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Biologische beheersing van Botrytis cinerea



Biologische beheersing van P. porri



Beheersing van Bremia bij sla



Beheersing van Sclerotinia: chemisch vs. Contans
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Cropfit: consortium of 30 UGent research 

groups studying biostimulants and 

biocontrol agents



Cropfit: consortium of 30 UGent research 

groups studying biostimulants and 

biocontrol agents

• Vertically integrated consortium: from screening until field trials

• Microbials – Marcobials – Metabolites – Growth regulators – Natural extracts

• (A)biotic Stress – induced resistance – yield increase – nutritional value –

crop quality

• One single point of contact for industry

• Fundamental ánd applied research


