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Table 1 Dose of each test agent Bk s Pry, 78 25 7 4 31 X it 25 BY 2% 5 Bk
B GRLZR X B s P 3278 25 57 4 38X 2 )5 g%
Treatments Variety Reagent Test ;Hgﬁ ( ;HE) .
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. s 7 HEFTXEEE. I Excel 2007 18, HHAE 3L 4 I b
el Ju-. ) B R 4 4, IE R H DPSv14. 10 48 dh B R 455
b ke men s e PRI RBTE B (DMRTOMAAT G AT
D4 FEH i 134 20 g+667 m™ 2 HiRk5abr
CKb2 25 [0 - 2.1 BAXLST#R
CKe2 AT s - 2 2 A, 45 AR E (D6) 1y B B 3 i &
D5 A 33 42 80 mL+667 m? A E] 59. 18 %0 . M =5 T B [« 41 55 (D1 . D3) Fil H 4
Ry F D PR RLAH (DS) M AT AL B 2 55 N B 2. PG
CKb3 25 FI% I8 - PS5 (D1, D3) Fi F 48 K B 40 (D5) 1 K 1 By 38084
CKe3 AT - i, R R AR E (D6) L B 3 5 D2 Ml D4 24 35 5|
D6 LA 34 MEARUERE 100 mL-667 m* AT
TR HE A X 45 G 24 b B (4 300 0 8¢ 45 5L (30
CKbA ZHX R - 45 d B RoWES) K B S R0 (D5) K )45
CKed A THRH i B AR & 30 d JHATEY L 28 2SR TS HLT
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Table 2 Variance analysis of control effect in 7 and 15 days of each treatment

7 d Bk 15 d B
i Control effect of 7 day/% Control effect of 15 day/%
Treatments
1 2 3 ¥{H Mean value 1 2 3 ¥1{H Mean value

D1 52.71 57.31 59. 42 56.48 aA 95. 40 100. 00 97.70 97.70 abA
D2 28.78 21.27 27.27 25.77 bB 51.93 43.01 60. 94 51.96 cB
D3 40. 21 55.71 70.51 55.48 aA 100. 00 100. 00 100. 00 100. 00 aA
D4 63. 36 53.17 33.33 49.95 aAB 51.92 59.27 65.91 59.03 cB
D5 59. 88 57.14 38. 27 51.76 aAB 94.91 91.96 97. 45 94.77 abA
D6 57.69 58. 90 60. 96 59.18 aA 73.41 89. 74 100. 00 87.72 bA
CKb - - - - - - -

T TR R /NG FBE 3R 45 A BT 2 57k M i 35 (P<C0. 01 5 i 35 (P<C0. 05) K-, R I,
Note: Different capital and lowercase letters indicate the significant difference among treatments at 0. 01 or 0. 05 level. The same be-

low.
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Table 3 Comparison of yield increasing

rate of each treatment

BEA5 xR BN T BR R =
poy:il
Yield increase compared Yield increase compared
Treatments
with blank control/%  with artificial weeding/ %
D1 —63.2 bcB —90.7 ¢C
D2 —89.3 ¢B —97.3%cC
D3 83.7 bcB —53.9 bB
D4 117. 0 beB —45.5 bB
D5 756.8 aA —1.2 aA
D6 306.3 bAB —32.3 bAB
CKb 0 beB
CKe - 0 aA
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Table 4 Comparison on the degree of
damage in different periods of different

application treatments

LI Z5 ) TAdZESY 15 dELSR
sk 2

Reagent 7-day 15-day

Treatments

for testing damage level  damage level
D1 By I - I 5 1.8 bB 2.4 aA
D2 T« fi] {7 2.2 bAB 1.5 bB
D3 K G- L5 2.0 bAB 1.1bB
D4 FEH - {3 2.2 bAB 0.3 cC
D5 P42 10K 255 A 2.0 bAB 0 cC
D6 I AR BE 3.2 aA 0 cC
CKb e POy 0 cC 0 cC
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Control Effect and Safety Evaluation of Post Seedling
Herbicides on Narrow Leaf Weeds in Setaria italica and

Panicum miliaceum L. Fields in Heilongjiang Province

LI He-peng,SHAOQO Shan-shan,YU Hong-tao.FU Qiang.YANG Xin-chun
(Suihua Branch of Heilongjiang Academy of Agricultural Sciences,Suihua 152052, China)

Abstract : In order to guide chemical weeding and save cost and increase income, herbicides and 4 varieties of Se-

taria italica and Panicum miliaceum L. was used as test materials to carry out field efficacy test. The results

showed that both 4% sulfamethoxamide dispersible oil suspension and 3. 6% disulfonate methyliodolone water

dispersible granule were not suitable for chemical weeding after seedling in millet field, but 3. 6% disulfonate

methyliodolone water dispersible granule could be considered to reduce weeding cost in millet field; The wee-

ding technology of methoxymidazol combined with resistant millet has obvious advantages, which is a potential

method to control weeds in Setaria italica and Panicum miliaceum L. fields in Heilongjiang Province.

Keywords: Setaria italica ; Panicum miliaceum L. ; safety evaluation of herbicides
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