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Table 1

Control effect of pesticide after application for 20 days

MEL Echino chloa b[0)==NE R

# Ui # Polygonum

crusgalli Sitaria uiridis Chenopodium album Amaranthus retro flexus lapathi folium Linn
b 3
. . N Bisk/ % . Bi%k/ % ! B %5/ % N sk / % . Bisk/ %%
Treatments kK i ! b %k . KR AL . AL . /318 .
Control Control Control Control Control
Number Number Number Number Number
effect effect effect effect effect
1 26.8 74.28 15. 8 75.01 6.8 79. 83 6.5 80. 58 5.3 81.76
2 21.0 79.76 14.0 77.74 7.0 79.43 5.5 83.76 5.5 80. 14
3 19. 8 81. 07 11.8 81. 54 6.3 81.73 6.3 81.43 5.0 81. 85
4 19.3 81. 29 11.5 81.98 6.0 82. 34 5.5 84. 10 5.3 81.13
5 20.5 80. 26 13.8 78.18 6.8 80. 04 6.0 82.02 5.5 79.94
6 (CK) 104.0 63.3 34.0 34.5 28.8
2.1.2 #HE A0 dARB R MR 2FEM.88XN R WIYBRBIRTE 79. 2500 ~83. 00 %0 , X 2 (1 bk B 5%

P9 H R e 2L 9 i R A & 1 050, 1 350, 1 650,
2 700 gehm™ Zh B, X} BLRE ) Bk B RLAE 74, 29 %6 ~
80. 99%, XF 1 & Y &K B &L #E 75. 0420 ~
81.79% Xt B (R R B RLAE 77. 87 % ~81. 89 % . X}

TE 77.52% ~81. 91 % ; Xt BE 2 5] 960 gL' SF
7L 3 B A 1 350 gehm? b B 5 Fh Ze
0 B 2L 43 B A 80. 30% . 78. 47% . 79.87% .
80. 78 % i1 79. 22 %,

F2 MHRE A0 AR
Table 2 Control effect of pesticide after application for 40 days

¥ Echino chloa

crusgalli

f R

Sitaria uiridis

Chenopodium album

# i . Polygonum

Amaranthus retro flexus lapathi folium Linn

Aib 3
S N iz / %% N Bizk/ % " Bisk/ % N sk / % N Bisk/ %
Treatments e . ! KR ) %L . FREL . WAL .
Control Control Control Control Control
Number Number Number Number Number
effect effect effect effect effect
1 29.0 74.29 18.0 75.04 8.3 77.87 7.5 79. 25 7.0 77.52
2 23.3 79. 36 15.5 78.53 7.8 79.16 6.5 82.16 6.3 79. 40
3 21.8 80. 80 13.5 81. 54 7.5 80. 05 7.0 80. 68 6.0 80. 20
4 21.3 80. 99 13.3 81.79 6.8 81. 89 .3 83. 00 .o 81.91
5 22.3 80. 30 15.5 78.47 7.5 79. 87 7.0 80. 78 6.3 79.22
6 (CK) 113.0 72.5 37.5 36. 8 31.0
2.1.3 #hg a0 dsFrma K3 ATHL88% 90.18% .92. 23 % F1 85. 16 %,

S BB L R R & 1 050, 1 350, 1 650,
2700 g+hm” 4b ¥, X B B0 £ F B A
91.19% ~ 93. 15% , X} Jy & % iy ff & B 24 16
86.54%6~92. 21 % , Xt BE 1) fif 7 i 5 7E88. 016 ~
93. 46 %6 , XiF U {4 £ B B RCAE 89. 38 %6 ~93. 04 %,
Xof 2 1) i H B ARAE 82. 39 %6 ~91. 03 % 5 %f BE 25 K|
960 g+ L' 579 B e Ly il 77 H 1 350 gehm?
AR BEXF 5 Fl 2% A B R4y B A 92. 71 %6 .87, 87 %6

2 DMRT 355255 20 d F1 40 d BBk k4T
SIAT (LR 4), 88 %0 5 P9 Y REJie L i 4 5 Fh 2y
BB A& 1 050 gehm? (AN EE 1 2550 i 2%
fil F 1 650 F12 700 g«hm™ {1 &b BE 3 1 4b P 4,
1350 gehm® AL H 2 25504 T 1 050 g+hm™
1 650 g«hm™Z [0] , 5 [7] 7] & X} B 2557 960 g« L
SN R REFLI 1 650 g hm™® 4h B X 4% B 1) B 4%
AR .
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Table 3 Fresh weight effect of pesticide after application for 40 days

¥ Echino chloa )= % i . Polygonum
crusgalli Sitaria uiridis Chenopodium album Amaranthus retro flexus lapathi folium Linn
Aib 3
Tremenss  pye  PRG o BRI WG BR BRO
Control Control Control Control Control
Number Number Number Number Number
effect effect effect effect effect
1 32.8 91.19 23.5 86. 54 59.9 88.01 38.6 89. 38 53.9 82. 39
2 30. 8 91.74 17.5 90. 31 62.1 88.42 28.6 92. 39 47.7 83. 88
3 26.9 92.81 14. 4 92.21 36.2 93.23 25.0 93. 04 43.2 85.58
4 25.9 93.15 17.0 90. 58 34.5 93. 46 25.9 92.61 27.7 91.03
5 27.4 92.71 22.0 87. 87 55.7 90. 18 30. 3 92.23 44,1 85.16
6 (CK) 384.2 184.2 532.6 378.9 302. 8
x4 SNEFRERIBYRSREAZERRBFHERR
Table 4 Total control effect of 88% Metolachlor EC for sorghum weed
e 255 20 d Pesticide application after 20 days 25 )5 40 d Pesticide application after 40 days
T ] BB % SR/ Y fif TR/ Yo
reatments
Total control effect Total control effect Fresh weight effect
1 77.43 bA 76.61 bB 88.78 bB
2 80. 17 abA 79.8 abAB 90.71 abAB
3 81. 44 aA 80.77 aAB 92.82 aA
4 82.43 aA 81.92 aA 92.45 aA
5 80.12 abA 79. 86 aAB 90.75 abAB

W H R NG FRES R 1R 500K 2 R .
Note: The capital letters and lowercases in the same column represent significant difference at 0. 01 and 0. 05 level respectively.
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TE B0 7 0 BT P X 1 A R e 4 C1T 5. 0 3. 55 B 90 6 5 0. T 0T ol B
2010(12) :65-67.
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Efficacy Evaluation of 88% Metolachlor EC on Sorghum Weed

MA Chang-shan' , WANG Sheng-hua' ,ZHANG Hao-ran' , SHI Ji-ling’
(1. Agricultural Science and Technology Extension Center of Lindian County, Lindian, Hei-
longjiang 166300; 2. Agricultural Technology Extension Center of Shuangcheng,
Shuangcheng, Heilongjiang 150100)

Abstract:In order to find the suitable herbicides in sorghum fields, weed control experiment on soil sealing
treatment before seedling after sowing was conduced at Lindian Agricultural Science and Technology Extension
Center Park testing ground in 2013. The results showed that spaying 88% metolachlor EC 1 350 ~
1 650 gehm™* before seedling after sowing had good control effect against for annual grass weeds like Echino-
chloa crusgalli, Sitaria uiridis and parts of broadleal weeds chenopodium slbum . Amaranthus retro flexus .
time lasted more than 40 days and it was safety for the growth of sorghum.
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