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Table 1 Control effect of different treatments against rice seedling blight
fib 7 Jiti 24 st 1] T 2 R A R TR AL BRI/ % B 8 0/ %%
Treatments Application time Investigate number Sick number Disease incidence Control effect
1 2T 100 35 35 84.9 Ab
2 100 8 8
2 25T 100 25 25 89.5 Aa
i) 100 4 4
3 25 100 25 25 86.8 Aab
Ele 100 5 5
A i) 100 25 25 55. 3 Be
ZiJq 100 17 17
5(CK) 24T 100 25 25
25 100 38 38

R B AS /] K /NG 24343 54836 0,01 1 0. 05 /K F-22 5 2,

Different capital and lowercase indicate significant difference at 0. 01 and 0. 05 level, respectively.
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Table 2 Effect of different treatments on quality of rice seedlings

S R HS
e B /em Ll HHFE /em B K /em Above ground Under ground

Treatments PlAant Leal Sfem Root Root W /g T /g W /g Fi/g

height age width number length Fresh Dry Fresh Dry
weight weight weight weight

1 10. 39 3 0.53 7.25 1.77 1. 20 0.29 1. 16 0.24

2 10. 49 3 0.55 7.36 1. 81 1. 55 0. 37 1.25 0. 26

3 11.08 3 0.61 7.75 2.21 1. 65 0. 46 1. 36 0.29

4 14. 20 3 0.47 7.15 2.48 2.49 0. 66 1.47 0. 33

5 7.79 3 0.51 6. 60 1.76 0.75 0. 25 1.12 0.23
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Field Efficacy Experiment of 43%
Cyazofamid- Chlorothalonil to Prevent Rice Seedling Blight

ZHAO Bin
(Plant Protection Station of Heilongjiang Province, Harbin 150090, China)

Abstract: Rice seedling blight is one of the main diseases of rice seedlings. In order to clarify the most suitable
dose and safety of 43% cyazofamidechlorothalonil in preventing and controlling rice seedling blight, rice variety
Baidao 8 was used as a experimental material to conduct a field efficacy experiment using randomized block de-
sign. The results showed that 43% cyazofamide+chlorothalonil was safe to rice seedlings and could promote the
growth of plant height. The best control effect against rice seedling blight at the dosage of 0.5 mL+m?* was
89.5% .and it could improve the quality of rice seedlings.
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