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Application of imazethapyr herbicide in soybean dgrown
after rice in dry season were conducted during December 18580 40
April 1991 at Tambol Tong Tom,Amphoe Sanpatong,Chiang Mai province,
in clay soil pH 6.5 and 1.8 percent of organic matter. The
design of the experiment was split plot with 3 replications at
plot size 5 ¥ % sq.m. Recommended variety of Doi Kam were used.
Main plot treatments were straw cut,straw left and straw burned and

4 methods of weed control were on sub plot which were imazethapyr?



[ Pursuit : ( + y-F—ethyl—1-2—( 4-methyl-5-oxo-2-imidazolin-2y1 )
nicotinic acid 1 at 100 125 and 150 € (a.i.)/ha and weedy
check. Herbicide were applied as postemergence to soybean at 12
days after planting with knapsack sprayer in the spray volume 500
L/ha. Weed control level, crop phytotoxicity, vyleld and yield
components of soybean were record after herbicide application.
The result of experiment revealed that Iimazethapyr at. 100, 125
and 150 § ( a.i.)/ha in straw burned plot provided good effective

control of annual grass weeds ( Setaria geniculata, Eleusine

indica, BEchinochloa colonum, and Chloris barbata ) whereas

slight control of broad-leaves weeds ( Eclipta alba, Physalis

minima, Heliotropium indicum, and Jussiaea linifolia ) and

could not control of sedges (Cyperus lotundus, and Cyperus iriaj.

However, soybean were slightly injuried from imazethapyr.

The average ylelds of soybean obtained from imazethapyr
at 100 125 and 150 € ( a.i.)/ha in straw burned plot marked
higher than that obtained from straw cut, straw left, and weedy
check. The average yleld of soybean from imazethapyr at 150 ¢
(a.t.)/ha and weedy check in straw burned plots were 1324.5 kg/ha
and 1097.2 kg/ha respectively. In case of this, significant
effect on yield was found. Comparing imazethapyr at is0 ¢
(a.i.)/ha provied better yileld than weedy check at 20.72 percent.
The average yvield obtained from iOO and 126 & { a.l.)/ha in

straw burned were 1189.3 kg/ha and 1135.75 kg/ha respectively.



