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Prevention Effect of Different Herbicides on Weeds
Amygdalus pcdunculata Nursery

XU Xin-qiao, LIU Jun-xiang
(Research Institute of Forestry, Chinese Academy of Forestry, Key Laboratory of Tree Breeding and Cultivation,

State Forestry Administration, Beijing 100091, China)

Abstract; Ten kinds of herbicide with different concentrations were sprayed on the stems and leaves of weeds in a
one-year-old Amygdalus pcdunculata nursery. The results showed that the Chenopodiaceae and Poaceae weeds domi-
nated in the nursery, and all the treatments had effect in controlling Chenopodiaceae weeds, while the treatment
with the formula of 14% benazolin, 10. 8% haloxyfop, 12.5% sethoxydim, 48% basagran, 10. 8% haloxylop +
48% basagran, 12.5% sethoxydim +48% bentazone and 50% isoproturon had better effect in controlling Poaceae
weeds. The herbicide-controlling spectrum of 50% isoproturon was the widest, and the 48% bentazone and 12.5%
sethoxydim +48% bentazone treatment had the highest efficiency in weeds prevention, but both of them made seri-
ous damage on A. pcdunculata seedlings. The prevention efficiencies of 10. 8% haloxyfop and 12. 5% sethoxydim
were 68% and 56% under high concentration treatment, and the A. pcdunculata did not represent injury symptoms,
so they are suitable for weed prevention in the nursery of A. pcdunculata.
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50% SR IR (0.150) 48 = 29
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1 : 2R} ( Chenopodiaceae) , RAF} (Poaceae ) , $ill JLZE ( Cirsium setosum ( willd. ) MB. ) , % X%\ ( Buglossoides arvense(L. )1, M. Johnst) , 7K ( Po-
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