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Abstract: The trials of the different sowing dates and seed treatments were conducted in Kaifeng
and Yuanyang counties within Henan province under natural conditions, where maize rough dwarf
disease(MRDD) is prevalent. The results showed that the disease occurrence of MRDD was more
serious in Kaifeng compared with Yuanyang. The MRDD in Kaifeng location was serious with the
sowing dates during 4 May to 8 June in 2013, but the plants in Yuanyang location could avoid
MRDD with the sowing date after 8 June. The results of variance analyses showed that the effects
on plant height and disease index among different seed treatments were not significant(P>>0, 05)
in Kaifeng. However, in Yuanyang location, the effects on plant height, disease index and yield
were all significant(P<C0. 05 or P<{0. 01). The Gaogiao seed treatment was the most effective for
MRDD among the seed treatments according to plant height, disease index and yield, which
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showed significant difference from the untreated control, but the effectivity was limited under
relatively serious MRDD conditions such as Yuanyang in 2013. Moreover, under the serious

MRDD conditions such as Kaifeng in 2013,all seed treatments had no any effectivity.
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