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Analysis on the Field Tests of Several Kinds of Fungicides

to Prevent Root Rot in Mung Bean

ZENG Ling-ling, LIU Feng,CUI Xiu-hui, LI Qing-quan, WANG Cheng,
YAN Feng,ZHAO Xiu-mei
(Qigihar Branch of Heilongjiang Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Qiqihar, Heilongjiang 161006)

Abstract: The prevention effect of 35% Metalaxyl DP,50 % Thiram WP and 35% Carbendazim+ Thiram+Car-

bofuran FS on root rot of mung bean was studied. The results showed that: the yield of the treatment by seed

dressing on the ratio of 1:40 of 35% Carbendazim+ Thiram+ Carbofuran FS was extremely significant higher

than the other treatments,and it was 1 413.7 kgehm™. Its prevention effect on the root rot of mung bean was

the best and had long lasting time. The prevention effect of mung bean root rot were 82. 6% ,64. 1% and

69. 4% respectively at 10,30 and 60 days after mung bean emergence.

Key words: fungicide; mung bean;root rot; prevention effect
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Screening of the Lit Protective Solute to MbNPV
(Mamestra brassicae Nuclear Polyhedrosis Virus)

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

longjiang 150086)

Abstract: Taking two-instar Mamestra brassicae as experimental worm, the lit protection of uranin, activated
carbon and melanin to MbNPV was defined by bioassay. The result indicated that 0. 1% melanin had the stron-
gest photoprotection to MbNPV, Being exposure under the ultraviolet light for 20,40 and 60 minutes, the ex-

perimental worm’s corrected mortality had a remarkably increase than other treatments.

Key words: lit protective solute; MbNPV ; Mamestra brassicae ; bioassay
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