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Field Efficacy of 20% Quintrione OD against Annual Weeds in Rice Transplanting Fields

ZHU De-tao  ( Anhui Haonianjing Crop Protection Co. , Ltd. , Hefei, Anhui 230000)

Abstract [ Objective | To study the control effect and dosage of a new herbicide 20% quinclorazone dispersible oil suspension on annual
weeds in rice transplanted fields. [ Method] A randomized block design was used to conduct field trials on the efficacy and safety of 20% quin-
olinone dispersible oil suspension against annual weeds in transplanted paddy fields in Dingyuan County, Anhui Province, in 2018. [ Result ]
20% quinclorazone dispersible oil suspension had good control effect on barnyard grass, broad-leaved weeds such as barnyard grass, duck
tongue grass with the dosage of 600-900 g/hm’. The control effect of plant and fresh weight on 30 days after one application was 92. 29% —
94.61% and 94.79%-96.50%. [ Conclusion] 20% Quinclorac dispersible oil suspension can be used to control annual weeds in rice trans-

planted fields at the recommended dosage.
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Table 1 Test design of pesticide
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Table 2 Plant control effect of 20% dichloroquinolone OD pesticide on

annual weed in rice transplanting fields at 15 d after trans-

planting %
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Note ; Different lowercase letters in the same column indicate significant
differences between different treatments ( P<0. 05) ; different capital
letters mean significant differences( P<0.01)
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Table 3 Plant control effect of 20% dichloroquinolone OD pesticide on

annual weed in rice transplanting fields at 30 d after trans-

planting %

s i A i
Treatment Barnyard ~ Monochoria vaginalis( Burm. f. ) + Total

reatment grass Lindernia procumbens grass
@ 86.05 c¢B 66.07 cC 78.83 bB
@) 98. 81 aA 80.78 bB 92.29 aA
® 99. 66 aA 86. 19 abAB 94.61 aA
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Note: Different lowercase letters in the same column indicate significant
differences between different treatments ( P<0. 05) ; different capital
letters mean significant differences( P<0.01)
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Table 4 Fresh weight control effect of 20% dichloroquinolone OD pes-

ticide on annual weed in rice transplanting fields at 30 d after

transplanting %
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Treatment  Barnyard grass Other weeds Total grass
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Note : Different lowercase letters in the same column indicate significant
differences between different treatments ( P<0. 05) ; different capital
letters mean significant differences(P<0.01)
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Fig.1 Rice yield after 20% dichloroquinolinone dispersible oil
suspension against annual weeds in rice transplanting

fields
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