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Study on Controlling Weeds in Potato Field
before Seedling Emergence

LI Zhi-xin
(Keshan Branch of Helongjiang Academy of Agricultural Sciences,Keshan, Heilongjiang 161606)

Abstract; Taking 90% Acetochlor,70% Metribnzin,48 % Clomazone,72% Metolachlor EC,48% Trifluralin EC and
50% Napropamide as reagents, the weeds in potato field were controlled before seedling emergence with pesticide

ready-mixture. The results showed that:all treatment combinations achieved control effects,increased yield and had no

phytotoxicity to the potato. The control effect and increasing yield effect of treatment of 90 % acetochlor and 70 % me-

tribuzin was the best among the 5 treatment combinations. Itsplant control effect was 84. 47 % ~91. 90 % , fresh weght
control effect was 91. 75% ,and it could increase the yield by 14. 57 %.
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Analysis of Market Structure of Eels Trade Based
on Resource Distribution and Fishing

XU Zhong''* ,CHEN Ting-gui' ,CHEN Lin-sheng'
(1. Economics and Management College of Shanghai Ocean University, Shanghai 201306

2. Aquaculture Economics Research Center of China,Shanghai 201306)

Abstract; Through analyzing eels fry resources, concentrative degree of fishing production and trade, the back-

ground, characteristics and mechanism of eels trade market structure were studied. It drew a conclusion that

European eels resource mainly distributed in France, Spain, Portugal, England and Wales and so on. Japanese

eels resource distributed in China mainland, Japan and Taiwan province. Eel production main lied in China main-

land, Japan, Taiwan, South Korea, the Netherlands. Italy and Denmark. China mainland and Taiwan province

were in charge of the live eels trade. Japan, Taiwan, Korea and the Netherlands imported live eels from China

mainland and Taiwan province. China mainland and Taiwan province had the majority of the processed eels ex-

ports and Japan imported eels from them.

Key words: eels trade market structure;eels fry resources;eels fishing;eels aquaculture,eels trade
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