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Preliminary evaluation on the application effect of iron chlorin e6 0.02% SP on peanut

CHANG Kang, HE Yulun, WANG Zhengping, ZI Shaomei, FU Yang"
(College of Plant Protection, Yunnan Agriculture University, Kunming 650201, China)
Abstract: To evaluate the application effects of different dosages of iron chlorin €6 0.02% SP on peanut growth, quality,
yield, and other aspects, the field trials were carried out. The results showed that iron chlorin €6 0.02% SP at different
concentrations could increase the total leaf number and chlorophyll content of peanut, reduce the incidence rate of peanut
leaf spot disease, effectively increase the content of crude protein, crude fat, oleic acid and linoleic acid, increase the
number of peanut fruits, and the full fruit rate. The yield increase rates were 2.7%-7.4%. Iron chlorin e6 0.02% SP
promoted peanut growth and yield, improved peanut quality, and was safe for peanut. It was recommended to apply iron
chlorin e6 0.02% SP in the seedling stage and flowering stage at the concentration of 0.04-0.06 mg/kg, with the dosage of
675 L/hm”
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