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Sensitivity of Soybean to Herbicide Glufosinate
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Abstract: The sensitivity of soybean Dongnong 50 to herbicide glufosinate was analyzed. The results showed that leaves be-
came withered and yellow after treated with 50 mg + L™ glufosinate for three days. The effect of herbicide phytotoxicity in-
creased with concentration increase. The sensitivity of soybean plants to glufosmate was different, new leaves and cotyledon
were more sensitive to glufosinate than stem. Spraying with 75 mg - L' glufosinate over the whole plant showed significant

phytotoxicity , which was easy to be observed with duplicate spray.
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Fig. 1 Sensitivity of soybean to glufosinate in different concentrations
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Fig.3 Spraying of the herbicide glufosinate at different concentration over whole plant
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