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Table 1 Test treatments of Triafamone 200 g+L"'SC against weeds in rice transplanting field
fib E | il 3 4 /mL+ hm? A HOK S I/ gohm?
Treatment Pesticide Amount of preparation Amount of active ingredient
1 R Tt B 200 g LB TR A 120 24
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Table 2 Comparison of yield of Triafamone

200 g+ L' SC against weeds in rice transplanting field
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Yield increasing  Significant

Ak 477 4k / kg« hm

Treatment Average yield rate difference

1 609. 36 25.2 bB
2 615.03 26.4 abAB
3 617.70 26.9 aA
4 618.70 27.1 aA
5 556. 36 14.3 cC
6 611.70 25.7 bAB
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Table 3 Comparison of visul control effect of Triafamone 200 gL' SC
against weeds in rice transplanting field
HiZ4)5 10 d BB/ HiZ5 )5 30 d BB %
Visul control effect of 10 d after spraying Visul control effect of 30 d after spraying
R i .. “h s i Hi .. =i - B
PR A A YNY S
Treatment g opiochion EE P B &t Echinochloa [ T By ik
Monoclroria Monoc-oria Cyperus
crusgalli Scirpus Cyperus Total grass crus galli Scirpus - Total grass
korsakowii korsakowii dif formis L.
P. Beauv. triqueter L. dif formis L. control effect P. Beauv. triqueter L. control effect
1 100 100 100 100 100 98.6 100 97.9 100 98.5
2 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
3 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
4 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
5 100 95.0 30.0 100 93.4 90. 2 76.5 19.8 82.7 72.3
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Table 4 Comparison on strains control effect survey of Triafamone 200 g+L"'SC
against weeds in rice transplanting field 45 d after spraying
B WA SR SRR Je¥/ 3
4b 3 Echinochloa crusgalli P. Beauv.  Mnochoria korsakowii Scirpus triqueter L. Cyperus dif formis L. Total weeds
Treatment g4y /b om Big/ % BREUMEem? BECU% WREUBRem? BIRU BREU/BRem? BB BREUBRem? BRU %
Strains Effect Strains Effect Strains Effect Strains Effect Strains Effect
1 1.3 96. 0cB 0.5 94, ThA L3 93. 6bC 0.3 93. 8aA 3.3 94, 5¢C
2 0.5 98. 6bA 0.3 97. 5abA 0.8 96. 0bBC 0 100. 0aA L5 98.0bB
3 0 100. 0aA 0 100. 0aA 0.3 98.9aAB 0 100. 0aA 0.3 99. 7aAB
4 0 100. 0aA 0 100. 0aA 0 100. 0aA 0 100. 0aA 0 100. 0aA
5 4.0 87.1dC 2.8 67. 4cB 16.5 13.2¢D 1.0 74.2bB 24.3 60. 5dD
CK 31.0 8.3 19.0 4,0 62.3
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Table 5 Fresh weight effect survey of Triafamone 200 g+L"'SC

againstweeds in rice transplanting field 45 d after spraying
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b Echinochloa crusgalli P.Beauv.  Monoch-oria korsakowii  Scirpus triqueter L. Cyperus dif formis L. Total weeds

Treatments  ggigmt  pAUY BTew? BAUY BTent B ST/en? BR/Y BTen® BH/Y

Fresh weight Effect Fresh weight  Effect  Fresh weight  Effect  Fres weight  Effect  Fresh weight Effect

1 4.2 97.6¢cB 2.2 96. 8bA 3.9 95. 2Be 0.5 96. 5aA 10.7 96. 5¢C

2 1.5 99. 2bA 0.8 98. 9abA 1.9 97.6bB 0 100. 0aA 4.2 98.9bB
3 0 100. 0aA 0 100. 0aA 0.4 99. 6aA 0 100. 0aA 0.4 99. 9aAB

4 0 100. 0aA 0 100. 0aA 0 100. 0aA 0 100. 0aA 0 100. 0aA

5 17.0 90. 2dC 17.1 72.0cB 68. 6 14.7dC 2.5 81.8bB 105.2 64.7dD

CK 172.4 60. 3 80.3 13.6 326. 6
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Field Trail of Triafamone 200 g+L™"'SC Against
Weeds in Rice Transplanting Field

ZHAO Xiu-mei
(Qigihar Branch of Heilongjiang Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Qiqihar, Heilongjiang
161006)

Abstract; In order to investigate the effective pesticides of controlling weeds in the rice transplanting field, the
study was done on weeds control efficacy and safety of Triafamone 200 g+L.* SC in cold region rice transplan-
ting field. The results showed that: Triafamone 200 g+ SC was treated in soil way one day after transplanting
was safe on rice growth, it could effectively control annual grass, broadleal and sedge weeds in transplanting
rice field,45 days after spraying, the total strain efficiency was more than 94 % ,the total fresh weight efficiency
was over 96 %. The appropriate amount of active ingredient was 24~30 gehm?.
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