b {4
Worried About Controlling Snow Mold?

By Paul Koch, Turfgrass Diagnostic Lab and Dr. Jim Kerns, University of Wisconsin - Madison

One of the most common questions I get as manager
of the Turfgrass Diagnostic Lab is what [ would sug-
gest applying to control snow mold. While I know every
person who asks the question would like a one to three
word response, depending on how many fungicides I
would suggest tank mixing, the truth is there are a host
of combinations that work effectively to control snow
mold. Each golf course is unique, and several factors
need to be considered when selecting what is likely the
single most expensive fungicide application a course will
make in a year. Factors to consider include climate, his-
tory of snow mold, course expectations, and foremost in
many peoples minds the cost of the fungicide.

Course climate can vary greatly just within the state of
Wisconsin. Average seasonal snowfall totals range from
around 40 inches of snow in the south to approximately
200 inches in the northern snow belt. Many courses in
the southern portion of the state might not put a great
deal of effort into their snow mold control program, while
snow mold control for the upcoming winter might be
thought about on July 4th for many in the northern por-
tion of the state. Putting aside average seasonal snowfall
totals, some golf courses or portions of golf courses in the
south seem to defy logic and experience significant snow
mold damage every year. Knowing this is key for devel-
oping your program. The expectations for course condi-
tioning also play a large role in developing your snow
mold program. Ten percent snow mold can be manage-
able on one course and unacceptable on the next. Taking
into consideration a major event held in the spring is also
important, as cold springs will hamper recovery.

Considering the current economic climate in both the
national economy as well as golf in general, it is under-
standable that many superintendents need to spend less
on snow mold fungicides this season. We tested 64 stan-
dard and experimental fungicide treatments in our 2008-
2009 snow mold fungicide trials, and many of them pro-
vide excellent control under most conditions at afford-
able prices. But cutting snow mold control expenses to
the degree that will lead to increased recovery costs in
the spring will negate those savings and might lead to
revenue losses as golfers choose to play elsewhere.

The snow mold fungicide trials we conduct every year
are meant to give superintendents in Wisconsin and
beyond unbiased scientific data regarding the most effec-
tive treatments for controlling snow mold under varying
disease pressure. The 2008-2009 snow mold trials was
held at five sites across Wisconsin, Michigan, and
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Figure 1: Snow mold severity at Wawonowin CC was very high in
2008-2009, though a few treatments did provide excellent control

-

though many treatments provided excellent protection.

Minnesota to provide a wide array of snow mold pres-
sures. Sites at Edina CC in Edina, MN; Bent Creek CC in
Eden Prairie, MN; and Timberstone GC in Iron Mountain,
MI did not experience significant snow mold pressure
and did not yield significant results. The remaining two
sites at Sentryworld GC in Stevens Point, WI and
Wawonowin CC in Champion, MI did provide an excellent
test of different treatments and will be featured here.
Wawonowin CC is 20 minutes west of Marquette in
Michigan’s upper peninsula. They receive on average
over 200 inches of snow annually and experience contin-
uous snow cover for nearly half the year. One would
expect extreme snow mold pressures at this site, and
they would be absolutely correct (Figure 1). One or two
applications of each treatment was made according to
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. . . . . Table 1: Snow Mold and Color Ratings Recorded on April 16th, 2009 at Wawonowin CC
the cooperator’s instructions, with the early application

made on October 2nd, 2008 and the late treatment made Treatment Rate  Timing" Disease severity®  Color®
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