LA R Journal of Anhui Agri. Sci.2017,45(17) :136 - 137,147

32.5% 7K - WEH Be 2 F X 12 A I BE R B BT R

S BB E R BET AR WK Orsrmi kR i, I 475004)

WE (B |HA3R5% KT - FEHEBEZFATFHLR AT BRI TG R, [FFE]A50% %8 2 TREH7 AT H, F
2013.2014 St D RXIBAFE 32.5% 2 F - vF i fis B A st A3 K 0 A vh 505 00 b5 e AL R A R AEv 2o i), [ 5202013 4 A
IR ,32.5% KT - 1 85 & A 2 000 45 AR 3T 33 R vt BER 60 B 2k 24.25% , 5 F KT RAR £ A B F, 2014 -, %S
65.80 d #4747 k% 25 69 H SL T, 76 A M IR T oF BE SR B A S 13K 43.63% 49.7% , 5 E K BAEFRE S, (L] EFHILE,
32.5% K - oFH B & 2 000 43 AR AT A0 A v BEm 00 5 2lAe P B LA BUFROR , A5G 80 d Ak 2h by sl A

KEEE 32.5% KW - wER B EF A LA T ER TRk

RESES S435.652  XEAARIRAE A XEHES 0517 -6611(2017)17 —0136 - 02

Control Effect of 32.5% Benzoyl-azoxystrobin SC on Peanut Leaf Spot Disease
DENG Li, YIN Jun-hua, LI Yang et al
Abstract
Kaifeng. [ Method] Taking 50% carbendazim wettable powder as contrast agent, we studied efficacy and optimum applying time of 32. 5%
benzoyl-azoxystrobin SC against peanut leaf spot disease through plot test in 2013 and 2014. [ Result] In 2013, the control effect of 2 000
times of 32. 5% benzoyl-azoxystrobin SC liquid against peanut leaf spot disease was 24.25% before peanut harvest and reached significant lev-

(Kaifeng Academy of Agriculture and Forestry Sciences, Kaifeng, Henan 475004 )
[ Objective | The aim was to evaluate the control effect of 32. 5% benzoyl-azoxystrobin SC against peanut leaf spot disease in

el. In 2014, the control effect was 43.63% and 49.7% respectively whose first spraying time was 65 days and 80 days after sowing, and the
control effect both were very significant than water. [ Conclusion] In Kaifeng, 2 000 times of 32.5% benzoyl-azoxystrobin SC liquid against
peanut leaf spot disease has good effect on efficacy and yield, and it which is firstly sprayed at 80 days after sowing has optimum control effect.
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Table 1 The setting of test treatments
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Table 3 Disease index and efficiency of agents in 2013 and 2014
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2013 1 19.14  20.99 3.01 20.99 24.24 5.67 24.24  24.44 7.15 24.44  33.63 24.25
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80 5 25.56  33.70 4.15 33.70  37.90 1.02 — — — 37.90 44.81 38.00
6 26.30  36.18 — 36.18  41.11 — — — — 41.11  78.40 —

2.2 AEREMEEFENRM  HFE 4 0TH,2013 F58
B - BETA TR S 22 TR R 38 TP AR B B B, S SR I 43 ) A
30.32% 29.96% ; ¥4~ 34HE 43 35 29. 55% (29. 18% ,2 Fhzh
Rz B =AY . 2014 ARA 25 PRI SE R R s 1
Xf HEA — & 387, B 5 65 d WIKE 21500 T,

LA 7™ R A7 B L B 95487 80
PIVCHEZ L T, 2 A TS KA 7 b L XY 0
.

G TR B 2T 1 TR
(AT H .

F4 20132014 EZPEFELER
Table 4 The yield of each treatment in 2013 and 2014

o, TR R o TR SR REEES G
Year Day.s after Treatments Pod yleld The increase of Seed kernel yield The increase of seed
sowing //d kg/hm’ pod yield // % kg/hm’ kernel yield // %
2013 1 5412.60 30.32 3 604.80 29.55
2 5397.60 29.96 3594.75 29.18
3 4153.20 — 2 782.65 —
2014 50 1 6 697.05 12.61 4771.65 16.75
2 5947.35 0 4 086.75 0
65 3 6 822.00 9.20 4 867.50 11.23
4 6 247.20 0 4376.10 0
80 5 6 697.05 15.02 4 879.35 18.62
6 5 822.40 0 4113.45 0
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Table 2 The effect of different sites on dry biomass of root in Schima superba
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Site Dry Distri- Dry Distri- Dry Distri- Dry Distri- Dry Distri- Dry Distri-
biomass  bution biomass  bution biomass  bution biomass  bution biomass  bution biomass bution
g rate // % g rate // % g rate // % I3 rate // % g rate // % g rate // %
3% Uphill slope 1070.55 52.59 318.86 15.66  487.75 23.96 95.88 4.71 62.79 3.08
Fili Middle slope 1126.38 49.95 420.96 18.67  520.36  23.08 102.56 4.55 84.79 3.76
T3 Downhill slope  1478.68 39.01 683.59 18.04  836.94 22.08 525.33 13.86  182.21 4.81 83.36 2.20
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Table 3 Effect of different sites on moisture of root in Schima superba %
Yehi AR HIAR KR PR /IR T
Sites Skeleton root Coarse root Big root Middle root Small root Fine root
3% Uphill slope 76.20 81.19 89.10 60.27 36.90
Hili Middle slope 78.68 89.93 91.52 74.41 39.57
3% Downhill slope 70.40 85.62 78.02 87.55 66.17 42.36
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