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The Application Technology of Botanical Elicitor from Common Hogfennel Root
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Abstract: Rice blast is a worldwide disease. Botanical elicitors have better control effects to rice blast
because of improving rice immunity. This paper studied control efficiencies of two kinds sprayer equipment, the
liquor amount was 40 kg/667m>, both sides of rice leaves was contacted with the liquid. The results showed that,
control efficiency of 15% Radix Peucedani coumarin was better than decoction and raw powder. With WS-16 type
sprayer and GN-16 type sprayer, the control effects 30 days after application of 15% Radix Peucedani coumarin
were 80.09% and 72.54%, respecitively, the rate of yield increase were 5.39% and 3.61%, respectively. Both
control effects and rate of yield increase were lower than the control treatments. Two kinds of different spraying
equipment had significant differences on control effects to rice blast, but the rate of rice yield had not significant
difference.
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