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Experiment of Weed Control with 45%; Acetochlor ° Clomazon
EC in the Soybean Field

ZHOU Xian-zhong
(Liaoning Vocational College, Tieling, Liaoning 112001)

Abstract; The field efficiency test wasused to verify the application effect and safety with 45% acetochlor ® domazon EC. The
results showed that: 45 % acetochlor ° clomazone EC had no magnificent effect on the soybean growth and development and it
could effectively control 5 kinds of weeds, the recommended usage was 2 250~ 3 000 mL ° hm™.
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Effect of Spray Technique on the Efficiency of Herbicide

I Xiang yu
(Crop Breeding Institute of Heilongjiang Academy of Agricultural Sdences, Harbin, Heilongjiang 150086)

Abstract: The trial analyzed the weed control effect of different situation including the sprayer pressure, the nozzle style and
herbicide concentration through adjusting these factors discussed the factors affecting the quality of spraying. The results
showed that:in the low pressure (less than 30psi)s situation of atomizing and the control effect would be better if the smaller

of the nozzle and the higher of the pressure.
Key words: spray technique nozzle style; sprayer pressure
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