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Disease Prevention and Health Care Function of 17.2% Pyraclostrobin & Epoxiconazole Suspoemulsion on Maize
YU Xiao-li, WANG Pei-song, BA Xin-bin, WANG Ying-zi "
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Abstract
northern leaf blight. [ Method] Disease prevention and health care function of 17.2% Pyraclostrobin & Epoxiconazole suspoemulsion on maize
were studied through the field demonstration test in 2012 and 2013. [ Result] The control effect of 17.2% Pyraclostrobin & Epoxiconazole sus-
poemulsion against corn northern leaf blight reached more than 90% , meanwhile it could increase corncob and leaf chlorophyll content, de-

(Plant Protection Department, Yantai Agricultural Sci & Tech Institute,

[ Objective ] The aim was to understand application of 17.2% Pyraclostrobin & Epoxiconazole suspoemulsion in controlling corn

crease corn bald rate and increase yield. [ Conclusion] 17.2% Pyraclostrobin & Epoxiconazole suspoemulsion had good control effect against

corn northern leaf blight and health care function on maize.
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