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Safety evaluation and spraying time of tebuconazole to
control wheat head blight
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Abstract To clarify the key spraying time of tebuconazole for controlling Fusarium head blight and the safety to
wheat, application dosage and the spraying time were tested in the field trail. The results showed that there was
no significant difference in control effect when applying with dosage of 150 g/hm’ and 75 g/hm*. The control ef-
ficacy were 83.7% and 85.1%, respectively, at dosage of 150 g/hm?, and 86.0% and 88.5% . respectively, at
dosage of 75 g/hm’*. It was safety to spray tebuconazole during wheat full heading to early filling stage, at the dos-
age of 150 g/hm?. The best control effect was 80.6% and 84.1% on diseased spike rate and disease index when
sprayed at full flowering stage. The control efficacy on diseased spike rate and disease index was 53.9% ., 53.3%
and 54.6%, 56.8% when sprayed at full heading and early flowering stage, while the efficacy was weak when
sprayed at early filling stage.
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Table 1 Control efficacy of tebuconazole at different concentration on wheat head blight
25| ARURIY/ g+ (hm?) ! e/ % Bi%k/ % i T 415 £ Bz / %%
Fungicide Active ingredient Diseased spike rate  Control efficacy Disease index  Control efficacy
25% %Mkl EC  25% tebuconazole EC 150 (1.55+0. 34)c 83. 7 (0.55+0. 11)c 85.1
25 % kL EC  25% tebuconazole EC 75 (1.33=£0. 24)c 86. 0 (0.43+0.12)c 88.5
80%Z A WP 80% carbendazim WP 720 (2.10=£0. 26)¢ 77.9 (1.01+£0. 200b 72.5
80% Z k7 WP 80% carbendazim WP 360 (3.3040. 47)b 64.8 (1. 26740. 3D)b 65. 6
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D B P E AR 2 . SN B IE A R B3R /R 4 Duncan [GRT R R Z2EK I E P<C0. 05 K2R 8%, FA.

Data in the table are mean= SD. Different letters in the same column indicate significant difference at 0. 05 level by Duncan’s new multiple

range test. The same below.
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Table 2 Control efficacy of tebuconazole applied at different stage on wheat head blight
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