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L) 3% (Solanam nigrum L)W BR (Ahutilon theophrasti Mebic)FFF 8 (Polygonum convolvu-
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1 CLASSIC AR KB (19911992 4)
Table 1 Weed control sepectrum and control cfficiency for CLASSIC

& H FENA Bnt 2%
Weeds Grass weed Broad leaf weed
. . . X
me mrs o o wx  Booo mun B¥ oum oma TR gy
. Barn ttle Redroot __Euphor—__ 0" Butter Prickly " Beao—
&tiﬁgzu/ ha Ba 'lr'-'u!nl iaweed lamb Knot H night . I water “oL Tuulal
T grass - grass pew squarters weed shade pn‘nl culau radish in
reatment
BRBY R

Efficiency [79.5 85.5 84.3 100 100 74.6 50.0 28.6 49.0 100 100 100 61.9
CLASSIC 1S g i :

Bt 13:]

Soil trentment BB .
Efficiency for| 99.0 98.0 98.5 100 100 92.8 91.4 13.4 64.0 100 100 100 71.6
freshweight

BB
CLASSIC 20 Efficiency |39.8 100 77.0 100 100 74.6 17.0 47.7 0.0 0.0 100 100 58.0

FRTs: | for plant
Stem and #ipﬁﬁ

leaf treatmentEfficiency for| 83.8 100 93.1 100 100 85.5 17.1 29.3 66.1 16.5 100 100 74.5
freshweight *

M 2 AT ALt CLASSIC 8 Y BR B 3R 338 K T & A8 4% 75, 100m1 ai/ha fY
PRELECR , 3 Ab 78 5 900 Sk ATt R ad R A B 4 B Bl 008 2

FEZSJE , IR CLASSIC (5 F AR F I N2 WE] B 8 T 6 %,

2. CLASSIC gy Al & (3% 3

MNEFRNTTUE HZE M4 TR LI CLASSIC 20g ai/ha B iR 4F At A A< B} Ze B g
B2 TE 93 % ZE 5, MR W BEBS B AE T1% 845 . CLASSIC +IBALFENFLA 15— 20gai/ha B3
RAE T RA B R EGE T A 7E 85% WA b AIR M BB 7E 85 % 8 . PRI F AP 2
T A R & 3 B2 B9 B BR L SR .

3. CLASSIC #y1#s il 77 i

W FAEIRIG R U (R 1),CLASSIC HIEAL TR RUE L F 2Ent 438 L inj 7€ 1991 4+
PR F 6L N CLASSIC #2504 78 2 B - BB 00 F H 4 A0 38 L (3R f1)3A
CLASSIC B9 Tl 77 4 R AR 24 48 - 4B 0 R A B A0 0 A 50 i 58 L 1E%F T L0 W e B
BEHHBRR LA ZE 4T R B, R 2 HEAT HIRAL R,

4.CLASSIC 5HERERMIRA
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CLASSIC 3R R EMRH AR+ EE , JLERRTHT CLASSIC 5 Z Bk,
R ERSRNHBARE.

W32 5 TLLFE H CLASSIC 52 BRI Ab 38, #E 158+ 1225ml ai /ha R BT
BB, M RAR KBS EBIBCY 88. 3%, MM EY 84. 3% LA/ . CLASSIC 5l
i 1R I B AL FR LA 20g +240ml ai/ha S, X R AR BB B E A K 1005, X4 WA E By
AR L, SEMERBA, SHANET AN EHRBYE —2HRR.

CLASSIC S&#EHRA MR T RAERR AR REABRRENER . TEZE
B R BRI B, WA R 1991,1992 £ H T B L HUC T H 2R B IR T R 4%
RIER,

5. CLASSIC iy &2

HHEWRED, M HAEHGEE CH R RRAR, ERRETES, 20 LEE—
AARGHITHE, FRHHERENERTFALRE, B TARE, AT LA
CLASSIC E¥HEB THKEERERAERIER. ,

# 2 CLASSIC 5HEBRIMBEHE(1991—1992)

Table 2 Control weed efficiecy campare with another hebecides

AERKE B
Cereles weed Broad leaf weed
48 g mlai/ha T
Treatment BRB (%) SERBR (%) R (%) SR (%)
Efficiency Efficiency for Efficiency Efficiency for
for plant fresh weight for plant fresh weight
CLASSIC 30
EotabaE .
Stem and leaf 61.3 71.6 49.8 73.0
treatment
w75
Pursuit
EoHiha 100. 0 100. 0 85.9 96.0
Stem and leaf treatment
CLASSIC 40
S a8 (1991 4E) 79.7 74.6 22.2 31.6
Soil treatment
FE5ERA 1000

Trifluralin
A3 (1991 4E) 68.5 44.8 31.6 44.8
Soil treatment




25 A% . SR (CLASSIC) Bh R & LA B 52 147

£ 3 CLASSIC A9 I B (1991—1992)
Table 3 Applacation dosage of CLASSIC

RABHE PR N EE
Cereles weed Broad leaf weed
AbER g ml ai/h ‘
2 g m ai/ha BRETR(%) BRI BB (%) SEBACH)
Efficiency for Efficiency for Efficiency Efficiency for
plant fresh weight for plant fresh weight
CLASSIC 10
Tk 77.0 87.3 79.9 84.0
Soil treatment
CLASSIC 15
3] 84.3 98.5 61.9 71.6
Soil treatment
CLASSIC 20
bt 03 ’ 77.0 85.8 77.9 85. 8
Soil treatment
CLASSIC 10
En-bH 77.0 61. 4 63.9 66.8
Stem and leaf treatment
CLASSIC 20
En-4bm 77.0 93.1 58.0 74.5
Stem and leaf treatment ’
CLASSIC 30
E g3 ] 61.3 71.6 49.8 73.0

Stem and leaf treatment

#4 FFEWBANIET CLASSIC B5%
Table 4 Control weed efficiency of different application methods for CLASSIC

RAHH PRRHRE
ﬁ’-ﬂ 43 © ai/ha Grass weed Broad leaf weed
m
Year Treatmont W% BEBRGD  ABROD  SERRO
Efficiency Efficiency for Efficiency Efficiency for
for plant fresh weight for plant fresh weight
CLASSIC 20
X4 55.0 65. 2 35.9 70.8
Stem ang leaf treatment
1991
CLASSIC 20
bt 0035 79.7 74.6 22.2 31.6
Soil treatment ,
CLASSIC 20 .
E L g 77.0 93.1 58.0 74.5
Stem and leaf treatment
1992
CLASSIC 20
T imabe 77.0 85.8 77.9 85.8

Soil treatment
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# 5 CLASSIC 5L e BRETH iR A 0 BR BT B (1992— 1993)
Table 5 Weed control efficiency of CLASSIC with other hebicides
AAR I B B 2 BT
Grass weed Broad leaf weed
FE 4bE g ml ai/ha
Year Treatment BB (%) ST BA R (Y6 BEER (%) Y EHR (%)
Efficiency Efficicncy for Efficiency Efficicney for
for plant fresh weight for plant fresh weight
CLASSIC+Z F I Acetochlor
10+ 1250¢+) 46. 1 64.5 55.7 59. 8
Soil trcatment
CLASSIC+ZF & Acetochlor
15+1250(+) 61.8 88.3 71.8 84.3
Soil treatment
CLASSIC+Z ¥R Acctochlor
20+ 1250(+) 69. 1 45.0 67.9 77.0
Soil treatment
CLASSIC+ ¥ Nabu
104240 () 100 100 61.9 60.7
Stem and leaf treatment
1992
CLASSIC+ £ i Nabu
154240 (&) 84.8 97.1 67.9 60. 4
Stem and leaf treatment
CLASSIC+ & 3% Nabu
204240 (&) 100 100 91.9 94. 1
Stem and lcaf trcatment
CLASSIC 20 (3) 77.0 93.1 58. 0 74.5
Stem and lcaf treatment ' ) ) )
CLASSIC 20(£) 77.0 85. 8 77.9 85. 8
Soil treatment : . : :
CLASSIC+ ¥ R Trifluralin
541000(+) 50. 4 34.9 31.7 16.9
Soil Treatment
CLASSIC+ % ® Trifluralin
104-1000(1) 82.0 69.2 31.5 5.0
Soil Treatment
CLASSIC + UK A Trifturalin
1993 154 1000(4) 73.0 65.0 39.1 14.5
Soil Treatment
CLASSIC 10 (&)
Stem and leaf treatment 63.9 50.7 20.2 62.1
CLASSIC 20 (1) 79.7 74.6 22.2 31.6

Soil treatment
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# 6 CLASSIC ££4£01992)
Table 6 Safety of CLASSIC

W B Witk E KRR M=
Item Plant determination Characteres of field plant
& m wwem oy MR pmeo zEem wEn mew erEe SR
mE ai/ ha Plant  Leaf No. Fresh Plant Stem Pod number Grains lqo—md Yield
Treatment height  per plant weight height  thickness /plant /plant  weight (g) kg/mu
CLASSIC 20
B Lis] 35.8 6.4 36.3 57.9 0. 470 15.9 38.8 20.9 1215
Soil treatment -
CLASSIC 20 .
L4 38.0 7.1 37.0 62. 4 0. 445 15.0 34.1 22.6 106. 6
Stem and leaf treatmen
CLASSIC+ Z Rk
arer vl 3.1 7.5 453 63.0  0.483 161  39.2 225  130.7
Soil treatment
CLASSIC+£i3i%
Nabu .
154240 (Z5) 33.1 6. 4 33.7 54.2 0.481. 16.2 37.8 21.0 106. 3
Stem and leaf
treatment
™ aﬁﬁ%ﬁ:m‘ 37.8 7.4 46.3 57.5 0. 522 20.6 49.8 20. 4 145.3
CK (REED) 37.3 6.6 30.7 52.9 0. 363 8.2 18.7 23.8 51.3

WP R Y] CLASSIC AR EATIREH —FER . BHTFREXRSFH#
B B EEA O, MR IAh & CLASSIC BB FESEMFEREIRSL . B F CLASSICIS+ &
W 240 AR RXBRERRET BHES MR HEURTREFFREERRALRE
AUTRE,REROB T HRAWIRHNBEFERN, EHHFE—FRAMIT. & ELRR
AN CLASSIC EEK AR TN T REEARE LM, BB AR L8
H, BN UE R R BEETAE T L.

6. FRL HE L X MM N E K M B S S E M W% R SE . 7E CLAS-
SIC EERWMAE 40—80g/ma G F,MEH/PF K HE HEHLRABE.HY
FEEHEEX 120g/ha BT FHERE —EH .

& &

1.CLASSIC AN ELMBRER . MEMRR AEXSHEULRRTFNERE HE

N BB BE R, LR 15—20 3, 0 AbFE 20 7E, B AT ABBBUE BR .

2. E B ARA FHBRE. R MR, EREFETRERITURAE
U g135 0
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3. CLASSIC 5&4fi1§ 204240 ai/ha AL IR BB E R HN R —HBRFHK
PHBHENL L. :
A HFAMBREFHFAYREEZETEEWHNHNBBBE LI

EFFICIENCY OF CLASSIC FOR WEED CONTROL IN SOYBEAN FIELD
Hu Fan Fu Yingchun Piao Ying Piao Hengsan
(H edong jiang Agricultural Institute of I1AAS)

Abstract

Results study on weed control spectrum ,dose of application,time of application ,efficacy
of more with another horbicides and safety for CLASSIC were reported in this paper. The
results showed that the optimum results could be obtained with soil treatment of 15—20g/
ha and stem and leaf spraying of 20g/ha after emergence of seedlings. Control efficiency of
grass weed was 77% and broad leaf weed 50% for plants,and for fresh wwight was 85%
and 70% respectinely. Different methods of application were used according to soil moisture.
Soil treatemnt befor emergence of seedings and spraying on stem and leaf on two compound
leaf stage can be applied. The efficacy of CLASSIC 20g/ha + Napu 240 mi/ha was in-
creased. CLASSIC was good safety to soybean and crop of next year.

Key words CLASSIC;Dose;Treatment;Control efficiency ;Safety



