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Abstract; Edible fungus strain is equivalent to the seed in the crop yield.its quality directly affects the yield. In
the process of actual production and test, the degradation of edible fungus strains often appears.which brings
great trouble to the healthy development of the edible mushroom industry. In order to prevent the degradation
of bacterial species fundamentally.the reasons for the degradation of edible fungus strains and how to prevent
them were reviewed,and the existing problems and prospects were put forward.
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Discussion on the Application of Pea Herbicide

HUANG Qi-peng., XIA Mei-juan, WANG Xiao-na. YANG Pu, FENG Bai-li. WANG Peng-ke,

GAO Jin-feng

(Arid State Key Laboratory of Crop Stress Biology, Northwest Agriculture and Forestry U-

niversity, Yangling 712100, China)

Abstract; At present,the planting area of pea and enthusiasm of farmers increase year by year, but there are lots

of weed species in the pea field which seriously restrict the yield and quality of pea. The composition and con-

trol of weeds in pea field, the utilization status and problems of pea herbicide and the utilization strategy of pea

herbicide were expounded. The prospect was given and the use of pea herbicide was provided for reference.

Keywords: pea; weed; herbicide; phytotoxicity
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