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Table 1 Security and yields survey of 25%
Abamectine Thiram+Carboxin
FSC in soybean field

2 E ) ;e / 7=/ %
4k 3 . A
Phytotoxicity kgehm? Increase
Treatments
grade Yield than CK
1 0 2% 1815.5 Aa 28.3
2 02 1781.3 Aa 25.9
3 0 2% 1677. 8 Bb 18.5
4 0% 1786.3 Aa 26.2
5(CK) 0% 1415. 3 Cc —

W R PERE N 4 REZTHE . FIAR KNG 585 5
FORME 0.01 F10.05 K L2 B3, T,

Note: The data in the table are average of 4 repeats. Different

capital and lowercase letters mean significant different-

ce at 0. 01 and 0. 05 level. The same below.
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Table 2 Control effect of 25%
Abamectin+ Thiram- Carboxin FSC against soybean

root rot after seedling emergence for 10 days

R =8 O B8/ 7%
b 7 RIRF/ % )
Disease Control
Treatments Incidence
index effect
1 6.50 Cc 0.722 Cc 78.76 Aa
2 7.50 BCc 0. 833 BCc 75.31 Aa
3 10. 00 Bb 1.111 Bb 67.17 Bb
4 7.00 Cc 0.778 Cc 76.78 Aa
5(CK) 29.50 Aa 3.389 Aa —
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Table 3 Control effect of 25%
Abamectin+ Thiram-« Carboxin FSC against soybean

root rot after seedling emergence for 30 days

R =% O %/ %
b3 B Y )
Disease Control
Treatments Incidence
index effect
1 26.00 Cc 3. 444 Cc 75. 64 Aa
2 29.50 Cc 3.833 Cc 72.68 Aa
3 40. 00 Bb 5.444 Bb 61.23 Bb
4 29.00 Cc 3.778 Cc 73.27 Aa
5(CK) 60.00 Aa 14. 111 Aa —
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Table 4 Control effect of 25%
Abamectin+ Thiram-« Carboxin FSC against soybean

root rot after seedling emergence for 60 days

G FE L % %/ %
b3 VSE -
Disease Control
Treatments Incidence
index effect
1 39.00 Dd 5.778 Cd 74.55 Aa
2 46. 00 Cc 6.667 Cc 70.59 Bb
3 59.50 Bb 9.611 Bb 57.64 Cc
4 46. 00 Cc 6.556 Ced 71.05 Bb
5(CK) 79.00 Aa 22.778 Aa —
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Table 5 Control effect of 25%
Abamectin+ Thiram- Carboxin FSC against
soybean root knot nematode after

seedling emergence for 60 days

) T FEEL % B 54/ 7%
b 3 R Y o
Disease Control
Treatments Incidence
index effect
1 10. 00 Cc 1.429 Cc 72.92 Aa
2 12.50 Cc 1. 786 BCc 68.75 Aa
3 20. 00 Bb 2.857 Bb 45. 83 Bb
4 10. 00 Cc 1.429 Cc 72.92 Aa
5(CK) 35.00 Aa 5.714 Aa —
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