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Comparative Test on the Effects of Different Seed-dressing Agents of Wheat

GAO An  (Institute of Cotton Science, Huayanghe Farm, Susong, Anhui 246531)

Abstract [ Objective ] To screen new and high-efficient seed-dressing agents suitable for wheat coating. [ Method ] We selected four wheat
seed-dressing agents sold in the market, and researched the effects of four seed-dressing agents on the emergence rate, disease prevention effect,
dry weight, fresh weight, yield and agronomic traits of wheat. [ Result] Treatment D (2.5% celest suspended seed-dressing agent ), treatment
2 (25% Maishuping suspended seed-dressing agent) , treatment () (3% Dividend suspended seed-dressing agent) could effectively enhance
the emergence rate of wheat. In the aspects of preventing wheat sharp eyespot, the four treatments both had significant differences compared with
the control. There were no significant differences in yield of four treatments, but they all increased in different degree compared with the control.
[ Conclusion] 25% Maishuping seed-dressing agent shows significant effects on wheat emergence rate, yield traits and the prevention of wheat

sharp eyespot.
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Fig.1 Plot design
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Table 2 Wheat emergence rate of each treatment

Jist] Er‘"lf% B +

Treatment mergence _ Compared
rate // % with CK = /%

O 69.7hB 131

@ 83.7aA 21.66

® 73.5bAB 9.74

@ 56.0cC ~18.60

€K 68.8bB _

T RV E NG FREAN R R OR 22 57 B35 (P <0.05) , RE FREAR
[AFoR 22 540 B (P <0.01) .
Note: Different lowercase letters within the same line showed significant
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showed extremely significant difference (P < 0.01).
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Table 3 The fresh weight and dry weight of each treatment
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Table 4 Incidence rate and disease index of wheat sharp eyespot in
each treatment
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Table 5 Agronomic traits of wheat in different treatments
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Table 6 Yields of different treatments
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