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Effect on Rice Sheath Blight of Different Pesticides

MA Xian-shu, LI Hong-lin, WU Ya-jing, YANG yong

(Jiansanjiang Institute of Agricultural Sciences of Heilongjiang Agricultural Reclamation Bu-

reau, Fujin, Heilongjiang 156300)

Abstract: The effect of 4 pesticides against rice sheath blight was tested. The results showed that the control

effect validamycin of 5% was the best in 4 pesticides, the control efficiency achieves 70. 9%. The control effi-
ciency polyoxin of 3. 5%, 25% prochloraz and armure 30% were 45.5% ,50.9% and 49.1%. The yield vali-
damyecin of 5% treatment was reached 8 175 kg « hm?, increasing 6.49% compared with CK.
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Study on the Control Effects of Horizon 43% SC on Rice False Smut

MA Li-gong

(Plant Protection Institute of Heilongjiang Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Harbin, Hei-

longjiang 150086)

Abstract; The control effect and safety of Horizon 43% SC on Rice false smut were studied for 2 years in suc-

cession. The field trial results showed that the Rice false smut could be effectively controlled by a continuous

spraying two times at the dosage of 135~225 g « hm™ of Horizon 43% SC which sprayed at an internal of 10

days at the beginning of rice heading stage. The control effect of diseased grains could be up to 92. 1% ~98%,
and the control effect of disease index was 95. 3% ~99. 2% ,and the yield increase by 23.1~30.2%, and safe

to rice.
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