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Table 1 Results of four reagents on preventing the corn light northem leaf

51 WY % 3 R 14d
Before the first applying The third applying after 14 d
b 7
Treatments Fenk %/ % FAER Y RE/% R Y B/ %
Diseased Disease Diseased Disease Control
leaf rate index leaf rate index effect
25 /% I w7 755 7L v 18.70 2.08 28. 86 3.51 82.1 aA
25 % Pyrazole Kresoxim EC
12. 5 %% 9 B s £ 77 ) 17. 30 1.92 28.93 3.44 81.2 aA
12. 5% Epoxiconazole SC
25 06 T BRI 7L I 19. 20 2.13 27. 86 3.46 82.9 aA
25 % Propiconazole EC
45 Vo PR AR B K R 21. 20 2.36 32.14 5.05 77.3 bB
45% Ambam
25 [ % 8 (CK) 18. 70 2.08 52.71 19. 78 -

EARRE FRERRAE 0. 01 /KF 225 83 (P<0. 01 s RF/NG FRERTE 0. 05 K225 83 (P<<0.05) . FIE.
Note: Different capital letters mean significant difference at 0. 01 level(P<C0. 01) ,different lowercases mean significant difference at
0. 05 level(P<C0. 05). The same below.
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Table 2 Measured results of production for four agents on preventing the corn northern leaf blight
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Field Control Effects of Several Reagents for
Northern Leaf Blight of Maize

MA Chang-shan
(Agricultural Science and Technology Promotion Center of Lindian County, Lindian, Hei-
longjiang 166300)

Abstract; Aiming to screen a suitable reagent to control the northern leaf blight of maize,the control effects of
Pyrazole Kresoxim, Epoxiconazole and other two kinds of reagents were compared through field experiments.
The results showed that no phytotoxicity was observed to maize after applying Pyrazole Kresoxim 100 gehm™*,
Epoxiconazole 135 g+ hm?, Propiconazole 168. 8 g+ hm™® and Amobam 675 g+hm® according to the effective
component, the control effects were 82.1%,81.2% ,82.9% and 77. 3% respectively for three times;Consider-
ing the production factors, the reagents mainly with the component of Pyrazole Kresoxim, Epoxiconazole or
Propiconazole should be suggested,and better effect would be achieved before the onset or the initial infection
stage for early prevention and control.

Key words: Pyrazole Kresoxim; Epoxiconazole; Propiconazole; Ambam;northern leaf blight of maize

72



