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Efficacy Evaluation of Sorghum Field Weed Control with
50% Metolachlor+ Atrazine Suspension Emulsion

PAN Xing-dong
(Science and Technology Extension Center of Lindian County, Lindian, Heilongjiang 166300)

Abstract ; In order to further explore the control effect and safety of 50% metolachloreatrazine suspension emul-

sion on sorghum weeds, the soil sealing treatment of sorghum before seeding and after sowing was carried out

in Gongnong village of Lindian county in 2016. The results showed that 50 % metolachlor«atrazine suspension

emulsion at 2 250~3 000 gehm* was sprayed before seeding and after sowing, which had a good control effect

for annual grass such as Echinochloa crusgalli ,Setaria viridis , Chenopodium album , Amaranthus retro flexus

and Polygonum lapathi folium Linn, etc. ,and control grass time was up to 50 days or more. It was safe to

growth of sorghum.
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Table 1 Transmission of the virus in potato
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Harm and Prevention of Potato Virus Disease
Transmission Media Aphids

ZHANG Shu,BAI Yan-ju,FAN Guo-quan.GAO Yan-ling,ZHANG Wei,SHEN Yu, WEI Qi
(Institute of Plant Seedling Nursery Stock., Heilongjiang Academy of Agriculture Sciences,

Harbin, Heilongjiang 150086)

Abstract: Aphids are the main mediator to spread potato virus disease,it can not only reduce yields of potatoes,

but also cause a significant decline in the quality of seed potatoes. In order to further develop potato aphids pre-

vention and control technology research,aphid species distribution in potato fields,habits,harms way and pre-

vention methods of potato aphid were mainly introduced,so as to avoid the loss of agricultural production.

Keywords: potato; aphids; potato virus disease; prevention
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