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Table 1. Percent decrease of the density of maltajute, cleome, malva, bindweed, nutsedge and total weeds compared to the weedy in
herbicide treatments check (mean of 2007 and 2008)
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Herbicide treatments A ke gla ey (kg ai ha) weeds
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Means, in each column and for each factor, followed by at least one letter in common are not significantly different at the 5% probability level.
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Table 2. Percent decrease of the dry weight of maltajute, cleome, malva, bindweed, nutsedge and total weeds, compared to the weeds in
herbicide treatments check (mean of 2007 and 2008)
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Means, in each column and for each factor, followed by at least one letter in common are not significantly different at the 5% probability level.
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Table 3. Effect of herbicide treatments on phytotoxicity, corn height and percent
increase of corn height compared to the weedy check (mean of 2007 and 2008)

Ol e TS G Pl Ao
il
CWJ‘
Rate Phytotoxicity Corn Percent
(kg aiha™) height increase
(cm) of corn
. i height
Herbicide treatments A e o leg (%)
Metribuzin PPI sl iy s 6 0.35 1.5 192 0
Metribuzin PPI Bl Gy e e 0.52 15.0 211 6
Metribuzin PRE 90 S s 6 0.35 0 195 0
Metribuzin PRE I S s e 0.52 0 205 3
Metribuzin POST 3 o R S 0.35 0 203 2
Metribuzin POST 30 o R S 0.52 0 203 2
Atrazine + Metribuzin PPI S i st olST 0.6+ 0.175 0 197 0
Atrazine + Metribuzin PRE S e e Gt oS5T 0.6 +0.175 0 195 0
Atrazine + Metribuzin POST 555 o= o2z s+ 0357 0.6 +0.175 0 195 0
Nicosulfuron 0358 3 oS5 0.08 0 195 0
Atrazine + Alachlor AT+ 50T 12419 0 204 2
Weedy check S e baals - 0 199 0
Weed free check Jp e O dals - 0 191 0

.JJ)UJ,{::VA[{-La)ébJLJ:-'ch.«J)Ls)bhj'.ulenwsﬁdfﬁlé‘)‘;ﬁ\-b—Jﬁbﬁélﬁjbyﬁjéfﬁuﬁ\:ﬁ
Means, in each column and for each factor, followed by at least one letter in common are not significantly different at the 5%

probability level.
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Table 4. Effect of herbicide treatments on 100 grain weight, grain yield, percent
increase of 100 grain weight and grain yield of corn compared to the weedy check

(mean of 2007 and 2008)

Ol Gl e 09 BV &ls }Jg.a& Ao ys
il N Ul
KT) als s Shee
PHE <yd
Rate 100 grain  Percent Grain Percent
(kg ai ha™) weight  increase yield increase
(2) of 100 (tha™) of grain
grain yield (%)
. ) weight

Herbicide treatments oS e glasleg (%)
Metribuzin PPI sl i e 0.35 20.1 8bc 1.628f 17g
Metribuzin PPI sl i S s e 0.52 20.3 9bc 1.630f 17g
Metribuzin PRE 8 S e S e 0.35 20.8 12a 1.808de 30e
Metribuzin PRE I e i S 0.52 20 8bc 1.834d 32d
Metribuzin POST I o R S e 0.35 20.6 11ab 2.003b 44b
Metribuzin POST I o I S 0.52 19.5 Sed 2.090a 50a
Atrazine + Metribuzin PP~ < (i s s+ 2357 0.6+0.175 207 11ab 1.775e 28f
Ilélt{rgzme + Metribuzin sy o e Gt AT 0.6 4 0.175 20.9 12a 1.840d 32d
?geslgrlne + Metribuzin S o im Gt T 0.6+ 0.175 19.2 3de 1.997b 44b
Nicosulfuron 358 g S 0.08 18.5 Oe 1.625f 17g
Weedy check g cale b aals - 18.6 Oe 1.386h 0i
Weed free check S e Oy dals - 19.5 Sed 1.485¢ 7h
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Means, in each column and for each factor, followed by at least one letter are not significantly different at the 5% probability level.
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