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BE X OMBRENM 7T MEFES T RENHENE . SRER REM JIArhE B 285 B3I SMEHE
SRR ER, 25 20 d ALY 88.66% ~99.10% ;245 7 4, BEF | SR ERIEPIRE LCo N 106.67 mg/L,
RABMESHREFN, B EFERNARBE(LAEE . S HBEAMNAEE AT AEFARBRETEA,
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IR BEP AR B R A BT IR AR
hESES:S451.23 ERERIAED A

B PERN G Ak ot BT o o T AR 2 A A B BN
HRMHH BRI —, BEIFRFRER E LA
EWRBFAFRE, HEIT LKA MM RE, BA
SRREITMREMSRI . L2 2 R R,
SRR T Z /X + 2 A B T EOR 2
BEHET SN, ERFEREHR L L, F
HIFMRE .  BAREGE, T MEITRESR 55
2 des 62 M), B g1 #IY . HEBRE EK
FE BB RBH N1 A Sy, B TR,
—EERE R RS ER, T — 2S£ R4 E D
R3S BT A KBS, R A LR,
BIEVERR T3 E AR M R ZS M T4 E, R/
RO E . B B R 40 B 5, 5 JLAF SRR B B3t
AHBFERREZSE . BN—BRBATRERN T
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1.1 BiAEH

(1) 8 .¢(2,4-DTEE) =72%3LM,w(2,4-D
BHEL) = 80% IR MY, o (REH BE) = 10% 7K, ¢ (F ik
) = 48% K, w (FME ) = S0% AT IR HEM N, o
(BER)=12.5%FM, w(BEE) = 50% i B4
), w(PTHERIE) = 80% Al BHEM F, o (A EHK) =
48% FLH . :

(2) %A . 2,4-DTEE+EHB(A);2,4-D T B
+ IR (B);2,4-D THEE + #PEL%(C);2,4-D T
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B+ BER(D);EH15;BIF 25, /Y35 &
H1~3 5 HHmREMFERBERENTHA
) b 491 42 BT A
1.2 REHE
(1) FEHANFE  EFE-RKREEKFASEENE
PR ar A TADNK B/ ERA KR 3 ol , B/NK
WIS & 0.1 m®, TT40 8 15 B 4 25 9 IF 8, 358 667
m’ BEZGK 30 LI B IEZY, 25 /5 10 f1 20 d &
BRVAZCR . M HBMMER | SERGHEE, 75T
W2y 5 7.14.21 128 d £ VA% 1 K, TR S By
2.
() B Berh R Brh R4 2R A% . FER(D).
3) ¥ 1 FmEEE N | EFE SR
AR -, FEAGETAR | K
KR 3AARA, BPRANE S 0B FK CK.
50.67.100 F1 200 mg/L ¥ 1 5 . F/NX 1 m?, BHL
HEF B /NKARRE 0.1 m?, BEHENHHRB,RE
WiZh #4667 m® BT 30 L 2Rit . &5 7 d A
RIETWIER, TERBR(AR D, HHEERREL
HHLERE, R SAS BT IR B EEED, R ik % h
FIH AR y=a+bx Ml LCs.
WAR (%) = (BRI R 3 - A EE 50/

5 AT B % 100 . (1)
()33 1 SHRMAEELRRD | EE PSR
ARKEBRMETE, 2R 3ANXA,EIMRARNE S
AKX, BEZGRTE /MK EE 0.1 m® R, FE S NE
kA8 AR 05 F 3WCS - 08 B R A I F R 2h,
667 m* MIZHIK 30 Lit, 25 F2#E 7.14.21
28 dBEATRCR A, T IR R (AR 1) R BA R

EHB N (1944~ ), B, & 4045
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BIE B R (%) = (ALBEWER 2R + X BRBIR #4)
/(100 + X+ BB 2 ) x 100. (2)
B)EF 1 FANAFEREGEEHETRE . 2HH
356.178.118.6 F1 89 mg/L B EEIF 1 SXHEEM &
BEHITEN B EAE, 255 10 # 20 d B W #
THELE MEAKRBTHAERKSATZE AR

2.1 BREFXEEEHRBRAMENER

Ze%F 9 o R BN B AR 0 25 0 I 2, B B AR
HEFACRRIE R A R EE 2= H BB A R,
BB R WA —E R, TH B bR 7 N 5 5 SO
AEHE(E ).

F1 9 FMBRERREER B BRRR (199803, #1)
Tab. 1 The control effects of 9 herbicides against pink woodsorrel
L] s 10d #iE20d
4b3 o/(mgrL71) L Fif VR Bh 3K & S RIER: S B 3L
HE L /% /% L /% /%
B 2L 1000 304 81 73.36 73.82 12 96.05 96.37
igde 1 600 317 279 11.99 13.50 214 32.49 37.89
PO R 1 600 292 135 55.77 54.56 36 87.67 88.66
2,4-D T B4 1 600 331 274 17.22 18.64 203 38.67 43.58
ENEY 1 000 257 116 54.86 55.63 12 95.33 95.70
FSUY/N 2 400 372 369 0.81 2.51 266 28.49 34.21
FhEH 1250 351 347 1.14 2.83 295 15.95 22.68
EER 312.5 329 202 38.60 39.65 - 113 65.65 68.40
BEH 480 254 251 1.18 2.87 248 2.76 10.54
CK 345 350 -1.74 / 375 -8.70 /

2.2 EHBPREBELER

¥ o =10% i) B H 55 5% B L 250,200,150,
120 1 100 FE5 ¥k B, XT 4R EE B T M E B F AL 3, 24
Jo 28 d VB ik 85.80% ~ 100.00% ,7E 14 d A, Ff
A AL BB B AR AE 83.05% LA b, 1 BA T H B Xt 45
EBERARBMAEEEGR?2).

F2 EHBEIREENBRBR (199803, M)
Tab. 2 The control effects of glyphosate against pink woodsorrel

P B 18 n OR/%
74d 14d 21d 28 d
250 &% 78.10 83.05 84.75 85.80
200 1% 85.93 93.59 96.52 98.64
150 & 94.49 96.98 97.27 99.48
120 £ 98.97 100.00 100.00 100.00
100 1% 95.28 97.73 98.35 99.57

2.3 SEREFBRREEEYR
2,4 - DRI SEHBE KRB FPESREER
RAAKE S 2 SB35 5647 By b 5 4 & 25 3%

RE, 25 10 d OB TE 47.27% ~98.73% , K5
EHBMEERBERBERS N 91.18%
98.75% , R BB RRFAE20d UL, MEH 20d)5
Bisk TR, (X 74.25%, 53 2 51 3 SR8 H
93.63% %1 99.10% (3% 3).
2.4 E1SIEESEHNMNELR

LM E , 3T 1 SIMEEREN LCxH 106.67 meg/L,
FHE | SWHREERARRMEE(FRY.
2.5 1 SIEEENHBER

BrI 1 SR B H MR o = 50 ~ 200 mg/L 5K
HITME (EHLE), AEER74dEE 1R, 34
K.ERBR,LGETdHHEREARBTMRE,E
B d2ZEREEZRBRERZEWE /N, 25)5 21 d,
FR50 my/L 5SHEREFEINRE R, 67 ~ 200
mg/L 2 [B) B R B RAL T 8] — K7, B 28 d, B IAOR
BT 91.09% A b, R\EIF | SERKEN RIS
A, (H BE & AL R AT [A] 1) ZE K, IS Uk Bt B H ik B
R HR(ES).
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x3 24 DREBFPRIMBEEYR
Tab. 3 The control effects of 2,4 ~ D and its mixtures against pink woodsorrel

(199803, M)

Lz i 10d ZijE 204d
gz o/(mg'L™1) kR FiE TR # B A% i PR Bk
LI g /% /% mHE /% /%
A 2800 395 5 98.73 98.75 2 99.49 99.53
B 4200 362 124 65.75 66.34 208 42.54 47.14
o 3050 356 191 46 .35 47.27 108 69.66 72.09
D 2112.5 368 33 91.03 91.18 103 72.01 74.25
2,4-D 1800 395 208 47 .34 48.24 171 56.71 60.17
B2 5 50 203 6 97.04 97.09 2 99.02 99.10
HEE3E 100 202 27 86.63 86.86 14 93.07 93.63
CK(3E7K) 345 351 -1.74 / 375 -8.70 /
x4 EIF 1 SHREESHUEER (199804, M)
Tab. 4 The assay results of caoping ~ 1 against pink woodsorrel
o iR 4 %E7d
p/(mgL77) JOB - m?) WA 8 ) WiB R/ % y=atbs
200 4490 653 85.34
100 4277 2010 53.15 y=-3.5314+4.2067x
67 4 470 3427 23.38 r=0.9900
50 4153 3 863 6.91 LCs = 106.672 0 mg/L
CK 3977 4017 -0.92
5 EF1SHAEENHBRER (199803 ~ 199804, " )
Tab. 5 The control effects of caoping — 1 against pink woodorrel
9 BT R HIEBIRBR %
p/ (mgr L") ) 7d 14d 214d 28 d
0(CK) 3977 -0.92 -0.712 1.33 1.98
50 4153 6.91d 62.68b 75.23b 91.09¢
67 4 470 23.38¢c 72.51ab 95.66a 98.47ab
100 4277 53.15b 73.52ab 93.18a 94.98b
200 4 490 85.34ae 88.07a 97 .46a 99.27a
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26 EF 1 SHBHEMASEAENIEER HIBEE, H/NBEZED) TR o m 28T L2
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EH . RUEF 1 SHXPHEFERZLEE, 7 FARENATHRELTEER  BMENES

AT XRELFM EPRREE RSB BT B, — M2 W A THRER, R TRUE, i
3 it ’ HECRME | FAMLR WX Fh 22 BB 2B iR i

WAl . ABE N S A I 2 R B T AT 0% 1, 8
B T — 2wt 4R LA B B IR R A B 2 A &
BHIREN FF T AN E TS MHES Y
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R KA BERT B B A T

—  HRHREFRAADFEEFTHEKER, X
FERENCEAEN BRI EES, ERTRE
FERSMRMINEE, AR EEFETHAME . 1 TH
HEE M L ORI A TS A BB A

PEAT AR HE T B R, DA TG A D 4 B X R 3 1
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P2, EACA B0 2 ok 3 315 L P9 , 3o 20 47 240 AR I

BEMGE, 3 ot B S8, B (1)
BB AR TS ZERIIT B AR, R A — B I

3.4 ARBTIAEFFET S By Shays (2]
BN R B 1Y FE B A R A, B BEAT 1 SR
Ve, 2 B0 T R B T T 20, 18 B R ) A 32
K, FI B A AUR 932 S B /0, BME K % 3%
P00 T B IR A T 7 WG B S A BRI AR B9
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Studies on Chemical Control of Pink Woodsorrel
( Oxalis corymbosa DC.) in City

HUANG Bing-giu, LUO Jian-jun, WANG Xiao-yi, ZHOU Xiao-mei, ZHANG Yu-ping
(College of Natural Resources & Environment, South China Agric. Univ., Guangzhou 510642, China)

Abstract: Bioactivities of 9 herbicides and 7 admixtures against pink woodsorrel ( Oxalis corymbosa DC. ) in city lawm,
were systemically determined. The results indicated that metribuzin, atrazine, caoping-2, caoping-3, and glyphosate had
high control effectiveness against pink woodsorrel. The control effects were 88.66% ~ 99.10% in the 20th day after
treatment. The LCs of caoping-1 against pink woodsorrel was 106.67 mg/L on the 7th day after treatment, which showed
high activity of removing weeds, and safety to lawn grass. The glyphosate had better effect against pink woodsorrel, but
the growth of lawn grass were also inhibited to varying degrees at the concentrations used in the experiment.

Key words: lawn; pink woodsorrel; herbicide; effect of control
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