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Field Experiments of Pesticide Mixture Control Aceria pallida

FENG Hui-wen,ZHANG Xiu-fang
(Baiyin Institute of Agricultural Sciences,Baiyin,Gansu 730900)

Abstract ; In order to screen out pesticide mixture plan of high efficiency, low toxicity and low residue, field experi-
ments were conducted with five groups of pesticide mixture against Aceria pallida. The results showed that five
groups of pesticide mixture against Aceria pallida had control effect in their routine measurement of 1/3. In the sev-
enth day after the third spraying,the control effect of T1(Acetamiprid -+ Avermectin+ Pyridaben) was the highest,
reaching 85. 71 % , followed by T4 (Imidacloprid+ Avermectin+ Pyridaben) , which was 81. 25 %. Per unit yield and in-
creasing rate of T1 was the highest, respectively 4 318. 05 kgehm® and 27. 06 % , followed by T4,3 940. 35 kg+hm®
and 20.07%. At the 1% level,there was significant difference between T1 and CK.

Keywords: pesticide mixture; aceriapallida; pesticide effect
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Table 1 Effect of different treatments on the disease index and control effect of grape grey mould
Hi—W 25 )5 7 d First drug afer 7 d B W 25)5 7 d Second drug afer 7 d
Ak B 245 T 1 15 2 . . .
P e R b S22 P e R b o8 7
Treatments Disease index before i i 8 73 R i i 2 i 2R
Disease index Control effect Disease index Control effect
1 5.98 8.81 be 44,54 13.93 b 44,61
Il 7.02 10. 08 be 45.94 13. 11 be 55.61
Il 7.52 6.44 ¢ 67.79 6.16 d 80. 54
I 9.55 11.94 b 52. 89 14.82 b 63. 10
V 9.02 10. 03 be 58.16 9.59 bed 74,75
Vi 10. 18 10. 25 be 62.09 8.47 cd 80. 21
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RE/NG TR R 5% K225 W E .
Different lowercases mean significant difference at 0. 05 level.
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Grape Fruit Grey Mould Control Test Using Ozone
Water Solution

WANG Heng-zhen' , LI Rui-rui’’? , WANG Xiao-qian'* , GUAN Xue-qiang' . YU Yue',GAO Bo'

(1. Agricultural Products Institute, Shandong Academy of Agricultural Sciences,Jinan, Shan-
dong 250100;2. Shandong Key Lab of Microbial Engineering, Qilu University of Technology,
Jinan, Shandong 250353; 3. College of Food Science and Engineering, Shandong Agricultural
University, Taian, Shandong 271000; 4. Qingdao ODO Environmental Technologies Limited

Company, Qindao, Shandong 266500)

Abstract:In order to develop new environmentally friendly fungicide, experiments of grape fruit grey mould

control using ozone water solution were carried out in field. The results showed that the continuous application

of twice ozone water solution had well control effects on grape fruit grey mould, and the control effect was
80.54 % ,which was better than mildothane(63. 10%) and was as welld as iprodione(74. 75%) and procymi-

done(80.21%).

Keywords: ozone water solution; control; grape; gray mold
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