Il F o)lads AF al> 565 aiils jo gy sl Jimghs

o] Joio —)T— 9 S P g e (g0 S &l & (Phaseolus vulgaris) Legd Joaxs 2U 3
Evaluation of bean (Phaseolus vulgaris) tolerance to metribuzin and haloxyfop-R-
methyl ester herbicides
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Fig 1. Non-linear regression (Logistic equation with three parameters) fitted the dry weight data beans with
various doses of herbicide Sencor (a) and Gallant Super (b).
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Table 1: Bean plant survival four weeks after treatment with Sencor and Gallant Super.

Sencor (g.ha) 9 6 S 0 100 300 600 700 800 900 1100 2000 3500
Survival(%) el ooy 100 100 100 75 100 100 50 25 25 0
Super Gallant sl Juiay T ogh nS gl 0 100 250 400 900 1550 2450 4000 - -
(ulit.ha)

Survival(%) cliy oo yo 100 100 100 100 100 100 75 50 - -

Y-t
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Table 2. Results and estimates of the three-parameter logistic sigmoid for Sencor and Gallant super herbicides.

Herbicide S e e ombd Yo ED; EDyo EDy EDs
Slope curve(B) Lower limit © Upper limit(D)

Sencor STy 3.53(0.61) *(-) 98.41(3.4) 496.9 613.9 772.3 1143.3

Super Gallant Sl JezosT s S Sl 1.52(0.10) ) 99.43(0.48) 1033.8 1686.6 2868.9 7114

AL e slblul (las odias OLE I s sldel. ol o IR NSNS Syl e

*: C parameter is not included in the equation. The numbers in parentheses represent the standard

Y0
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