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The Application Technology of Florpyrauxifen Control Weeds in Transplanted Rice Paddy
ZHU Youli, WU Xiaomei, HE Dongbing
(Plant Protection and Plant Quarantine Station of Zhenjiang City, Jiangsu Zhenjiang 212009, China)

Abstract: The control effects of florpyrauxifen on different species of weed and barnyardgrass with different leaf ages
were compared and the synergism effect of the two auxiliaries were clarified through the field efficacy trials. The results
showed that the control effect on darnyardgrass, duck tongue grass, ammannia baccifera, Lindernia procumbens,
Aeschynomene indica L. and Alternanthera Philoxeroides was better by sprayed 600-1 200 mL/hm? of florpyrauxifen 3%
EC at 25 d after transplanting of rice. The plant control effect and fresh weight control effect of florpyrauxifen +
cyhalofop-butyl on barnyardgrass by sprayed at 40 d after transplanting of rice was 14.7% and 6.6% lower than that of 25 d
after transplanting. The control effect of 25% reduction in florpyrauxifen + cyhalofop-butyl on weeds was not reduced, or
the control effect was increased by 2.11%-16.38% under normal dosage of florpyrauxifen + cyhalofop-buty when synergist
was added during florpyrauxifen + cyhalofop-butyl application, compared with the herbicide used alone. The above results
suggested that the florpyrauxifen 3% EC and 1 500 mL/hm? cyhalofop-butyl 10% EC were mixed with synergist "ji jian"
(105 mL/hm?) , then was applied with spraying-water 225-450 mL/hm? by self-propelled boom sprayer or knapsack electric
sprayer at 20-35 d after transplanting of rice.
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