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Table 1 Investigation of growth period
5 / g 1]/ / st/ WIZE ) 0 Yozt /
s HERI/ T i/ k224, A/ - 9 LRMEZ/ A 2 IR/
H-H H-H A-H A-H A-H . H-H H-H
Treatments . ) - . Growth days
Sowing date  Emergence date Tasseling date Silking date maturity date 15 spray date 2" spray date
1 05-20 05-30 07-22 07-24 09-26 119 06-15
2 05-20 05-30 07-22 07-24 09-26 119 06-15 06-22
3 05-20 05-30 07-22 07-24 09-26 119 06-15
*2 HEREZERIN
Table 2 Analysis of field investigation results
b3 R i /cm T &5 /cm SRR/ % R 2/ % WA/ Y 92 AR/ %6
Treatments Plant height Panicle height  Emply stalk rate Ledying rate  Double panide rate Rate of maize smut
1 258. 2 94.2 1.3 0 0.6 0
2 243.2 87.0 1.1 0 0.7 0
3 232.6 81.8 1.5 0 0 0
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Table 3  Aalysis on yield traits
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1 4.7 21.2 2.5 12~14 36.4 42.6 29.7 78.4 9479. 6 2.5
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Alleviating Effect of Zhanshi Bio-degradation for
Maize Pesticide Residues

YU Jun-hua
(Plant Protection and Quarantine Station, Heilongjiang Province Agricultural Reclamation
Hongxinglong Administration, Shuangyashan, Heilongjiang 155811)

Abstract; To explore effective ways to reduce or alleviate phytotoxicity for maize, taking maize variety Lvdan 2
as test material, using Zhangshi bio-degradation of pesticide residues, remission effect on the maize pesticide
residues were studied. The results showed that effect of alleviating phytotoxicity was obvious after spraying
Zhanshi bio-degradation of pesticide residues,and that would prevent the yield loss and achieve good economic
result, Spraying twice of Zhanshi bio-degradation of pesticide residues got the best yield, increasing was up
to 5.1%.
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