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Control Effects of Seven Fungicides against Rice Blast
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Abstract

effects of seven fungicides against rice blast were detected through plot test. [ Result ] 75% Tebuconazole WP and 27% Tebuconazole -

XEHS 0517 -6611(2015)03 - 106 - 01

(Huai’ an Station of Plant Protection and Quarantine, Huai’ an, Jiangsu 223001 )
[ Objective | Fungicides for controlling rice blast were screened out for provide reference for production of rice. [ Method ] The control

hexacon-

azole SC applied once at the beginning of rice booting heading had good control efficacy on rice blast, with control efficacy of 74.34% and

78.03% , while the other five agents had bad control efficacy. [ Conclusion] According to delaying resistance and curative effect, it is suggested

that 27% Tebuconazole -

hexaconazole SC can be applied to control rice blast.
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