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Table 1 The effect of different pesticides on disease index and control efficacy
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seedling emergence

b #

Treatments

seven days spraying

seven days spraying seven days spraying seven days spraying

— WIETRE B/ Y% WEIREC B/ mIEREC BiRU/ Y RIS B/ %

Disease index Disease Control Disease Control Disease Control Disease  Control

index effect index effect index effect index effect
1 0 0.58 84. 6 1.59 84.5 5.33 75.2 6.47 76.5
2 0 0.59 84.4 1.69 83.5 5.34 75.2 8. 47 69. 2
3 0 0.51 86.5 1.58 84.6 6. 20 71.2 8.53 69.0
! 0 1.29 65.8 5.36 47.8 17. 25 19. 8 21.26 22.7
5 0 1.29 65.8 5.33 48.1 18.19 15.4 22.38 18.6
6 0 1. 64 56.5 5.02 51.1 18.94 11.9 22.60 17.8
7 0 1. 46 61.3 3.25 68.4 12.61 41.4 13.93 49.4
8 0 1. 36 63.9 3.04 70. 4 13.25 38.4 15. 88 42.3
9 0 1. 46 61.3 3.10 69.8 13.67 36. 4 17. 24 37.3
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Table 2 The effect of different pesticide on yield of red bean

fib 3 7o /kgehm® L X B 7=/ % 5% K 126 M i K
Treatments Yield Increase production than CK 5% significance level 1% significance level
1 2756.8 52.0 a A
2 2587.9 42.7 b AB

64



1 3 IR B E s R BRI
xR2
Continuing Table 2
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Prevention and Control Test for Bacterial

Disease of Red Bean

WANG Cheng., YAN Feng.ZENG Ling-ling, WANG Yu-xian, YU Yun-kai,HU Ji-fang,LIU Yang
(Qigihar Branch of Heilongjiang Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Qiqihar, Heilongjiang

161006)

Abstract; In order to screen the safe and efficient pesticide for preventing and controlling bacterial diseases of

red bean, taking red bean variety Xiaofeng 2 as test materials, the control effects of different pesticides for bac-

terial diseases were studied. The results showed that spraying 1 000 times liquid of agricultural streptomycin

had the best control effect,the control efficacy was over 80% at the beginning of disease, the control efficacy

was 76.5% after the stop of spraying agricultural streptomycin for fourteen days, the yield was significantly

higher than other pesticides and increased by 52. 0% than CK.

Key words: red bean;bacterial disease;chemical control;control effect
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