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Table 1  Yield survey of 11% rimsulfuron-

haloxyfop-p-methl OD to weeds in potato field

AT AL
875 /Y

Yield increase

oty i/
Ak 3 (kgehm?)

Treatments

 CK
i e

Average  Yield increase o
) . rate than artificial
yields rate than CK

weeding
1 16705.4 d +15.4 —12.8
2 17633.9 ¢ +21.8 —8.0
3 18178.6 b +25.5 —5.1
4 19000. 0 a +31.2 —0.8
5 15562.5 e +7.5 —18.8
6 17339.3 ¢ +19.7 —9.5
7 19160.7 a +32.3

8(CK) 14482.1

Fe AR SRy 4 WSOV L [R50 b3 0 A [ 5 B 1 b 3 i) 2
i #(P<<0.05), F i,

The data in table is the average of four reapeats survey, dif-
ferent lowercaes mean significant difference at 0. 05 level.

The same below.

2.2 BBRHRE

i 24 Ji —AE A R AR A4 B (BLEL M 2 &) 0>
M ez 23 i 2 2 d JE Rl AR R O R
AR AR H B A RAGIE . — AR A AR R (B
TR R it 25 5 S B As kAR SRS R a7
ERTBE, B ESRIET .

JitE 24 JE 15,3358 25 570 11 26 AR M il B4 o 20 3R
M H R R OD 5] H360~1 080 mI«hm* &b 3 %
— AR R AR A B (LR M e R 1 Bk B T
75.8%0~100 % » X — 4 A i i 4 (B L ROBE T
) R B % AE 30, 3% ~93. 8% ., % L b —4F
M R B MORR BT AR 47. 2% ~T79. 1% (W3 2),
Jiti 25 )5 30 d. 3ok 56 25 70 11 06 A 5 ik [ e 20k Je it
FRZE OD #I 5 #360~1 080 mL+hm? &b F %t —
AE A R AR B 4% B OB RE M 8 B 1Y BR B AR A

41



MRy 2 & T R % A % 6

81. 6% ~100% , ff T [ 44 #£ 88. 2% ~ 100 % ; % OD #i 3 #360.540,720.1 080 mL«hm? &b P %
— AP A R A% R BRI 2 1 R B A — AR A R AR e B (RLRE L M e B MR M R
50. 7% ~100% , fif 5 B % #F 60. 026 ~ 100 % ; Xt B CHE SR O ) B R R B A5 S S e B 2
DL b —4F A 2L B A B RR B AAE 63. 6% ~91. 8%, SR HIFIE 720.1 080 mlehm?4bH 5 — Ff
S B RTE 71, 0% ~96. 2% (L3 3. 4), Xof FE B 1) A L] ) SR 7 R0 R e i R B AR 2 R Y
ERBEESNEREZW  EHF 15 d. B,

30 dL 3B 25 7] 11 %6 AR s ik o+ v 50 AR e R OR R

2 NYAEHEE-SHEMBPRR ODHHEFIS | DREALEKRHRAE
Table 2 Control effect survey of 11% rimsulfuron-haloxyfop-p-methl OD
to weeds in potato field after spraying for 15 days

) TR % LA PR v
Echinochloa Setaria viridis Chenopodium Amaranthus Polygonum e
i Total weeds
Vs ] crusgalli P. Beauv. P. Beauv album L. retroflexus L. bungeanum Turz.
Treatments WM/ Pia/% WEY BisU/Y% WEU O BEsU/Y WRBU BiRu/% BREBY B HREU B/ %
(#fem?) Control (ffem?) Control (ffem?) Control (ffem?) Control (fem?) Control (fem?) Control
Plants effect Plants effect Plants effect Plants effect Plants effect Plants effect
1 1.5 80.7 b 3.3 75.8 ¢ 40. 8 30.3d 15.5 55.4 d 1.8 61.3 b 62.8 417.2 e
2 0.3 97.2 a 0.5 95.8 b 30.5 48.1 ¢ 11.5 67.0 ¢ 0.8 80.4 ab 43.5 63.7 ¢
3 0 100.0 a 0 100.0 a 25.5 55.6 b 8.5 75.2'b 0.8 83.8 ab 34.8 70.4 b
! 0 100.0 a 0 100.0 a 21.0 64.5 a 1.3 87.8 a 0.3 93.8 a 25.5 79.1a
5 0 100.0 a 0 100.0 a 58.5 0e 35.3 0e 4.3 0c 98.0 18.1f
6 4.3 46.5 ¢ 7.3 42,4 d 26.5 53.6 b 9.8 72.4 b 0.8 82.5 ab 48.5 58.7 d
Jiti 24 Hif 8.3 14.0 57.8 35.5 4.3 119.8
Before
spraying
£33 NUNBHEE-SAEAMRRR ODEZHE d IR EHLE/RHIOAE
Table 3 Control effect survey of 11% rimsulfuron-haloxyfop-p-methl OD
to weeds in potato field after spraying for 30 days
HLHL TR H # BRI P M
Jo N
Echinochloa Setaria viridis Chenopodium Amaranthus Polygonum
Total weeds
b 3 crusgalli P, Beauv, P. Beauv album 1., retroflexus L. bungeanum Turz,
Treatments B/ BiR/% O WEU O BisU/% WEU BRRU% O BEY BiRUY% WEU B BBY BEU X%
(#*m?) Control (F+m?) Control (F+m?) Control ($em?) Control (F+m?) Control (#+m?) Control
Plants effect Plants effect Plants effect Plants effect Plants effect Plants effect
1 1.3 83.8 b 2.5 81.6 ¢ 28.8 50.7 d 9.8 71.5d 1.0 77.5 b 43.3 63.6 d
2 0.3 97.2 a 0.5 95.8 b 19.8 66.5 ¢ 5.0 85.7 ¢ 0.3 93.8 a 25.8 78.5 ¢
3 0 100.0 a 0 100.0 a 14.0 75.6 b 2.8 91.8 b 0.3 95.0 a 17.0 85.5 b
4 0 100.0 a 0 100.0 a 8.5 85.6 a 1.5 95.6 a 0 100.0 a 10.0 91.8 a
5 0 100.0 a 0 100.0 a 58.5 0e 35.3 0e 4.3 0c 98.0 18.1e
6 2.8 65.8 ¢ 5.3 58.5d 15.3 73.4 b 4.0 88.8 ¢ 0.3 95.0 a 27.5 76.6 ¢
Jite 245 i 8.3 14.0 57.8 35.5 4.3 119.8
Before
spraying
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Table 4 Fresh weight control effect survey of 11% rimsulfuron-haloxyfop-p-methl OD
to weeds in potato field after spraying for 30 days

A T P S e o
IR
Echinochloa Setaria viridis Chenopodium Amaranthus Polygonum
Total weeds
crusgalli P. Beauv. P. Beauv. album L. retroflexus L. bungeanum Turz,
e fif T fif 5/ fif 7 fif T fif fif
wE  wE WE @& A
Treatments o B % oo B % Wisk/ % Y Bis/ % Wi/ %
(gem?) . (gem?) . (gem?) . (gem?) . (gem?) . (gem™?) )
Control Control Control Control Control Control
Fresh Fresh Fresh Fresh Fresh Fresh
] effect } effect ] effect ) effect ) effect ) effect
weight weight weight weight weight weight
1 6.3 90.4 b 7.8 88.2 b 401. 8 60.0 d 152.2 80.8 d 5.1 82.2 b 573.2 71.0d
2 0.7 99.0 a 1.0 98.6 a 225.8 7.8 ¢ 66.1 91.6 ¢ 1.0 96.7 a 294. 4 85.1¢
3 0 100.0 a 0 100.0 a 125.1 87.7b 32.8 95.8 b 0.5 98.5 a 158.4 92.0 b
4 0 100.0 a 0 100.0 a 62.5 93.8 a 11.3 98.5 a 0 100.0 a 73.8 96.2 a
5 0 100.0 a 0 100.0 a 1011.9 0.4e 795.1 0.7e 28.2 2.6 ¢ 1835.2 7.3 e
6 16.7 74.3 ¢ 19.1 71.5 ¢ 209. 3 79.2 ¢ 54.3 93.0 be 0.9 96.8 a 300. 3 84.8 ¢
it 245 Hif 65.6 67.8 1015. 3 800.5 29.0 1978. 2
Before
spraying
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