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Studies on Relationship of Temperature and Humidity with

Effect and Injury of Imazamox
HUANG Chun-yan, CHEN Tie-bao, WANG Yu, HUANG Yuan-ju, CONG Lin, PIAO De-wan
(Plant Protection Institute of Heilongjiang Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Harbin 150086)

Abstract: The plot experiment results showed that air temperature, relative humidity and herbicide
dosage were factors which influenced obviously the effect and injury of imazamox. The control effect
and injury of imazamox increased with air temperature or relative humidity raised or the dosage of i-
mazamox added. Soybean grow th was inhibited, the soybean seedling plant height reduced 11.59% ~
54.86%, fresh weight reduced 4.17% ~70. 83%, leaves reduced 0~33.85%, pods reduced 0 ~49.
58 %, grains reduced 0. 81% ~50.97%., and the rate of yield loss was 0. 83% ~52.40% due to the
injury of imazamox. The injury could lead to soybean late—maturing when the injury was serious.
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