LZHRMFIEE, J. Anhui Agric. Sci. 2018,46(25) ;137-138,140

57 R 7 71 B 50 x4 B 24 AR B R S O I RO 5

W, REE AR R, TEEE, T o RS b 1 201611)

WE [A0] AAZIHH RN GEAN N R ZERG IS 0 A AHREL SSRGS, [Fi&] 4R 2
W BERR A BAS AFWEGRIR, [SR] S F R AR R EA 0GR FROREAT, )5 14 030 d 248 35 5k F ok 2t fo bt
TR 5% A L FHIAK, [ 48] ZHF R 2R 3E R T AT 40 £ 38 31 A R BAF 0 4 F 3 Kot ) A Ride ¥,

K R UG AW A TR
hE RS S451 XHERFRIZAD A XEHS 0517-6611(2018)25-0137-02

Study on the Control Effect of Herbicide Rinskor on Weed in Mechanical Direct-seeding Rice Field
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Abstract
Songjiang” s family farms and its safety to paddy rice. [ Method]The control effect of different dosage of Rinskor on weeds at different leaf ages

(Songjiang Agricultural Technology and Extension Center of Shanghai, Shanghai
[ Objective | To study the control effect and using technology of herbicide Rinskor on weeds in mechanical direct-seeding rice field in

was contrasted. [ Result]The herbicidal effect of Rinskor at higher dosage was better and last long. The control effect per plant and control effect
on fresh weight on all kinds of weeds after medication 14 and 30 d were all above 95%. [ Conclusion | Rinskor herbicide could control weeds for

a long time under the conditions of soil closure.

Key words Rinskor;Mechanical direct-seeding; Weeds in paddy field ; Control effect

2007 4L, IR X 7F 42 [ 2k R AL 475 1Y)
WERELRY  JFER B RER G R R T HEdk - FhR
ZERTHUR—IK REER G KR Gt ZAEM R R
28 2017 4E AT IX 5 8 4 3 26 5 T R 1 42 X8 T BRI
95% ., , B 1 LB 7 S JiB A B BRI A0 36 I3 B e 1
RAFRCR , I 4E 2013 A se—5- S0 v gl 51 S sl & 1)
P Rz —

FAYTIX N 2010 45 FF 4 & i K Rk &AL AL 7 B # H2
A UTAEAC T HE ), 2017 4E- 4 X AL EL#E I AL 0. 832 J7 hm?,
di KRR S TR 81.47% , ERIFMTIX 204 170 4085
TELFEHUE A, 3 KR X S AT o) K
KRR AR IX ()

SR T BB K R AR E, L) B R A
o 2F % ARG b, HH () 2% 8 AR R SRR )20 sk 4 A 5 /K R
H L PRI 2 B B R AR T W T LR I
e TR X FREAR A MO RE T KI5 2 R e - B4 A
AT (12%: B ) (et 385 5e ik (30% KB - TN R )
(T B IR A3 P 2T B %5 PR AR R Ta vk
T, 1 UG 22U R ZE R IR A AT AR
Ay HEPT LR T 4 7 ) Bk i 28 S, AL g8 250 Ab B 7
(UNREAS T4 55) 7R 5B 43 H He ke LUBUAS: R AR BRSUR , 7
FEGRE HHB R ZE A BRI VR A T AR BRI B 4 245 59) , [R] A
Pt 2 AL BR R AR AR IR . B T 2016 4FXTF R T
BRI RELF TR AR, 45 50 & B R W R R 9 eV E R
HI A% 24 i, 2505 14 7120 d SPRREE | T4 1 K 3
S8 R BRI T B R A 95% LA I, £kl 20~30 d
AT 2L REE RITRL 2 5 B B[] FH 24 s 3 XA [ 5
B2 BB R AR T RN R ik

EEEN whF(1979—), 8, LA, GERRET, ML, AFRL
AR AR BT

i AE  2018-04-10

1 #R5HE

1.1 ##l

L1 b, /KRS CRIAS) S b A 1018 345 7
WL NEE

L12 fEK255, RITRER S GF-3026 (3 [ P [K £5 RA
) 5100 o/ L SRR (T4) (SEEM RS ARA ) .

L1.3 . LR RERBII% &5 (WBD-16A B FEhR
FHUA R A o

L2 fmAE RG0S T WS AT . AR K
T 2 B 4 S TR S B 3 B FHE AN [ i ) B i & 3~ 4b
LR ES , ARFRO B ALY 686. 7 m®, A FEQ) AL
1073.4 m* AbBH@H B i AL 713.4 m®, 28 (4 B (CK) |
BRTAR 150. 0 m®, 4540 FHZG Al A s L3 1,

F1 BABREFBGENERTE

Table 1 The dosage and usage method of herbicides in each treatment
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Table 2 The control effect of herbicide Rinskor on weeds in each treatment after medication 14 d
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Table 3 The plant control effect of herbicide Rinskor on weeds in each treatment after medication 30 d
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Table 4 The control effect on fresh weight of herbicide Rinskor on weeds in each treatment after medication 30 d
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Fig.1 Contact toxicity comparative of three kinds of plant ex-
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tracts on corn leaf aphid
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