdata Thunb 55.30 Sdlvia chinensis Benth 60.22
Dioswrar opposeta .18 Brucea javanica 59.18
Litchi chinensis Sonn 50. 83 Polygonatum sibi ricum 56.73
Ligustrum lucidum 47. 17 Prunus japoniaa Thunb 55.90
Prunus japonica Thunb 45. 45 Imula japonica 54.37
Clematis chinensis O sheck 40. 38 Artemisia apiacar Hance 52.92
Artemisia apiacea Hance 39.29 Alpiniaoxyphylla 51.92
Albizzia iulibrissin 35.03 Glycyrihiz a yralensis 51.91
Brucar javania 32.28 Euphorbia humifusa 51.60
Carpesium abrotanoides 25. 16 Dioswrea opposeta 50.90
Citrus reticulate 2.51 Litchi chinensis Somn 42.95
Imula japonia 21.43 Ipomoea hederacea 34.31
Buddleja officinalis 18. 87 Semen persscae 32.18
Prunus persia 1. 60 Apocynum venetum 24.84
Poria cows —1.60 Pseudolarix kaempferi 17.09
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(mm) 0.05 0.01 %
16.3+1.0 f E 77. 11
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