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The Application of Imazethapyr 160SL on Control of

Weeds in Soybean Field

GAO Feng, LI Yanhua, BIAN Jiang
(Limin Agrochemical Technology Co. Ltd., Harbin 150025)

Abstract: The result of the field trial showed that Imazethapyr 160SL had good effect on control-
ling the annual weeds such as Echinochloa crusgalli P. beauv Chenopodium album L. Amaranthus
retro fle xus L. Solanum nigrum L. Polygonum lapathifolinum L. at the dosage of 450 ~600m L/
hm” in soybean fiesd, and it was safe to the growth of soybean. The best time of weed controlling

was fivst compound leaf stage and the grass age 2 ~4 leaves and board—leaf weed age 2 ~6 leav-

€s.
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Occurence Regulation and Control Measure of Chilo

Suppressalis in Harbin Area
ZHANG Hong wen, WANG Zhe, LI Mao-sheng
(Popularization Centre on Agrichltural Technique of Harbin , Harbin 150070 )

Abstract: In order to control the damage of Chilo suppressalis (Walker)on rice; we have made a

systematic research on the occurrence regulation and preventive measure of Chilo suppressalis

(Walker) in Harbin.
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