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PRELIMINARY STUDY ON CONTROL OF SOYBEAN DOWNY
MILDEW BY FUNGICIDAL SEED-TREATMENT

Huang Guichao Lu Guanzhong

(Hejiang Agricultural Institute, Heilongjiang
Academy of Agricultural Sciences)

Abstract

In regard to the control of soybean downy mildew, the present
study showed that the occurrence of systemically—infected seedlings
produced from oospore-encrusted seeds could he absolutely eliminated
by treating seeds with 35% Apron at the rate of 35g a. i. per 100 kg
seeds. Seed treatment with another fungicide, Aliette, at the rate of 240g
a, 1./100 kg seceds also gave an effective result where the systemically-
infected secedlings reduced by more than 979,

The result of the experiment carried out in large productive fields
indicated that the spreading of soybean downy mildew was limited and
the damage from the disease was obviously lessened in the growth
season, attributed to the treatment of seeds with Aliette preventing the
systemically-infected seedlings from being a primary source of the di-
sease., By the harvest season the percentage of severe damage to the
crop was cut down by 73% and that of oospore—encrusted seeds—by 90°¢
respectively against the contol.

It is necessary that the further evaluation of the method as one of
potential measures for control of the disease should be conducted under

varing conditions,



