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Comparison of the Efficacy of Sugar Beet Selective Herbicides in Conventional and
Minimum Tillage Systems
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Table 1. Mean of number and dry weight of weeds, root yield and sugar purity of sugar beet under influence of tillage systems and herbicides application.

Treatments by ylows § E Amaranthus retroflexus Anchusa sp. Eg?&g?g;“?a Sugar Beet
§ = Dry Dry Dry Root Sugar
Tillage rerticide i il FE pamem N gt SN g v yd e
Conventional: w 83395
Clopyralid 2400 57.3b 22.2b 55a 31.7a 35d 112¢ 28.6¢e 19.09 abc
Phenmedipham+Desmedipham+Ethofumesate 720 3.8e 1.70e 0.0d 0.0e 31.8¢ 11.4 ab 46.43c 19.4 abc
Triflusulfuron & Phenmedifam * 15 & 314 35.0c 7.40d 0.0d 0.0e 05e 05c 49.11¢c 20.11a
Metametron 2800 13e 1.00e 0.5d 0.92e 48.0a 12.7a 4732 ¢ 19.63 ab
Weedy Check - 55.0b 16.30 ¢ 55a 21.7¢ 39.0b 10.7b 19.05 f 20.03a
Minimum: Blos> (5,95 >
Clopyralid 2400 57.8b 16.7 ¢ 1.76 ¢c 18.7d 1.8de 04c 39.9d 18.4c
Phenmedipham+Desmedipham+Ethofomesate 720 05e 0.3e 0.0d 0.0e 0.0e 1.0c 62.2a 18.63 bc
Triflusulfuron and Phenmedifam * 15 &314 7.5d 20e 0.0d 0.0e 0.3e 0.02¢c 54.3b 19.34 abc
Metametron 2800 23e 0.5 0.5d 0.2e 05e 0.52¢c 62.6a 185¢
Weedy Check - 80.0a 27.0a 25b 23.9b 0.3e 0.6¢ 40.5d 19.2 abc
(P=0.05) 515 S8 b (5513 e sl 0 ga3T bl s ezl &5 e o3 O3 65 (il o s 48 a0 S0Le 0w 2 oo Bls 9z (3 s > dibusa] ¢
* Tank mixed application; ** In each column, means followed by at least one letter, have no significant differences at P=0.05.
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