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Table 1 Weed— control effect of plant and fresh weight with Radiant—S 6. 5% EC in soybean field
/ (%) " " Weed— control effect of plant/ fresh weight (%) "~
T reatment Soybean
reatmen - !
(ml/ hm2) Barnyard  Bottle— T otal of Bacon Willowleaf  Red ot Blac kn Crested Convolwl  Total of . vield
mV hm . . . K atekno- broad-leaf (ke/ hm?)
grass grass Grass weed knotweed  pigweed ightshade elsholtzia g hm
tweed weed
o 00 Gss 6792 e/88 9289 9797 91/89  86/89  100/100  100/100 92791 2408
Radiant— S
1650
. 73/95 1007 100 75/ 95 92/ 99 97/ 98 91/ 94 93/ 94 1007 100 10/ 100 93/ % 2494
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. V 56/1544 3/30 59/ 1574 13/292 21/294 34/905 14/ 144 5/ 45 4/6 91/ 1686 1225
Untreated
*, ¢ /m?y/ (g/ m?); *:

*

: Weed plants and fresh weight in untreated plot (plants’ m?) / (g/ m2); * *.

Data in the table are mean value of two years.
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Abstract The field trial results showed that Radiant— S could effectively control the grasses and broadleaf

weeds in spring soybean field. The optium application timing was at 2nd trifoliate—leaf stage of soybean, 3—5
leaves of grass weeds and 3— 7 em high of broadleaf weeds. The suitable dosage was Radiant—S 1650— 1800ml/

hm’. These dosages were safe to spring soy bean.
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