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Prevention Test of Root Irrigation with Different Fungicides
Combinations on Cabbage Wilt

CHEN Ai-chang, WEI Zhou-quan, LIU Xiao-juan, WANG Wen-hui,MO Juan
(Dingxi Station of Plant Protection and Quarantine, Dingxi 743000, China)

Abstract; In order to select out the effective fungicide and measures to prevent cabbage wilt, root irrigation with
different fungicides was carried out immediately after cabbage planting. The results showed that, the control
effect of the combination of 250 g/L azoxystrobin SC and 30% formocream-dioxin AS was the best, reached
67.88% ,and the yield increased 2 019 kg+ha' compared with CK. Although the results of other treatments had
certain effects, the control effects were all less than 60%.
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Table 1 Concentration ratio of test reagents
Lb ¥ i B 8 Dilution times
Treatments A B C D E F
1 15 10 40 0 0
2 15 10 40 20 0
3 15 10 40 20 20
4 50 0 0 0 0 0
K (CK) 0 0 0 0 0 0
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Prevention and Cure of Plum Brown Rot by
Water-based Peeling Resist Film

GAO Jia-yuan,SUN Wei, WANG Chun-yan,ZHANG Dong-xue,SUN Jing
(Berries Research Institute, Heilongjiang Academy of Agricultural Sciences,Suiling 152200, China)

Abstract ; In order to reduce the great deal use of fungicides in the prevention and cure of traditional plum brown
rot, the physical isolation and prevention test of plum brown rot was carried out by using non-toxic and envi-
ronmental protection membrane. In the laboratory. the conditions of plum rot disease were simulated, taking
the rate of disease in fruit and the effect of prevention as evaluation index, and the effect of 4 kinds of protec-
tive membrane agents on the prevention and treatment of plum rot disease was compared by using different
modified fruit surface resist film agents to control the brown rot of plum fruit. The results showed that the
control efficiency of the treatment 2 (15 dilution water-borne resist film, 10 dilution alcohol, 40 dilution sili-
cone, 20 dilution sodium bicarbonate mixed solution) and treatment 3 (15 dilution water-soluble protective
membrane, 10 dilution alcohol, 40 dilution organosilicon, 20 dilution sodium bicarbonate, 20 dilution glycerol
mixed solution) was basically stable, basically around 90%. The control effect of 1 (15 dilution water soluble
peeling resist film, 10 dilution medical alcohol and 40 dilution organosilicon mixed solution) decreased greatly,
from 83% to 50% in the early stage, and the control effect of treatment 4 (50 dilution new high lipid film) in
the whole process was almost identical with that of clear water. Comprehensive analysis and comparison,
treatment 2 was the best and the most stable in the process of experiment.

Keywords: plum; brown rot; water-based peeling resist film; control effect.



