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Potted Trial on Control Effect of Pepper Blight by Applying Four Kinds of Chemical Agents

ZHANG Yanjun', YU Wen-bin? , MA Quan-wei® ,ZHANG Hong-jie' , SUN Wei-wei
(1. Agricultural Technology Extension Station of Zhangjiakou City Xiahuayuan District, Zhangjiakou, Hebei 0753003 2. Academy of Agricultural
Sciences of Zhangjiakou,Zhangjiakou, Hebei 07513133, Agricultural Technology Extension Station of Zhangjiakou,Zhangjiakou, Hebei 0750003
4, North University,Zhangjiakou, Hebei 075131)

Abstract : The control effect of four kinds of chemical agents on pepper blight were studied by potted trial. The potted trial
results indicated that 72.2% Propamocarb AS, 72% Cymoxanil « Mancozeb WP and 25% Amistar SC were good
fungicides for control pepper blight. The relative control effect of 72. 2% Propamocarb AS,72% Cymoxanil « Mancozeb
WP and 25% Amistar SC were better,among which 25% Amistar SC was as high as 87.26% in 7 days after spraying
two times,and it was safe to the pepper,so it should be widely exploited and utilized in the future.
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