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Screening of Some Soil-applied Herbicides for Medicago sativa L. cv. Zhaodong Field in Jiamusi
FU Chao, YIN Yan-li, HUANG Jia-xin, XUE Yong" et al
Abstract
[ Method ]| We studied the effects of six soil-applied herbicides on seedlings and weeds at branching period of Medicago sativa L.. [ Result] The

(College of Life Science, Jiamusi University,Jiamusi, Heilongjiang 154007 )
[ Objective ] The aim was to screen some soil-applied herbicides for Medicago sativa L. field in Jiamusi and their application method.

six soil-applied herbicides had inhibition or killing effect on broadleaf weeds, and also had certain control against Gramineous weeds. 75%
thifensulfuron-methyl suspension concentrate spraying after sowing and before seedling had no phytotoxicity to Medicago sativa L. , and 5% ima-
zethapyr water agent spraying after sowing and before seedling had light phytotoxicity. Both 75% thifensulfuron-methyl suspension concentrate and
5% imazethapyr water agent spraying after sowing and before seedling had small effect on the hay yield of Medicago sativa L.. [ Conclusion] Tt
is recommended that 75% thifensulfuron-methyl suspension concentrate spraying after sowing and before seedling is suitable for controlling weeds

in Medicago sativa L. field.

Key words Jiamusi; Medicago sativa L. cv. Zhaodong; Soil application; Herbicides; Screening
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Table 1 The application and dosage of tested herbicides
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Table 2 The seedlings and weeds at branching period of Medicago sativa L. treated by six Kkinds of herbicides
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Table 3 The hay yield of Medicago sativa L. treated by six kinds of herbicides kg/hm’
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