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Determination on Field Controlling of
Projection-killing Lamp to Maize Borer

LI Min' ,ZHAO Xiu-mei' ,CUI Jia-mei’
(1. Qigihar Branch of Heilongjiang Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Qigihar, Heilongjiang
161006; 2. Entry-Exit Inspection and Quarantine Bureau of Qiqgihar City, Qigihar, Hei-

longjiang 161000)

Abstract: The field controlling effect of projection-killing lamp to maize borer was determined in 2009 in

Longjiang county of Heilongjiang province. The result showed that:the average control effect was 82.17% ,to

restore the loss of production was 7. 01% ,input-output ratio up to 1:36. 9. The technique was safe,non-toxic,

no residue,no pollution,easy to use,good control effect and high economic benefits,it was an effective measure

to control maize borer.
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Effects of 5 Kinds of Weedicide on Sunflower Field

ZHANG Ming
(Industrial Crops Institute of Heilongjiang Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Harbin, Hei-

longjiang 150086)

Abstract ;5 kinds of weedicides were used in sunflower field to study the safe character and weeding effect. The
result showed that 48% Trifluralin, 33% Pendimethalin, 95% Dual Gold,50% Acetochlor were safe to sun-
flower,25% Oxadiazon made a little herbicidedamage to sunflower and 48% Trifluralin had higher weeding

effect to gramineous weeds.
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