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Abstract

In this paper, the new complex difference method (SSR) is used to analyze the difference of the test
data. The specific data of the single-factor random block design (ANOVA I) in the agricultural field
experiment statistical analysis software is analyzed. Table 1 shows that there was a significant
difference between treatment A and treatment B at the 0.05 and 0.01 levels after 7 times of drug
administration, and there was a significant difference between treatment A and treatment CK at
the 0.05 and 0.01 levels after the last dose.
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1. 5|8

SN T B P E R AR R AR, XEMANTRZ U SR E N . DR EMEEMN
BOK, EAEMETER 165 . HA—. ZHFEFHr=E 1950 kg/mi. TLEkR, RER DR ZME
PRI, BIEEERR, BT 10%~30%, 5 ™ B HHOE A, A BBhia S8 E e, f
BT R R AR E R R, BRIl R RIS U, BhHERR ST B AR 1] RRRL “BE . T
B A ERMART ST A F 2G4 A, BF 7 T8 2 0 B B e ROR g, N4
J BT By B W B (M B VR SR B 25 M 2]

2. IEERSY
RIENR . (EOMEME0IERE

I 44 S W 2995 (Phytophthora infestans);
L4 (Solanum tuberosum) AN : KIGFER T,

3. R RHE
3.1. IR ZF[3]

240 TE/FH ML P 2R i BE AR S 1), FEEAED RN A TR A F 324t

900 5e/Tt L EEFLMORTN ), FEHAEYIRL A IR A w3 i

687.5 o/ THH « 7 B B RIF FIGRER]), FEEHAEYRLAA RA R4S

T0% N AREE AR MER FI(Z R A), FEAEMEI AR A F 54t

75% M5 B « PRI ZK S BORL (SR RS,  FEEEDRN A PR =] S 43t

25 wo/THRESIBE AL (FORSE), FEHAEMRL A R~ m) f2 4t

22 A%IR L AR BIFFI(HHERF), FEHAEYR A R A w424,

600 o/ Fhitk B A KR (=30), FEEAEYIRL A R A Al 44

0.136%75 * W] £« S5 8 (A7), B IE A% IR B A PR A = 2L

70% IR B R AR AR R, T, TRRHAMML A PR A

S0%FREE « LMK R R, T, SRR A TR A .

80% s Ik bk PV 7R, T, R OKRIE R
3.2. IEAbIE

U2 A BT [4]:

AEFE A 2RI 240 g/l S B 2R i B MARI(RT B 1) 900 g/l ZERLFLIM . 687.5 g/l F A * FE
JEEFFICEER) . T0%A AR B TER A FR ) T5% 5 1 « MR 7K 2 Biohi Rl (B ERR) . 25 g/L IR
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Sl LI (FORTE) 22.4% MR 2R BIFFI(RTHERR) s FHZ R, M & 100 kg MBI S+ 12 mi;
Wi #4100 g/Rf + BRAE 24 mU/E + ¥R 60 mI/RT; R 10 g/ + %ZR4E 100 g/ff + IK4E
60 ml/fy; HEF] 100 ml + FHERF 20 mI/E + K4E 100 ml/f; 4RVEF] 100 ml + 22484 100 g/my, $ERb
7K 5 kgs Wi AR KK 45 kge

K B: 257 70% LR TR R TR ). S0%ERAE « ANV ER R 8000k kL bk T YR ok
s FZ5E, FER: 70% 6 R AT ER (100 g/200kg) + 18 AR(10 kg/200kg); Mi%: S0%FEhAT « 4
Nk AT AR 100 g/RT, UK 45 kg.

TEX M JEK, LR 45 kg THKBES

33. RIE@EHR
FEASMLFR X AR 140 F 772K, BN 0.21 H.
34. EHGE

34.1. ERARZE

AEFE A

FEFRTEER: A 100 kg FHZ RIS 4 12 ml 5K S kg AW B DR EME . B IR SBRZEFN
JE(3~5 M 22284 100 g/BF + BAE 24 mI/EF + ¥R 60 ml/F 5K 45 kg Wi%: 55 IRAE_ BRIt ZG
J& 7~10 KFZEHFR 10 g/f + %4 100 g/Ri + KA 60 ml/B /K 45 kg W55 55 = RO I ok Ja
BREF] 100 ml+ FHERF 20 ml/mT + (R4 100 ml/T 567K 45 kg 5255 S8 DUIRAE AL fa AR VAR 100 ml+ %2
ZRHE 100 g/ S0K 45 kg W55 A FLIRAE B P A AR2A] 100 ml + Z2Z:4E 100 g/ bk 45 kg W55 .

ARFE B: FEFH 70% LA B R AT R I(100 @) + T ARR(10 ke); RIS S S0%ER4E « Fiis
WRR PRI A 715 8O0k It MLy IR PR 14 4 71 28 B 8 55 o W S5 N [E] 5 A0 2] A AP AT
3.4.2. HEZ5EEH,

BRI E4(GWB-16H), & 15L, Bi% k7] 0.2~0.4 Mpa.

3.4.3. HEZSRTEIFO R E

MRHEH A, 2017 45 H 22 HERZE55W, S H2S HE 1 KWE, +REWESE 2K, KLY
B R RO AR SR, 6 H 13 HIitiZE 3 k25, 6 A 24 HEsH 4 k%, 7 H 6 HIitish 5 k24, Lt 5 Ik
2y,

3.44. FARE
1 hm® 3% 675 kg 25755 5% ;
34.5. BriaHERHAENAT AN
TRIG AT A b e AR 25 B VR R

4. PE. ICFEMNESZE
4.1. SERT|EN
4.1.1. §&R

5 H 25 H, WAV, AR, &&ESE 129C, &IKKE 6C, F149.5C. 6 A 5 H, ®IAE)/NHE,
HREE, BESIR 23.9C, BERSIR 12.1°C, P 18C. 6 A 13 H, REW, BESiR 16.8°C, BES
i 13.3°C, P15 159C. 6 H 24 H, KA, wEAR 254C, ®IESR 15.6C, P 19.6C. 7H 6
H, KA, AR 23.2°C, &IKAE 14.1°C, P 13.7°C. BRI SEE 6°C~23.9C, A 23
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MEWH, A5 H25.26.2H, 6 H4. 5. 8H, 6 H 13, 15, 18, 19, 23, 24, 25, 26. 27. 28,
29, 30, 7 H 2. 3. 4. 6 H.

4.1.2. IPIEEY

TRIG I PEAE ) T B U K R 84 B pi B b, AL 4% 104°07'67", b4 26°54'05.86", itk 2150
m, VA 12°C, BN, Bhh B, DREER M, RVGEESFOE AN 300 W,
IRIGTHIAN 2 T o

4.2. BERE. 5% ABRAZHTE

4.2.1. FEREFR S
JOHE 4, B UORE: FHESS dREREEN, 52 RA: 5B IR R TR0
3 UG 4 2GR B4 YO B4 RN EE 10 d BHTIRA, THEDRIESTEBONBIE SR .

4.2.2. BEHE

KHPPAT R IORES:, AN EEX 52 10 21, BRsE 10 K, JE2 100 #%, % FoI0 SbrEicst.

i 1H 7 AR HE[S]:

0 Zt: bk G5 s

1% A A B AN 57 B

3 ARk 1/4 DUR I BB RBE, B AR I35 2 0N B

5 G ARR 1/4~172 M AR BE, SRR 325 A S5 B

7 G ARk 172 LI B AR EE, B R R ZEAT A RO B

9 Zo: ARRMFLTESERBE, BORE I ARAE, AR RS

2Rt E T

TR = | D (5 SR < AR L9 %) /(2 R 850) < 9 ] < 100

FHXTB80(%) = [1 — (ZiRT 2 3 CK BmiETas < 255 Biia X rwitE e £0/(ZiE = 3 CK X151
o< ZGHTBIE X AR IS TR 2] < 100%.

5. M FERiu

LRE G, T 9 A 25 HXF AL X 8 2 Bt il 30K, by NERGTH SR
LERIFHES BTG ] SRERZESEARMEN: 150 g LRV, 50~150 g A E, 50g LT
N IFr R AR E AR R AR, RAREIRR. T, FRMERERDNT 50 g /NVE.

6. HERES
6.1. &8

6.1.1. BFATR

RIGLE R, FHSRANT SREEK s, R0 27 B 27 T8 B 205 2
UFRIBTVA R B8 3 IRZiJE 7 d A, I8 RAE RLZ R B R0 N 63% 50%. ARIRZiJE 10 d
VT, I RAVE I BN 84.3% 68.7%. 55 2 IXZJ5 7 d (IREG 7 AN I 257571
RRTE S0%LA L, TR JG 10 d, 587 A FLZ FISF 35 B BURIITE 80% LA F, AT i3 BH =R FH A
L JURR G 7R BT X B B S W B S5 BT B AR AR . B AR E B2 AR LG, S 2B R 1 RCR
EL# MG FIBTA R H 18.5%, ZEREFE, (EWE 1).
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Table 1. Bayer more potato demonstration and control of potato late blight field efficacy and yield increase test results

1. FEES DRERENADRERAREB AR EE~RRIRBERE

FI3IRG)FTd KRZJE 10d
sl HE (%) ZRTRTR
L] B3 (%) TR B3 (%)
A 98 0.11 1.52 62.5Aa 46 84.3Aa
92 0.74 1.63 50.0Aa 9.5 68.7Bb
CK 87 1.81 3.56 44

T AT RTIARRZERREE, REFRAZRREEP<0.0D), NFRNZEREE (P <0.05).

6.1.2. M SREFENEI

N TN 7 25 SR AT, AR T 52 247 AN R R 24 ) Ak B X o R SO B v T R X
LR B AR 0N 1556.3 kg, 1136.6 kg, X H DB EF= B 5 RN 816.7 kgo H7=5 5
O I BRI 7 739.6 kg 319 kg, 2R 415N 90.6% 39.1%, K BHIRIG 77 52 245570 I R 24 770 % 3 vy
LB g R E R AR, 5877 R4 7P E SR R (WL 2).

Table 2. Effect of each treatment on potato yield
=2 BAENDRESEHFM

B ERRE
e

&t *¥ e N 7 suma
| 7= (kg/H)

R, g o, ER o e o EE . . o, (O &

(ke) (ke) (kg)
A 17.6 49.2 72 37.5 17.2 48.0 88 45.8 1.0 2.8 32 16.7 15??6' 739.6
B 13.8 40 65 20.3 12.2 354 81 25.2 8.5 24.5 175 54.5 1136' 319

CK 9.3 383 54 19.6 8.8 35.0 49 17.8 6.2 25.5 172 325 816.7 —

7. &

ARG LIRR], 257 b B X AE R ) AR AR 2455, R WTRI6T7 28 24 R0 25 7005 (il )
SR 2z Ay WG TT SR AN LG R0 % S I S 3 B I R X R S R B A AR R
AELIFHCR
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