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Screening of the Chemicals controlling the Tobacco Mosaic Virus Disease

LI Cai-hua et al (Hunan Agricultural University, Changsha, Hunan 410128 )

Abstract [ Objective | The basis of the prevention and control of tobacco mosaic virus in the tobacco production was provided through the ex-
periment in the selection of 6 chemicals controlling the disease. [ Method ] The effect of the chemicals such as Jintulin, Yiduxin, Dongwangs-
hatu, Bintutei, Haopu and Ailuopeida applied in tobacco seedling stage and growth period in field was tested. [ Results | The results showed
that a variety of pesticides had a certain effect on the control of tobacco mosaic virus disease. Jintulin and Ailuopeida had relatively poor effica-
cy and others had a better effect on the control of tobacco mosaic virus disease, which efficiency all was over 55% in 3 times’ survey. The ap-
plication of the four kinds of agents timely in the early stage of incidence could play a role to some extent condition, but the good control of the
disease could not be achieved. [ Conclusion ] In practical tobacco production, Yiduxin, Dongwangshatu, Haopu and Bintutei should be demon-
strated and tested for the further extension and application.
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Table 1 The control effects before the third application
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