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Table 1 Classification criteria for rice blast
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Level Rice blast(leaf) Rice blast(stalk)
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Table 2 Classification criteria for sheath blight
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Table 3 Classification criteria for sheath rot
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Table 4 Classification criteria for brown grain
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Table 5 Calculation of quantization

parameter
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Table 6 Results of disease investigation
W5 1% F5 1 Condition index
18 25 Hh 5 i A
Survey location Variety ) Tl 309 Sk 1S 9 75 il
Leaf blast Stalk blast Sheath blight Sheath rot Brown grain
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Table 7 Results of weed investigation
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Table 8 Investigation of weed coverage
i ey o K = E
ﬂﬁj‘ﬁﬁﬁ,ﬁ R Barnyard Arrowhead Water onion Trifoliate
lit; Varety  mimmE g% mRERE %0 mEEEE a9 mMESE %9
Field coverage/% Grade Field coverage/% Grode Field coverage/% Grade Field coverage/% Grade
AR Je kg 31 5.1 1 6.4 1 5.7 1 0 -
T AE 46 4.2 1 5.5 1 9.1 1 0 -
B A 32 3.8 2 10. 6 2 4.6 1 1.2 1
o4 EHX JeAE 31 11.3 2 9.6 1 0 - 0.8 1
Tk 46 12.6 2 8.4 1 0 - 0 -
K18 9.4 1 8.5 1 1.1 1 1.6 1
7K Je 31 5.4 1 6.6 1 0 - 0 -
A 39 6.7 1 6.3 1 0 0 -
58 MIX Je i 31 3.2 1 10.3 2 8.6 1 0.9 1
T RE 39 4.9 1 7.1 1 10. 8 2 0 -
BAg 32 5.5 1 6.9 1 7.8 1 0 -
2% 18 3.8 1 6.4 1 6.9 1 1.1 1
Rk 1 N 18 24.3 3 17.8 2 10.5 2 0 -
oA 31 26.7 3 21.6 3 7.4 1 0.9 1
FhAg 2 oA 39 19.6 2 19.4 2 6.2 1 0 -
274 18 22.4 3 21. 3 5.9 1 1.8 1

3 RS
MO E BT A 45 2R n] LA . 4 A B X
7 b A R R RE SR 1) A 2 T 3t T oK T
I MR S0 40 A A 2 A 0 R o K A 7
T B AT 7 R o A AR g RAR P o R I Y
By 6 A BT 5k . BB 08 45 N 5 B iR B BT iR
REIRLIA - SO AE 25 A I A md 3547 K i 1
K09 LLE B R £ G AR A A 56. 25060, K
o 450 L ) KRR LR BB i A = E R R AE RS
T WA AR K s B i 5 A€ ™ A1 85 T 99 A 45 18 5
PR A 96 AN W 4 AR A 25 A I A Y
T 1 1 ORI B A 4 B 7R 7 LAR L XK A
FEAER A AN WL o X TR A 9 A AR
A Ty ANAS P A 4 S5 vy B2 E A0 AR R 194 77 6 )
B 55 0T SR R R A2 R A BT YR TR LB X 2
T R T K AR

B B A 25 R 0] LA K B 2% B 2
A AR RS R R KA S A
PURIZE NG g 35 2R o A P A 8 4 A A A
UM SR = e E . RIERAER
> PRI PR R s AT X R R R it R s o
P 558 A B3 R 5 7 R R A S BRI L TR BN T
i e 5 X i 2% RORF R 0% SR Y5 [ AR L R L R
25 Fofr 245 30 e A9 it P e 3k A T B R 3 O 5 e X

IR B
5% 0k -
[17 R M FRERS. . BIRICA KRR B4 )] Bk

VLA BF 2, 2001 (4) :35-37.

TEEL, &R A, hEI KRR EFERRIMI]L L.
ob [ Al B R AL 1998,

HEE T AR /INEE L SFL AT T A KR 4% R S KRRV AR
ARG ], 2 B AL, 2005(1) : 8-13.

FRUG G, 25 MG, A= fl e, 4. SEMbKAR EER E WA 5[ 1],
4t 75 K #F . 2009(3) :19-21.

2]

[3]

[4]

65



http://www. haasep. cn

DOI:10. 11942/j. issn1002-2767. 2019. 06. 0066

AR @ A r R LA E 2019(6) :66-68

Heilongjiang Agricultural Sciences

B BRI LA TR A T TG T4 4 T SR B A B VA AR L) . B VA B2, 2019(6) 1 66-68.
A7 720 P SR 010 7 34 R
A RASE T X V9 N4 H 40 B P SR B 19 B iE &
Ex®.FEKXK.F B.FXkI.ALEK.NBF
(ZRILEREMFR BELESE, ZLIL A /RiE 150069)

WE AAAGEERNGGERRB. ABRNG G ARXRBMHF. R T RERETFGFAT @k 3t B&IN 4
HmARRBEREREGY R, EREAVN . MEREFS . TARATHBRY G MARREROH EHAR
BHER AR E LT FH 9. A mmol L' A )M BRY G ETABE, SHRREGTEFRAF (2.4~

4.7 mmol-L") 3 %N %0 & 40 W L R e % 09 B 28 3] 7500 L,

KER B9 TARFAT ;R Rm; e R

IS G T P S BRE 9 2 — b i 2 1) b A% 240 T
a6 T VG K EIIEE Z R S RHEY) . o
B2 V0 TR R B (Acidovorax citrulli) o) 124010
TS ARG AR, T AR R R
87 N S S i NI )\l 4 v A i 47 S s 8
S A 22 U 25 . 2007 AR, 7 N iR 1R 4% 571
ACrhde NRILFE # S A FEEEY 4
SO,

By V6 20 T 1 3 0 25 0] 2 B A T R A &
T AR IR R HER SRR W R R AL Bk
Pt 50 CAE B D 22 Ak /0 i B 5 B B, BEA B
KA . A B BR BE % 3R 2016 4F 6 7 451k
HE7E RRAC » HLAH R S 0 BT A R A BT 24 M i
ZURCTRE o S 00 0T A A A A A L R
{1 B 250 AP B S o s P T A A TR A 1Y
fifp DR T BB At A 1) [ T i T O A 2 T 0 A

EIF R B B RGA ) 8504 LL Y
ARG TR — AU R B S A B

K Fs B #9:2018-12-28

ESTE 05 AL A H (2018 YFD0201300)s g, 5k BA A, BT L o I ECAE R IR IR 25 . AS it B
N BEMEAT A Ce ) BEBF 4 51 (201503110-02) 5 [ %2 76 Hit )R B

TRl A R K R R G 4 H (CARS 25) 50 ke 2% 1 AN RIS A TR AG 2 T Wit~ 74 TR &)y i 240 10

7 W F B AR B 5T 5 I & 5 H (2017RAQYJ080) , PSR BERE RO R A AR AL, LI B R A & PN
A T 19500 e B L BB B PR SR B A0 3 1Y A8 4k DU S mT R AR & T B A

6 R % 5 4 4% AR DF5E . E-mail :800530jyh@163. com. PG IRA T MENE AR S M ER 5
EWAESE . EEPR 19735, B WL, WF 58 51, N PR E ﬁ{ﬁ

Sk B 5 R WF5Y . E-mail ; xigingwangl00@163. com,

Investigation on Major Rice Diseases and Weed in Qianshao Farm

SONG Wei' , LI Pei-lin’ , BU Jin-bao' , LI Hai-jing' , GAO Yang'
(1. Rice Research Institute of Heilongjiang Academy of Land Reclamation Sciences, Harbin 150038, China;
2. Qianshao Farm of Heilongjiang,Fuyuan 156511 ,China)

Abstract ; In order to control rice diseases and weeds economically, efficiently and pertinently, this study investi-
gated the main diseases and weeds in paddy fields of 4 management areas of outpost farms and 2 local rice
growers in Fuyuan area. The results showed that the incidence of rice blast was relatively light in the four man-
agement areas,and there was no large area of land. The occurrence of sheath blight and sheath rot was relative-
ly common, which had a certain impact on yield,and browning grains occurred to a certain extent, harm was not
heavy. There were mainly four kinds of weeds in paddy field,among which barnyard grass and arrowhead were
dominant weeds. The investigation of rice field in two local farmers showed that both leaf blast and panicle stem
blast occurred,but the incidence was mild. Meanwhile, sheath blight was obvious. Barnyard grass was the main
weed,and its occurrence area was large.

Keywords:rice; rice blast; sheath blight; sheath rot; barnyard; Qianshao Farm
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