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Abstract

nations of Du Pont, Di Bai, Bi Hu were sprayed at peanut in middle and later stages. Comparing with the conventional method and the control,

(Taizhou Agricultural Science Institute, Jiangsu Academy of Agricultural Sciences,
[ Objective | The aim was to screen out disease control package of peanut in middle and later stage. [ Method ] The pesticide combi-
control effect on dead seedlings and yield increasing effect of these pesticide combinations of peanut in middle and later stages were studied.

[ Result] Based on the test results, the pesticide combination of Du Pont could be particularly effective in current production conditions and
weather-climate. [ Conclusion] The results provide reference for the extensive promotion and application of the pesticide combination of Du

Pont.
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Table 1 The set of comprehensive efficient scheme setting

TS 154 254 358 I
Solutions No.1 box No.2 box No.3 box Remark
F, LIl FE The pes- (D12.5% FIAMEEIER] (LM FELR  OI12.5%FAMEIFH (THMEFR  OI2.5%FIIMEEIFR (TTHEER &% Kk
ticide combination of L], A1) 10 g;@0.5%BEARE b/ HE], #miH1]) 10 g;@0.5%BERRE  fb/AF], 4 1) 10 g;@0.5%MERE 20 kg WE%
Di Bai ARRF (TLHHEER AN R BET AT ORI (UM R AL A F1L BB AT (TR R AR AL A 71 L i

) 3.5 g5@25% ik e R B 72500 BE) 3.5 ;5 (D25% M me ik i i = 1757 ) 3.5 g5 (3025% MH WK ik 1 i & 7 771

LT G K AN 32 487) 10 g5 (WAL G KA AR - 2487) 10 g5 (LT G R AR AR i 2467) 10 g;

@AW F OB (15-7-30,4F @FRFEIR ML (15-7-30, 8 @R REWH 30 7 MIE (15-7-30, 4%

0.1% 1 0.1% , i & 5% ; R NE 2014 0.1%, 41 0.1% , 5 % 5% ; &2 JE 2014 0.1% 7 0. 1%, fif & 5% ; & NE 2014

¥ 7973 %) a7 7973 5) ; @ EMAE20 g T 7973 5)

(TG HHE , TN AK)
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Table 2 Investigation on dead seedlings of all treatments J7
AL B Treatments 06-24 07-05 07-22 08-02 08-09 09-03 09-26
JHFFELLA The pesticide combination of Di Bai 12 4 3 2 11 23 34
#3F2H4E The pesticide combination of Du Pont 12 3 2 1 9 21 31
P12 45 The pesticide combination of Bi Hu 13 7 6 3 17 37 62
W44 The conventional method 11 5 3 2 13 26 60
25 A%} #8 The control 12 10 8 3 19 40 115
T BRI IE A 2 28,3k 240 77,540 Bk
Note : The investigated amount every time was 2 ridges, total 240 holes,540 plants
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Table 3 The control effect on diseases of all treatments %
07-05 07-22 08-02 08-09 09-03 09-26
sl (—Bi%CR) (ZBiReR) (ZBiReR) (=Bi%eR) (=Bi%eR) CEARBR0
Treatment Control Control Control Control Control Control
efficiency efficiency efficiency efficiency efficiency efficiency
JHFELH 5 The pesticide combination of Di Bai 60.0 62.5 33.3 42.1 42.5 70.4
#3F2H 4 The pesticide combination of Du Pont 70.0 75.0 66.7 52.6 47.5 73.0
P12 45 The pesticide combination of Bi Hu 30.0 25.0 0 10.5 7.5 46.1
ﬁ%ﬂ?ﬂ/a\ The conventional method 50.0 62.5 33.3 31.6 35.0 47.8
Z3 4 %F I The control 0 0 0 0 0 0
e ARORAE 2 28, 4k 240 5T, 540 B
Note : The investigated amount every time was 2 ridges, total 240 holes,540 plants
x4 BEREERTE
Table 4 Pod yield of all treatments
e e s i o, BEH AL R R LG R R
- &‘ﬁfl [i{}ﬁg «’F’I%Eiﬂ{)ﬁlﬁ iﬁ(n%%iﬂniud'ki &:%%Jhia{)ﬁz
FeE Change compared Change rate
QbR . Change compared Change rate . . .
Yield : . with conventional compared with
Treatment 2 with blank compared with - .
kg/hm ontrol //kg/hm’  blank control /% combination conventional
control //kg/hm ¢ kg/hm’ combination // %
1 FEZH A The pesticide combination of Di Bai 4 375.05 bB 825.00 23.24 360.00 8.97
FIFZH A The pesticide combination of Du Pont 4 517.55 aA 967.50 27.25 502.50 12.51
24120 4 The pesticide combination of Bi Hu 4189.95 cC 639.90 18.03 174.90 4.36
HHZH 4 The conventional method 4 015.05 dD 465.00 13.10 — —
75 A%} #8 The control 3 550.05 eE — -465.00 -11.58
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Note ; Different capital letters and lowercase letters at the same column indicated significant differences at 0.01 and 0.05 level among treatments, respectively
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