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Apreliminary Report on the Field Tests of Several Mixed

Pesticides Controlling Leaf Miner of Vegetables
JIN Hui', WANG Yan-jie’, HONG Xiu-jie'. WANG Dong-mei’
(1.Daging Agriculture Technology Extension Center, Daging 163411; 2. Department of Life Science
Technology, Heilongjiang August First Land Reclamation University, Daging 163319)

Abstract: From the control effect of the four kinds ot mixed pesticide and six kinds of single pesticide,
the results showed the control effect of the four kinds of mixed pesticide once be used after three days
six days, nine days and fifteen days was always up to 88.8% ~96.5%, which was higher 5.2% ~
11.5% than the single pesticide. On account of better control effect and long effective periods being
safe to crop and no environmental pollution of the mixed pesticide, the control method was deeply
welcomed by vegetable farmexs.
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