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Table 1 Effects of inoculation on rate of diseascd secds at different soybean growing stages

R (%) & BRI (90
ERYE Rate of discased seeds % Rate of discased sceds tototal discasea sceds %4
Inocuiation stage
1987 1988 1487 1988 F-¥g Avaraga
R
B 16. 66 1.21 21.7 11.5 16. 6
Full bloom stage
R o 3%
R 21.66 3.20 28.2 30.5 29.4
Pad beginning stage
R 3
XA 23.14 3.56 30. 1 33.9 32.0
Full pod stage
R si4
B 12.32 2.28 16.1 21.7 18.9
Sced beginning stage
R A
BRI 2.98 0.25 3.9 2. 4 3.1
Full sced stage
CK ( )
i 2. 08 0.22
CK (non inoculated)
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Fig. 1 Influence of inoculation at different growing stages on yicld
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Table 2 Effects of time of fungicide application on yield

—e
Diseased seeds Yield
BT R R
L HIEOD BEZL (%) (/) HER(%)
Application time
Rate( %) Control effects (kg/mu) Rate( %)
R
TR 4.8 46.7 139. 24 103. 1
Full bloom stage
R siE 3R
H 2.3 74.4 150. 08 111.1
Pod beginning stage
R -
XA 4.1 54. 4 146.74 108. 6
Full pod stage
R shiRr A
7.2 20.0 140. 07 103.7
Seed beginning stage
R
A 7.6 15.6 135.90 100. 6
Full seed stage
CK CRHEZ)
9.0 — 135. 07 100. 0
CK (non appliction)
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STUTY ON TIME OF FUNGICIDE APPLICATION FOR CONTROLLING
SOYBEAN FROG EYE SPOT (Cercospora sojina Hara)

Lin Peili Liu Yanping LiJing Wu Bingzhi Li Yong
{Plant prolection Institule Heiongpang Academy of Agricullural Sciences)
Abstract

According to the results of experiments of artificial inoculaions in two years, the highest rate
of diseased seeds were obtained at the beginning of pod formation (R 3) and pod filling (R ;) by
the infection of the pathogen. The rate of diseased seeds at these two periods were 29. 4% and
32. 0% respectively. 100 seed weight was 5. 8% to 13. 4% lower than those of the control. The
results of field control experiments showed that the key periods of fungicide spraying were at the
beginning of pod formation and pod filling. Soybean yields in average per mu were increased
around 8. 6—11. 1% by application of fungicide at the two stages.



