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Figure 1 Growth and decling curve of weeds in soybean field
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Table 1 Comprison of soybean yields on different weeding dates
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PRIAMRY STUDY ON TIIE CRITAL COMEPTITION
INDEX BETWEEN SOYBEAN AND WEED

Zhang Hongjin Zhang Xilin Yan Youjian
(Plont Protection Station of Nantong County, Jiangsu Province)
Abstract

Weed encroachment is one of the main factors that decrease soybean yield. This experimant
was conducted to compare the effectiveness of weeding time after soybean sowing for soybean
yield protection continual observation on the dynamics of weed growth in soybean fields was un-
dertaken. The result showed that there were two peak periods of weed emergence in soybean
fields in Nantong region and the two periods were 18~30 days and 37 ~ 48 days after soybean
sowing prespectively. The critical period of weed control was 18~ 30 days after soybean sowied.
The highest effectiveness of soybean yield protection was obtained with one weeding on this criti-
cal period. i
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