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Table 2 Test results of control of melon downy mildew
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Note: Different lowercase letters indicate significant differences at the 0. 05 level
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Study on the Field Control Effect of Different Medicaments
on Melon Downy Mildew
GAO Yue, LIU Xiu-jie, LIU Ji-xiu
(Qigihar Horticulture Research Institute, Qigihar 161000, China)
Abstract; In order to screen out the medicament with better control effect on melon downy mildew, field control
and literature analysis methods were used to study the field control effect of different medicament against melon
downy mildew. The results showed that: 68.75% Yinfali suspending agent + 68% refined nail cream+Manga-
nese zinc water dispersant 600 times solution, 68. 75% Yinfali suspending agent 600 times solution, 68. 75%
Yinfali suspending agent+ manganese zinc agent 600-800 times solution has a good control effect against downy
mildew. 68. 75% Yinfali suspending agent+68% refined nail cream+Manganese zinc water dispersant was bet-
ter than single use. It is recommended to use it alternately in production.
Keywords: melon downy mildew; chemical control; control effect; disease index
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Control Effects of Several Fungicides on Wheat
Scab by Unmanned Aerial Vehicle

WANG Yong, CAO Xiao-jun, ZHANG Pei, WU Yong-feng, LI Yun-fei, LIU Xiao-cheng,
LU Li-chao, WANG Gen-lin

(Chuandong Planting Business Department in Shanghai Farm Limted Company of Bright Food Group,
Yancheng 224100, China)

Abstract: In order to screen fungicides suitable for flight control of wheat scab by P30 UAV (unmanned aerial
vehicle) , the control efficiencies were compared between 30% prothioconazole dispersible oil suspension, 40 %
prothioconazoles tebuconazole(20 % prothioconazole+-20% tebuconazole) suspension,480 gemL ! phenamacril+
tebuconazole(360 g+ mL™ phenamacril+ 120 g+mL" tebuconazole) suspension, 40% tebuconazole* prochloraz
(13. 3% tebuconazole26. 7% prochloraz) water emulsion,25% phenamacril suspension,430 g*mL" tebucon-
azole suspension. The results showed that the top two control efficiency of 25% phenamacril SC 375 g+hm® -+
430 gemL™? tebuconazole SC 129 g+hm? and 40% prothioconazolestebuconazole SC 240 g+hm? on both Yang-
mai 23 and Yangmai 15 were 70. 06 % and 77. 38 % ,respectively. The compound agent had synergistic additive
effect on controlling wheat scab. Considering the cost performance, using 40 % prothioconazolestebuconazole SC
together with 480 gemL"' phenamacrilstebuconazole SC had higher performance price ratio.

Keywords: wheat; scab; unmanned aerial vehicle; prothioconazole; cyanolide



