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Table 1. Application time and rates of herbicides tested in the field of Salvia
miltiorrhiza Bge.

o Active ingredient Application rate Application
Herbicide Group ) o
& formulation (ml,g/10a) timing(DAT)

. . . 300ml/100 L

Ethafluralin Denitroaniline 35%, EC 600m/100 L 0
Dimethenamid—P Chloroacetanilide + 300ml/100L

. . . . 50%, EC 0
+Pendimethalin Denitroaniline 600ml/100 L
. 100g/100 L

Linuron Urea 50%, WP 200¢/100 L 0
. . 300g/120L

Napropamide Amide 50%, WP 6002/120 L 0

EC: Emulsifiable Concentrate WP : Wettable Powder

Table 2. Effect of herbicide application on weed control at days after transplanting

Weed dzvneseig‘zf it (No/n®)  efficacs(3)  Symp

. weig o./m efficacy(% v

Herbicide species (No./m") tom
20DAT  40DAT 20DAT 40DAT 20DAT 40DAT

X1 ds ca 6.7 8.0 0.09 0.71 98 98 W

Ethafluralin
%9 a.p 0.05 26 0.0l 1.65 99 99 M
Dimetheramid—p <1 c.b 2.7 5.3 0.02 067 98 99 M
+Pendimethalin o c.b 0.5 0.3 001 0.0l 99 99 S
X1 ds ca 4 4 0.03 0.33 98 95 N
Linuron
X9 d.s 0.5 1 0.01 0.11 99 99 N
X1 ¢b, ea 133 173 239 6.9 61 94 W
Napropamide
X9 c.b 10.7 3.3 1.1 5.5 82 95 M
Control - 8'2’ a8 373 547 62 125 - - -

* Life cycle

— Annual : Acapylpha australis(a.a), Digitaria sanguinalis L.(d.s), Chenopodium album L.(c.a),
Portulaca oleracea L(p.o)., Persicaria hydropoper(L.) Spach(p.h)

— Biennial : Capsella bursa—pastoris(L.) Medik(c.b),Erigeron annuus (L) Pers.(e.a)

— Perennial : Ixeris dentata(Thub.) Nakai.(i.d) ,Artemisia princeps Pamp.(a.p)

* Crop Injury : Inhibition of Growth — Strong(S), Moderate(M), Weak(W), No symptom(N)

Dimethenamid—P + Dimethenamid—P +

Control Linuron(x2, 40DAT) i . i .
Pendimethalin(><2, 40DAT) | Pendimethalin(<2, 40DAT)

Fig 1. Field evaluation of weeding effect and crop injury observed in Salvia

miltiorrhiza Bee. at days after transplanting
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