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Control Effects of Several Different Fungicides against Wheat Scab
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Abstract [ Objective ] The aim was to compare control effects of several different fungicides against wheat scab. [ Method ] Control effects of
several different fungicides against wheat scab were studied through field demonstration trials. [ Result ] 20% JS399-19 + SYP-7017 SC and 33%
Carbendazim - triadimefon WP could control wheat scab efficiently ,and their control effects of disease index were both above 93% and 82% re-
spectively ; the control effect of disease index of 50% Carbendazim WP was only about 74% ; the control effect of disease index of 25% JS399-19

SC was only about 64% . [ Conclusion] 20% JS399-19 - SYP-7017 SC is an ideal reagent to control wheat scab.
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