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Abstract Pot experiment was conducted to investigate the biological activity of 11 rice field herbicides against

Ludwigia prostrata. The results showed that when pyrazosulfuron-ethyl 10% WP or bensulfuron-methyl « pretila-

chlor 40% WP were used in pre-emergence of L. prostrata, the EDy, values for L. prostrata were 4.18 and 10. 30

g/hm’, respectively. When triafamone 19% SC or oxadiazon 120 g/L EC were used in 0—2 leaf stage, the EDy,

values for L. prostrata were 1.61 and 241.60 g/hm?, respectively. When fluroxypyr 200 g/L EC, florpyrauxifen-

benzyl 3% EC, penoxsulam 25 g/L OD or bispyribac-sodium 100 g/L SC were used in 2—4 leaf stage. the EDy,
values for L. prostrata were 7.31, 9.74, 11.83 and 28.96 g/hm’, respectively. When MCPA - bentazone 460 g/
L AS were used in 4—6 leaf stage, the EDy, value for L. prostrata was 117.73 g/hm*. The EDy, values of the test-

ed herbicides were lower than their recommended dose in the field, which proved that L. prostrata was sensitive

to these herbicides. Therefore, the herbicides could be used as candidates for controlling L. prostrata in produc-

tion.
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Table 1 Testing scheme of biological activity of 11 herbicides to Ludwigia prostrata
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Table 2  Biological activity of 11 herbicides to Ludwigia prostrata
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Comparison of the EDy, values and the recommended dose of 11 herbicides
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