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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.
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Table 1 Effects of different concentrations KCD3000 on bacterial fruit blot morbidity of
watermelon seedlings
%93 % Morbidity/ %
2k R IER
9o 17 115 X i

Ak 7 8 Incidence
Disease Control
Treatments 6 f 13 [ 6 18 H 6 H 23 H 6 H 28 H 7H3H ) of drug .
index effect/ %

damage/ %

Ab R 1(CK) 0 25.6+11.45a 42.3+10.56a 68.5+11.76a 82.3+12.94a 82.6+13.34 a - -
Ab 3 2 0 22.44+12.53 b 40.6+18.92b 60.9+12.87 b 61.8+13.56 b 60.9+16.70 b - 26.27 ¢
Ab 3 0 13.7415.69 ¢ 16.6413.25 ¢ 17.8418.21 ¢ 18.7%13.25 ¢ 19.9+15.82 ¢ - 75.91 b
Ab 4 0 11.5+10.23d 15.6+14.21 ¢ 18.5+11.24 d 19.4+16.69 d 17.4+21.38d - 78.93 a
AbE 5 0 10.1+11.45d 17.8+13.16 d 18.2+13.82d 19.7+21.23d - 70.16+23.56 b -
ib e 6 0 8.249.86 ¢ 12.4+10.58 1 15.6414.63 ¢ 18.8+17.56 d - 78.05425.87 a -

[FF AR/ NE F R R 28 7 835 (P<<0.05),

Different lowercase in the same line indicate significant difference( P<C0. 05).
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Control Efficiency of KCD3000 to Bacterial Fruit
Blotch of Watermelon Seedlings

JIA Yun-he, WANG Xi-qing, YAN Wen,FU Yong-kai, YOU Hai-bo,LIU Si-yu
(Horticultural Branch, Heilongjiang Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Harbin 150069, China)

Abstract; In order to effectively control bacterial fruit blotch of watermelon seedlings, the test took watermelon

seedlings as test materials, the effects of KCD3000 spraying at different concentrations on the incidence of bac-

terial fruit blotch of watermelon seedlings were studied. The results showed that with the increasing of concen-

tration, control efficiency of KCD3000 to bacterial fruit blotch of watermelon seedlings increased gradually, but

with too high concentration(above 9.4 mmol+L ') caused drug damage to watermelon seedlings. The control

efficiency of KCD3000(2. 4-4. 7 mmol+ L") with appropriate concentration on bacterial fruit blotch reached

more than 75%.
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