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Table 1 Control effect of herbicide after application for 20 days
MLRE o) R /L # RZ W % A - 28 S B AL
Echinochloa Setaria Chenopodium Amaranthus Polygonum Total control
Qb ¥ crusgalli viridis album retro flexus lapathifolium effect
Treatments Bii sk / %6 Bl %5/ 7 Bii sk / %% Bii %/ %% Bii %k / % Bl %5/ %
) . 733 . AL . AL . .
Control Control Control Control Control Control
Number Number Number Number Number Number
effect effect effect effect effect effect
1 13.5 84.4 1.8 91.1 3.8 78.3 2.8 88.6 1.0 92.3 22.9 86.1 beB
2 13.0 84.3 1.0 94.5 3.0 82.3 2.5 90. 8 1.0 91.8 20.5 87.4 bcAB
3 10. 3 88.1 1.5 93.1 1.8 89.9 2.0 92.0 0.5 96. 0 16.1 90.3 abAB
4 7.8 91.0 0.8 95.5 1.3 92.7 2.3 90. 3 0.3 97.9 12.5 92.5 aA
5 8.5 90. 2 1.8 91.3 3.8 78.0 3.0 88.0 3.3 76.5 20.4  87.6 bcAB
6 18.0 78.7 2.0 89.5 1.3 92.5 3.3 86. 6 0.8 95.0 25.4 84.5 cB
7(CK) 86.0 20.0 17.0 28.0 13.5 164.5

AREIKR NG FRFIRALE 0.01 F10.05 KF2ERBEME, FH.

Different capital letters and lowercases mean significant difference at 0. 01 and 0. 05 level . The same below.

2.1.2 2540 d kst MFE 2 1,50 % %A
FH e « 35 % HE B TR FL R0 I R B 1 500, 2 250,
3000.4 500 ge«hm?® &b B, XF 5L A AR B 3% R
86. 8% ~92. 7%, Xt ¥ & W Ay Bk B AL A 91. 9% ~

96. 1% XFZE (KRR B8N 83. 120 ~94. 0%, Xf [ 22
T IR R0CA 91. 9 % ~93. 6 % o N R R i3 1) ok B
3 91.8%~97.9% . Xt LA b 2% A KR B R 43
9 88.5%.89.6%.91.7%.93.9%.
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Table 2 Control effect of herbicide after application for 40 days

MLRE o) R L # RZ W [ S B AL
Echinochloa Setaria Chenopodium Amaranthus Polygonum Total control
Kb 3 crusgalli viridis album retroflexus lapathifolium effect
Treatments B %/ %% B %5/ 7% B %/ %% 5%k / % Bii %k / % B %5/ 7%
. 73 S 3 S U3 S 3 S 173 S
Control Control Control Control Control Control
Number Number Number Number umber Number
effect effect effect effect effect effect
1 12.3 86.8 1.8 91.9 3.5 83.1 2.5 91.9 1.0 92.3 21.1 88.5 beB
2 11.8 86.8 1.0 95.2 2.8 86. 3 2.3 93.1 1.0 91.8 18.9  89.6 bcAB
3 9.5 89.7 1.3 94.9 1.8 91.6 2.0 93.6 0.5 96.0 15.1 91.7 abAB
4 6.8 92.7 0.8 96. 1 1.3 94.0 2.0 93.2 0.3 97.9 11.2 93.9 aA
5 7.5 91.9 1.5 93.2 3.8 81.4 2.8 91.4 3.3 76.5 18.9  89.6 bcAB
6 16.3 82.0 2.0 90. 5 1.3 93.7 2.8 90. 8 0.8 95.0 23.2 87.2 cB
7(CK) 92.0 22.3 20. 3 34.0 13.5 182.1
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Table 3 Fresh weight control effect of herbicide after application for 40 days

MLRL o) R 2 RZHE FiR - 25 S B L
Echinochloa Setaria Chenopodium Amaranthus Polygonum Total control
Qb crusgalli viridis album retroflexus lapathi folium effect
Treatments Bii %k / 6 B %/ % Bii %k / %% Bl %/ % Bk / 6 K%/ %%
733 . 733 . 733 . AL . A . BREL .
Control Control Control Control Control Control
Number Number Number Number Number Number
effect effect effect effect effect effect
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Efficacy Evaluation of Sorghum Field Weed Control with
50% Metolachlor+ Atrazine Suspension Emulsion

PAN Xing-dong
(Science and Technology Extension Center of Lindian County, Lindian, Heilongjiang 166300)

Abstract ; In order to further explore the control effect and safety of 50% metolachloreatrazine suspension emul-

sion on sorghum weeds, the soil sealing treatment of sorghum before seeding and after sowing was carried out

in Gongnong village of Lindian county in 2016. The results showed that 50 % metolachlor«atrazine suspension

emulsion at 2 250~3 000 gehm* was sprayed before seeding and after sowing, which had a good control effect

for annual grass such as Echinochloa crusgalli ,Setaria viridis , Chenopodium album , Amaranthus retro flexus

and Polygonum lapathi folium Linn, etc. ,and control grass time was up to 50 days or more. It was safe to

growth of sorghum.

Keywords: sorghum; metolachloreatrazine; herbicidal effects; safety
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