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Efficacy evaluation of new registered herbicidelltima (nicosulfuron + rimsulfuron)
compared with corn common herbicides in Kermanshah

Peyman SabétiEskandar Zarfd Mozhgan VeidiMohsen Rivantl
1Agricultural and Natural Resources Research Centikeohanshah, IraffWeed Research Department, Plant Protection,
Tehran, Iran.

Abstract

Continuous application of currently registered @des in Iran caused changing weed flora, poortrotimg, and
evolution of some herbicide resistant weed biotyddss necessitates the introduction of some otteav herbicide
options with different modes of action. In this dgufield experiments were conducted at Mahidashticgtural
Research Station in Kermanshah Province to evalagsl control and maize response to newly relehsenicides
amicarbazone, nicosulfuron plus rimsulfuron, rimistdn, nicosulfuron, and foramsulfuron comparingatoazine plus
allachlor, 2,4-D plus MCPA, and EPTC as refererteadard herbicides. A weed-free check was alswded in the
experiment. The experiment was conducted in a nanokxl completely block design with four replicagorResults
indicated that nicosulfuron plus rimsulfuron at Ig7ba could satisfactorily control broadleaved graks weeds.
Keywords: maize, weed, Nicosulfuron, Rimsulfuron.
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