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Table 1 Tested herbicide and dose
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Table 2 The Panicum miliaceum plant performance after herbicide application of different periods

itk FE I Plant performance

ab 7
Trentmente HZijE 5 d H#ijE 20 d M7k 40 d
After treatment 5 d After treatment 20 d After treatment 40 d
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Table 3 Control effect of different herbicides

on weeds in Panicum miliaceum L. field

Ab g KRB %% Control effect of plant/ %

Treatments 15 d 30d
57%2,4-D Tlig 84.7 a 72.3 b
62%2,4-D 53 [ig 76.2 b 64.6 ¢
48 Y5 K Ky 83.1a 71.5 b
15 Yo WE Wy fitf e 69.5 ¢ 57.8 ¢
38%05% 81.3 ab 80.4 a
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N A SRR R b 3 ) 22 S 25 (P<<0. 05), T[],
Note: Different lowercase letters indicate significant differ-

ence between treatments at 0. 05 level, the same below.
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Table 4 Effects on yield of different treatments
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Control Effect of Ten Kinds of Herbicides on Weed
in Panicum miliaceum L. Field

DONG Yang', LI Qing-quan', YAN Feng', JI Sheng-dong', LI Xu-ye’, WU Lin-lin®,

ZHOU Chao' ,ZHAO Suo'

(1. Qiqgihar Branch of Heilongjiang Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Qiqihar 161006 ,China;2. Animal Science

and Veterinary Medicine Branch , Heilongjiang Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Qigihar 161005, China; Com-

mercial crop of Agricultural Sciences, Harbin 15000, China)

Abstract; In order to screen out a safe and efficient herbicide for the treatment of post seedling stem and leaf of

millet, the effects of different herbicides on the main weeds in the field of millet were studied with Qishu No. 2

as the experimental material. The results showed that 38 % atrazine,57 % 2,4-D butyl EC,48% bentazone were

the best for controlling the weed during 4-5 leaf stage, 3 kinds of herbicides in dose were 5 250 g+hm*,

1 300 gehm?,3 400 g+ hm?® respectively, strain control effect of broomcorn millet field weeds was 80% or

more; Compared with spraying water contrast,yield-increasing effect was best by spray 38% atrazine with in-

crease rate of 44, 8% ,following 48% bentazone.

Keywords: Panicum miliaceum L. ; herbicide; weeds

SR U Y

x

56

e

X,



