2 R R A F 2019(3):56-58

Heilongjiang Agricultural Sciences

http://www. haasep. cn

DOI:10. 11942/j. issn1002-2767. 2019. 03. 0056

= AN TR 25 58] B5 36 A R R IR s E [R] S8R DF-

MIER' T’
(1R AT FHRARLEAREE, M d ® M\ 410301;:2. R AT AT S RV ZBEARE L, Hd

& ' 410308)

FHE . b i 2 H B 06 R ASAG B 69 T 2L 25 A L 5 ) el Y AS IR R TR AG 89 F . 2017 At 3 AP 25 A 32,5003
FeorF A R FA A0UNBB R ECH 5% =27k WP /7@ M 52X, S RAN 2.5 KT -Z i
A ARG BE R T A FT9.83% AR REE . THEARB T A THERGHERGHA,

KGR A B R T o 1 B B F A @ B AL X

JK F8E #5959 (Piricularia oryzae) J5RFRFE 54
il JE AT B KRS E =R FERE
U AR B A KRR R A A R S R
JBT 7K e A R T AR B 7 R AR 7 DA R SR SR R R
(14 725 A, R 9 o 28 ) BH L DX v 4k R A DX R AR TR
Sy R DX R T2 0% 2 Lk R R L Y
SO L T B DXCRE SR /N B AR 78 B T i
Z . HF 20 - 8T AR 3~5 °C L B i
2 KRR 2 85 R JE R A B E AT W RO 77
ZI B TE AR K FE A AR A 4B L R B 175 K FE R O
g« O B8 . BT KRR A R R R AL
SR DG PTIE R I SRS S 24 B4
FRAET YU B TR IR A R AT S
2l AR R . L2017 4E 6 LR T
32. 500 K H - WE B g SC.40 Vo i R EC F1 75%

Y %5 H #3.2018-10-06
E—EFB AN BHEAL 1972 B L e 20, 4l
AR 55 TAE. E-mail:850963046@ qq. com.,

=FRme WP HE4T A 25 %808 56 . LA % AT 2800 RS
I BT A 25 9] .
1 #MEt5Jk
1.1 X Ie i

T30 3 7E W BH T v R R SR SR N A R A
TG T T N HEAT L BTAE R 8 L s AR A
K326, KM AL 815 m?, KM HHEHEE
PV U B, A AL & il 29, 2 gekg! L TR A
195 mgekg', W A # 33. 6 mg - kg', WAL
466 mgekg! ,pH6. 3, HF#E B Uf,
1.2 ##

A3 245500 R V155 v M AR A BR S W) A
[ 32. 5% A « MEBATE SCRT 5h 4%« ) s U 1| 44
IR FIR T A RN /AT H) 40 Y fE i R ECR
w2 s LR E BRI R A R A
AR PR 75 00 =R WP (R K A 5 R R 8 e
REF A RN A A= EE . UL LRI
DI EES

Control Effect of Four Prevention and Control
Techniques on Borer in Millet Field

QU Zhong-cheng, WANG Li-da, CHI Li, ZHAO Xiu-mei, ZHENG Xu, YU Yang, CAI Li-li,

YAN Feng
(Qigihar Branch of Heilongjiang Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Qigihar 161006 ,China)

Abstract; The corn borer and millet borer are common, frequent and harmful pests in millet production, which
have a great impact on millet yield. In order to effectively control the pest of millet field, this paper measured
the effect of four control techniques on controlling millet and Asian corn borer on millet field. The control
effects of four control techniques on millet borer and Asian corn borer were tested. The results showed that
48% chlorpyrifos, 40% chlorantraniliprole and thiamethoxam, Bt wettable powder and Trichogramma den-
drolim could effectively control the harm of millet borer and Asian corn borer,and the control effects were 91.
8%,95.2% and 77.7% and 71.6%.
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Table 1 Field investigation on the control of rice blast with different medicament
5 Wi A
i{ﬁﬁ;ﬂ ﬁﬁ:f fﬁ%/ [RT— Wj Disease spike number per five bundles -
L s Invfft/i,;ation jie;e Ij;;a; Toral - Disease I;fi:s;:aZe s au cwm oy MK e R
Treatments Repetition bundle bundle bundle spike  spike ik T 3% ".’A( ‘7 % 9%& Tnvestigation Disease  Control
e number number . One- Three- Five- Seven- Nine- spike index efficiency
number  number  rate rate rating rating rating rating rating P
number
A 1 25 5 10 312 65 20.83 3 4 1 2 1 95 7.49  80.37 aA
2 25 13 26 325 45 13. 84 3 5 1 2 1 106 7.65 79.93 aA
3 25 8 16 306 35 .44 2 5 2 3 1 98 7.94  79.19 aA
-1 25 8.67 17.33 314.33 48.33 15.37 2.67 4.67 1.33 2.33 1 99. 67 7.69 79.83
B 1 25 13 26 315 49 15. 56 1 1 0 5 7 101 11.11  70.86 bB
2 25 16 32 324 56 17.28 3 2 4 6 5 116 11.97  68.60 bB
3 25 7 14 298 53 17.79 3 7 1 3 1 96 11.34  70.25 bB
T 25 12 24 312,33 52,67 16.88 2.33 3.33 1.67 4.67 4.33  104.33 11,47 69.90
C 1 25 9 18 309 48 15.53 3 3 5 5 6 65 24.1  40.83 cC
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Different capital and lowercase indicate significant difference at 0. 01 and 0. 05 level, respectively.
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Evaluation of Field Effect of Three Different
Chemicals for Control of Rice Blast

ZHENG Ru-bin' ,LUO Xing-hong®
(1. Gugang Town Agricultural Comprehensive Service Station of Liuyang City, Liuyang 410300, China;2. Xiao-
he Township Agricultural Comprehensive Service Station of Liuyang City.Liuyang 410308 ,China)

Abstract; In order to screen out effective agents for controlling rice blast,control and reduce the damage of rice
blast to rice,in 2017, field efficacy tests were carried out on three kinds of pesticides induding 32. 5% benzopy-
razole suspension, 40% indigo EC and 75% tricyclazole WP. The results showed that the control effect of
32.5% benzoyl azoxystrobin suspension on rice blast was 80. 37 % ,79. 93% and 79.19% ,and the average con-
trol effect was 79. 83%. The control effect was significant, which could be used as a field control for rice blast.
Keywords: rice blast; benzoyl azoxystrobin; suspending agent; field control; test
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