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Abstract

Four different green prevention and control measures, including soil conditioning, immune induc-
tion, physical control, and chemical control, were used to comprehensively prevent and control
the black spot disease of Dahuang pear in Weining County. The effect is better, the disease rate of
fruit decreased to 13.07%, and the sugar content increased to 10.4, thereby increasing the com-
mercial fruit rate.
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Table 1. pH changes before and after soil conditioning

= 1. BRFHHEE pH EEWR

oH {8 Jite FH i Jiti
ERE i ERE T3 R AL i ERE T3

<4.5 3 15.0% 0 0.0%
<4.6~5.5 11 55.0% 1 5.0%
5.6~6.5 6 30.0% 16 80.0%
6.5~7.5 0 0.0% 3 15.0%

Fiexce| 4.2~6.2 5.5~6.8
FHE 5.26 6.25
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Figure 1. Distribution of insect-killing lamps in pear orchards
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Table 2. Method and purpose
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Figure 2. Comparison of fruit diameter changes in the demonstration and control areas
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