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Efficiency study of sethoxidim in controlling little canarygrass (phalaris minor Retz.) and

winter wild oat (Avena ludoviciana Duriea) in presence of different salts and ammonium
sulfate

5 Sl Ol JB Liases o JLST T Kl (kg ¢ S e Sl

o>

L4

2 dlun) gh>g SVg1 9 g5 s VB ST 50 me gle e QDI (s p 29 &
4 Agho (wdd P oIKIIS (53)9lis” ouiily Jldsd Al 4o Al bl 9 (it Slaeke g
B85 B 6lp Lalo3T g6 du b ploul H1,T ¥ b Bl o5 S gh ik IB 10 g b g0
T LS j3 0550 00l p 5 EAJAY g ATIYO NAY/0 Jold aedaw 4w 33 S giw A5 CAle 50 ) ol j g Lale
9 30 395 9 pmelS” 39 5 cpumds” Dby 7 s D3 7 0 il 30 P o 000 ol prbr g 90 Kol £ o
9 ol Qo 30 ((Shlow H o diad dw L0 ,e,.g,.oTow,“ Sl pus 9 Ol .V g uall Ulgie 4 owigd of
o ille T (518 e gb 4 e B pHl5 4T I8 VLS S Lab (G oIl pled pINT IS 059
0 EP b b add 0 Al 1) g 5y VB 9 dlinn) (Ghg BV g) ST 53 S g
Wl 4 PR e g 3O 1391 .09 Dglie 3y Lale 95 [y SIS S g (21T 2 1) (A ST o Sl
3005394 SNz (Guwdgw Pauigel Dlagw & 9l 45 Il 1o wd b Jelomo 1o eKoi jga Ao DI T g
W1 o yois 4y Jglome 33 Ked 3928 3 I e O ST 3 (S 1T gl 38 K g8 sy YO

oo w0 § EChS 00k cppmeds” (P guign T I guu ¢ M Sy Ao 33 1SS (Sao3lg

WAB/FNA by 50 AR LZARVAL LS TREY TRl
s o933 ol Ll e (5553 (6 il )

g g 53,3 o815 (6555187 0dStils DB 2l 5 Zsly5 05,8 el Dla (slael -

558 (S alE Doty e Zin e ¥

E-mail: m.rastgoo@um.ac.ir :J sus o 5=


mailto:m.rastgoo@um.ac.ir

ﬁ&?;J“uﬁ)YbJﬁfﬁﬁWﬁ“u‘sW&‘)Kw)f

sy el DT (e 05 0 B o ST
OT s asm s JT 5l 5 OT CopslS (O S o 0p
Holm and Henry, 2005; Bernards et) > 5" o ,Lsl
GV psbe sl T & cse OT @l 2005
Sar & 450 i AT 5 e e (oS
LS Wyls 1) oUls ol 5 o3 Saie L gyl
03,8 )| 35 g ¢t b shyls 1S Cale (slad S 50
Buhlerand) £ss LOT L8 als 4 e g
redS” G151 5 ol Ol ol o .(Melinda, 1999
Dehghani et) <ol iy O1n0 ol 55 e
Ao O ST 531058 5l )5l (@l 2012
Lol A5 Cale glad S it Ol b disn b
S (Sad S 5 ph AS e S el
Il s 53 5 ap8 e oS Cldr ol 4 el
b el e glacale J RSl B ae)
51 (Thelen et al., 1995; Penner, 2006)
@ S5 Soe SOT )33 po Ll (SlacSles
$8 5 ASle £5 0 g4 b S ke
(Nalewaja et al., 1989) ol e ;0 _ale
S das o Oli el el sdxte Dlides S
(oS g e Cand (Gibeol Sl 1S e L1
23357 50 S0 b Lo o s 5 (03,85
2 pelS Og Sl S8 e 5 o T
e g Ao Gl e b sSale oL
258 «(Matysiak and Nalewaja, 1999)
Nalewaja et) s, «(Nandula et al., 2007)
Nalewaja and) <. ™ 5 (@l, 1991
2 g On Saals ol s (Matysiak, 1991
Nalewaja et al.,) (3,85 b iSCale (3,
(Nalewaja et al., 1989) ‘.J,L_wf,:.» 4 (1991

H0|m) LSJ‘A}VJ}A LS\AU;*‘);’ BE ol ol J)‘)f

YA

4o

3 ESe Sy Vb Sl by Y
sl g eSS 5 5 L e o glacile
S Sl G slalale S dhex Sl (s oY
3ol 53 5 2)ls H5EST e 3 s ST,
5 2L o)« #5 OY gz g5l 53 5 0141 bl
Rashed-Mohasel et al.,) >34 o odalis gl
slcale o jege 5l iy SV Lo 5a87 55 (2009
Sl 5 IS «Dba gl camiy A3 i 0 a5 50
s Se S b Y6 (Zand et al., 2009) col
Sk (#s DY ame 53 5 p Glaie S
slie wle (5 gy DY pame 5 S 0 (S
;3 5 (Zandetal.,, 2009) ol Sis 5 18 (s
Lo, S os ol Dol 01l Gble oam
35T s IS 5 puS oo wlies Y puames
<) OV¥se=s > .(Baghestani et al., 2008)
iy 3 b IS Gl e b e
e 53 ol J ST 61 bS5 e Sl eslinl
SS ke (Zand etal., 2009) Col sl 4o ;0
Olpl 53 WP Jlu 53 (e b (65l pU L oot s
Vagdo Ol a9 (Lhug)m Cope 49 Sl 0dd &5
Sk slacale (S Y0 d s s 1S 55
Tuetal,) sy )5 o dlds 5 Jel &,

(2001; Zand et al., 2014
&l odlial 3y50 M opSmly 5 S 2T
Lo, 88 1 i &S sysb 4 Cnl b 1S Cle 5 5,8
Nalewaja et) ass o K85 ST 1) (Shew los
sype ST kS 4 by sla 55 14 (@l 1995
Sz 55 S Jelse 3 (SS Bl O 3 ealizl
(Caldwell, 2007) wsb o b _zSCale L, %
L iSCale 5l & b 5 &S O ClS Jalse



A0 ) oled Al G a slacale g galous

Zollinger et al.,) o, 5 K55 .@l., 1991
T 03 spmge ponlS 0y S S 51F 2010
sl iSlale L als sl
0333 b 5 58 S5 5 Ll W s
S Sl a2 Gale b o 4 i peT DU
S Sl oks S)F AT e fes 4 Cailes o
3 A Sl el W S eslizal
93y u’zg{w Jgloea s V‘“K O sl
Sl 5 ComstIE 5 s glS gla S ke

(Mueller et al., 2006)

T g 5T

S P sy Mo Den OT LS 4 4 g
OOl 58S s T Lasls gla Sy 5l &8 T
S e Sl oSS e p S Cade g o1LS
Sl Sla fS e s 5o 5 S g S e
Sl La 2S Cale yla dsle 457 il o Cinsd
AU G s 5 (63555 Ao G
3,8 o B e Oe DT 53 352 50 S0 55
Holm and Henry, 2005; Mueller et al., )
P a3 53 ($35dme DL IS 1S ST 51.(2006
Optee ST 53 Caliben (LacSss 4 e g2 25T
el Ol s 3 ) pde 55,8 Lol 5 )5 e
=) @S sz o5 4 G il 0,05 3 5
SV 5 S S 5 e YU IS s i e
Ad el Calizee G ) i 53 ailtns) g

by 9y 9 3lgo
@D Gl e 1 gy sk 4
S S ok VB S 55 mieS s S e
Sl i35 Yy 5 (Phalaris minor Retz.)
ple 5 pplm 2 (Avena ludoviciana Durieu)

bl 5p e p Gl sl Sl ) gl

Y4

oS3l T ST Ul jesie 55 (@nd Henry, 2005
255 2 (pedS DS 2 530 S Ja0r
Izadi-Darbandi et) ol ,en 5 330 3ls zalS 1
e 56wy oshie 4 S ale3T s @l 2011
4 sl plawil Ogp 5 s s A5 Cale QLS 5 ST
ey g S 5, i S L 4D ol
S e Gl s dd; p eolsgae ST OT e
ah,y sl 5 (Chenopodium album) o jadle
Ll aisls (Amaranthus retroflexous) ;. 3
oS b i STy ey 53 e S
Opme ST 53 udS 0 i 55 IS
N U S P o
(Christian, 2003)
Sl ey e a gl o, Kl
b A ake b e Opne T 3 550 g0 5
39520 3lge 3,8 STl J"J:wafg;,ﬂ\ ol &1,
g5t .(Penner, 2000) wib e (5L Jolous ol pon
el (giie SIS b gl (G291 slge 5 ks
S g SUI5 o ) 534S 3505 3525 ST 53 395 40
S Bl 038 Dby e s
S A b Gl Jlo 4 5 i DT s aSTale
bug b zScale U ol 53 505 oy 2S5 5
S Gpe 4 ol ooy OB 4 Calie s
@S s 5 ol GBI o paipel Sl se
and) S ge gl il
Nandula et al.,) ‘..13}:15 «(Nalewaja, 1999
Sobes 5 (Shaner et al., 2006) o 52,58 (2007
Oy 3,8l st Ks sl Sl

Matysiak

Sl ol lils Gl i Cale b el jan psiseT
S ke a8 J S Rl Cel Cans
Donald, 1988; Salisbury €t) > s . ;2 glacale


https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Anders_Jahan_Retzius

ﬁ&?;J“uﬁ)YbJﬁfﬁﬁWﬁ“u‘sW&‘)Kw)f

05 5 Lade K5 e ol 53 D313 15 Sy Y0 L
lasds 058 St 5 ST L Vb (g stind day dl> o
A8 OIS )3 5 Cale 55 al 50 s S
VY o (ST 3 e Sl WY Pl s e S F
ST 5 S b O g0 4 anle 5 25 ST
a0 53 s SRy Sl ey S planil &5, D) s 4
SO a3 650 5 ks K5 OIS (S, 5
o33 YO glos 55 GBS by s OIS s wsls
CeluA 5 olidy, celu V9 g5 sl Lol 5 sl
s 5515 Sk

23 SaeSas 1l s bajles (s5le o3bT g
eedST DL ST 5 e DL S e 53 S
ST 53 7 03 p S e 000 Olje 4 681 plaS” a
23 LS Cale daeS Vsl 1 dn Ll > 050 90
S Lds 3l adi 4 gladsloes 4 b5 5550 sla s
O3 5 powisel Olgm b Sl 55 3 bajlass Sl plas”
L) S FF do e 53 OWLE 8 Sloj s osleT OT
il 51 eslizal b L3y (el Vo s> gl
CHeSs ool 3L L bl Jue by oS e
AIYA BB e 5 e 5 2EL o e L A Y)
(Blow 3 g 4is aw A el blen SIS o
Pl s 035 o 5 OIS sli wys
i s sy e doys i (5, Seslul ol
(V) dolre 31 ool b ooy oy ioled 31 e

(1)) doles
el Ao 3= les 51 s 083 glads 5/ 2S Cale Hles 1 5 Wads g ltas) x V0

FA sl 53 ki caw p ¢Sist 05 e (G
Ldd ols L3 Cele FA Sde 4 31 8 Sle 4o
LSl alin 5 Job slesls Guibyls 45

O Jlaa! prlas 55 ol loblons LSD 05037 51 eslizul

eSS 4 cA B s JosS Sy a N
23 SRy opl ks b SIS YL ol S
w93 B o&sls SooalaS euSisls R g
Sy oialasT HsST6 am b plnil AYAF Jlo s dgle
(it e A5 Cale 53 () el S0 e 65
FANAV 5 Q¥NVO OAVID Jals o a5 (EC \Y//0)
23 A VD 5 VO A/B) S 55 6 jige esle p S
J:rfdl:abuJ.aLi»ch.»@JJ&Cj(Y GHESa
pelS ST (NaHCOs) e 2l STy 2
(2 ee J9 S 5 (CaCly) V‘“K ys A8 (CaCOs)
sl (¥ 5 s Olgie & 0l 055 05 T 5 (MQCl2)
o3 V) sl Slpe Sos5l edle sl pds
g (e
ISR T RG> PAPRC C Y SRR [LISTRY
Jsb) dgte wgnp oKl Slidsws asyie
YN 5 08° : LWl g 5,0 ¢ 3,5 W0 5787 1 LUl A
WAF dle (b 55 (e QAD 1l )3 b 1 gLyl 5 Jled
5 Gy 5 M OLLE 5l sd bl ks (65T rar
Co S gr e Loy e A gl Sy
4 okd gaaeds 4 YV Sle 4 Aoy ) e
JS i esls phad e OT 5 Jsame ST L 5
Lold 0o jed el e lal (ileT el )
ol Jb)}by.mr@\@@bjToudﬁf
S akes iy OV ek Sl K
33 ooy A eslatel sy /Y rft;? Sl Jghoes
YO 5 b S sl a5 V0 Sl s b LSS
AR N S R R ST AR SWRTSEC L
A (O oled ily) Sle el ool (6 e Sle
sdalie I da (Hammami et al., 2014) .= &
OIS )3 S (gl s arata, a5 (Dl ol
oS 5y VB sk Ol s iz S o



A0 ) oled Al G a slacale g galous

DL &S5 5 5 ockonS g 5 lize 1 s (1998
S gt O 3 655 uu(,?w/ap,;s;\;
SIS S e S s e 3 1S
() JK8) i adalis ol Hles b (g )ls ome OV
& S s S e 5 )8 65 A sdalie imen
53 dolee &8 S 53 0330 ok (,Jf YAV/D I
Bt GAKV.A Ol Sl ae g0 5> ol an §
33 Slaw O O 3 il eSSyl
j‘\\'/Véjlvw@viwpuifqbsﬁ)lftgwm
S osb 4 LG 3 g esle p S FAAY
AS e 5,8 &S S g sl alS (gls gae
S S 30 f 50 03k p S FAAY ltie 4 o oS g2
W Ao ys plal 5 sg edd an g 33 Ao s YO Jolas
23 kS g ST e G ST IS0 L
9313 2als gyls gme Hsb a4y ey DY e J S
j;);.th&mgﬁkﬁl&idjjwb\x
s Giy ool GBS 5 05 03be (Jf«r/va
5 A2dls plia Hl, e DL ST g g eedS 55 NS
23 S e A Gale DK 6ol g b
(O JK8) Lsls zals 1y iy Y 5 J 1S
(iolesT opl 53 edd eslinl ¢SS Ller o 3
ol sime IV b eSS s 4 o el 55,18
JAS 53 oS s fS e oL 28l oo
LS ple 4 G 5 i dlns) Ey Vg
3 S ) S s (T (e S o e
Ol S o i adalin (g)ls gre Mt S L

D eF S A eSO S 5 e 0 AS (e

)

V.w) .J.."l' r\}u‘ Mlnltab 17 J‘Je‘rj )‘ eau.';.w‘ L M).)
plsil Excel 2007 51510 5 51 eslizul L 5o bajls gl

A

o g b

>y e JAT 90 mowS g QLI
Al )

Calizes slajs a5 sl Ol uilyly 4 mb
EEEE T W RRCPHE-NIC SU Py IR g
sy Y S Oy s el doys  (P<e/e)
.uﬁjja_a.‘erxsyT Ol g &5 Jb= 5 5505 il
blize Sl 31 3 5,05 (P /00) (gyls gme 36 oli
Jlize 315 685 5 55 b oo e g 53 Bl 1 i 5
0395 el doss o g gl Mg 3,7 L S g 5
SaS 55 g PS/0Y) Gls gre s St
A s psisel O 5, 5 oS s 5o filize
Ojs 5 el Aoy Say p choloiT slay sS6 4 an
g5 I3 gme i) iy Y g S

35 0 Gl b 457 305 0L b S0l glie s
i 33 LB el Ao 5 oSis 0y (S Cale
Sy Sy Bl 4 6l Lol sl 51 S
a5l b la O30 DT )3 5 50 sla0 55
S e 38 Gl ek o 5 53 ST Sl eslinl
O ST 5 3 0558 0 a8 ST 51l
IS5 Gagoms 3lim & L5 Sl 06 Sl
oslatul (6 i 53 5 By A Iy el iS Cale
A5 e dSle 4 S O5SS Sla 0358 0
S S @B S Gl sk oS5
Willsetal.,) 555 oo walS Con OT 08



w3 S S 5k e VB S 55 S g IS le oS ()

(Roskamp et al., 2013) ol,Kes 5 ulSuy, o opl o DB ol A e Bl |y pS s
. Z . . . - 5 . - . -
&BJWJ}MJJ)?}A,&A}V{‘J:JLWM 6@&Jw6uu‘j|ﬁ¢:lﬁv.€q—):rr)ﬁ\
505 dad (sl J 28 Sy LKIs 5 (g5, 5 OV g S 055 Gay g sl Jdee 53 Calzbes
I, (Conyza canadensis (L.) Cronq) ..l Cale Ly el dooys Lo 5 CBI (6505 gne I diliws) dos
S sl Sl 1 eslizel issed 318 ol 3 5T Cow (P</00) yls gme Sy 4
ods 3,1 £ (Mueller et al., 2006) 53l o 25 1, 3 ri.x,;}u s iSlale s SR o S o
Lg‘j‘,.wcl:f u“i‘ﬁ‘ Lg‘_,f (:}:.:}AT CJLAJ)M &U}}' 45 | HOIm and Henl‘y, ) Sl ol J)‘Jf g"'.’."}‘:'L{
O ) S @Kr"‘ 058 b b CawsadE JgA.:l.&«J:C}:J}ATQLﬁyGM:ySJb):.(ZOOS
s Ll s AE 65 4 (Ko S by ol ok by 055 4 S DT (5 0 S
s oke « .(Nalewaja and Matysiak, 1991) S e Ga S gl J RS Gs 5l esle cul 03533
5 S OT G055 5 ade 55 p 585l Slpw S35 Ll Cand el sla 2SCale Sl eslazal U
SLs S an 5o b 2 ale GLIS 6oy g e 5 Sl adl BB Gl e ssb 4 LS
s DL ALE (Donald, 1988; Salisbury et al., 1991)
BNaHCo3 awclyf  OCaCod awclyf BCCR aull 5 BNaHCo3 awclif g OCaCod awlilyg BCaC € 55 )8
209 - OMgCl) e yo K B deionized water = jdgnd OMgCl2 ag,MJJJE B deionized water + i3
an 2 00, P
q 08 b : . : b
ab
oW ab ab - b
:hnﬁ 3 ’ ~
b - b 2
905 ; Y a0
3 0 of )
2 s
P e 74 :
803 : o
- ef ef of E
b od
E; 0.2 4 ef 2 20 4
L d DE M.
a 0.0 - 0-
4387 9375 1875 4387 975 1875
Sethoxydim Dose (g a.i m2) Sethoxydim Dose (g 2.i m2)
()\:.(A‘Qu)jnéhf;)ﬁ@jp}: ()\.:ﬁ;n‘;‘;n:hr;)ﬁ.l,.spjﬁ

S g Calien (Gla3s 55 Gl 2y Y (g));L&:M):)(Jl)&b’-[)j}){&t}};l—\ I
Figure 1- The effect of different salts on dry weight (A) and survival (B) of wild oat in different
sethoxydim doses
I Sl ae oM (s 5 0 Cl‘““ 33 LSD a7 bl &S 2o (o > (glyls Lglncxisl.:» Olsges a s
In each chart, means with same letter are not significant based LSD test at 5% probability level.

Yy



A0 ) oled Al G a slacale g galous

S i odalive Calides GLESS pm delie 53 Cpioeen
U e DIy Sl g Lo p g gl Dl s 5 0,18
P er S (sols e ,;L-@AM;}J ) g

(T’Jiﬂ) l.\:h&.{y—j

W .0 ,e il Lwith ammonium sulfate
O il Clil s oysuwithout ammeonium sulfate

| .

48.87 187.5
Sethoxy: dln:l Dose (g a.i m2)

(ASe 2o fpmaslap ) e g 32

2 e =2 2 5 =2 2

[ T O "
w

w

b
=

Dry weight (gfpot) (518 » ¢ ) St 03y

e
=

Ol p:syTawyj@J,;,:p Jlize Sl s

poisel O g 3, (oS s 5 a0 5o &S
WAV/D 33 s baib 5 call iSCale oL, 65T
Ao )3 55 50T Mg 3,18 GESa 5305 50 03k 0 8

(Y USKE) el osls J2alS (gyls gme Soys 0 1 el

100 a W .50 pal Sl Lwith ammonium sulfate
O attsal il ss o suwithout ammonium sulfate

11.

48.87 187.5
Sethoxy: dlm Dnse (g a.1 m2)

(ase 0 i gonsls p 80 s o 2

- = w
=] =] =]

Survival (%) (4 ) o\a

[
=

03550 T Sl g e ol 5 5 g 3 Wlin) hom s SV gy () sl Lo y> 5 () STt 035 oS s s (sla> 351 JSCa
Figure 2- The effect of sethoxydim doses on dry weight (A) and survival (B) of wild oat in presence and
absence of ammonium sulphate
A ls e M o )3 O pebas ) LSD 00T olal 5 S e O3 o (6115 (sla 5 Kls (15 05 2 )3
In each chart, means with same letter are not significant based LSD test at 5% probability level.

B 505 Tl oo Lwith ammonium sulfate
O arisel il g ) suwithout ammonium sulfate

_—_5} 0.7 2

a 0.6 2t -

- abc

05

2%

9 04 bed bed g

2 a a

= 03

=]

2

202

]

]

3 01

g

=

s 00 .
S eSS eSS adlesalS e
NaHCo3 CaCo3 CaC2 MgCR deionized

water

Hardness _zse.

W .0 ead il g Liwith ammonium sulfate
O arisel il ss 2 suwithout ammonium sulfate

=
=)
=]

a a
a

2 ab
be be
| ﬂ
0

eSS aelSELS el addesgdS e
NaHCo3 CaCo3 CaCz MgCR deionized
water

- =) 2]
=] =] =

Survival (%) (e ) o2

2
=

Hardness  _zs.

Pl O g ) pde 5 ) gl 53 Wlienn o s OV g () el o ys 5 (L) WUt 035y Calibes glaeSs 11 IS
Figure 3- Effect of different salts on dry weight (A) and survival (B) of wild oat in presence and absence of
ammonium sulphate
A ls e M o )3 O pebas ) LSD 00T obal 5 5 e o o slls (sla e Kls 15 05 2 53
In each chart, means with same letter are not significant based LSD test at 5% probability level.

Yy



ﬁ&?;J“uﬁ)YbJﬁfﬁﬁWﬁ“u‘sW&‘)Kw)f

Nyt A PR TAN vﬁ*r*fﬁ“ S ol e
5 (F S8 A edalie dals L Lo(gyls gme
ol s 530 550 eske <,Jf\%w\v 33 53 S J>
S A e s s eSS SLS R de s
JSE) Azbls oS i 1T 1y e ST o
(f
Sl a4 b 0l b Sile amlie il
Carse ol sma ysb 4 JaleiT ol 55 ol eslizul
2o YB RS 3 S s S ale G Rl
Gl gne Ol LS o s i S S L
A ey DNy e Sl o AL s
o e Sl s T i oty o oS
A s A kS g S Gle LT el
sioloiT 55 (LIl sy Gyls gre ONs eSS
5 e el GLaeSla 3T (giluand sk 4 o
A bl g5 5 g 5S AS e gL ST ot
rfg\:ﬁ/\n Do 4 8 LIS 4 ulS 4 A otalie
S S Oasilee SS BSCale i A o
FSaale 8 s .(Penner, 2006) <.ls
S i 3 gl il U 3 a8
5 brlsdl by e 5 s eSSl sl
(Nalewaja et al., 1991) ol ot i, 8 O, Kes
i)l (Hatzios and Penner, 1984) 4 5 oy 5la
(Sl O5e DT 53 30 GBS S s S
OV (o st (53,85 sl S ale o,
3 pdsr seap 03 as e RS i1 s SISTHL
& Ab Lasis 5 (Holmand Henry, 2005) ¢
G 53 p S e 0r Sl e edST S S sl T
s ol ciS b s a1 o,y oS

Y¥

2 e5 o 0Y6 A 58 e g (2
Calizes slajs &S sl Ol uilyly 4 o @L:;

ol sime sl Sl ook o3litd S £ 5 5 o2 kenS st
VB i 05 5 sl Aoy (P<e/0Y)
J:SU r}:;",aTQw}.» 3,8 &S J s il Se S
ol ¥ oS 05y 5 sl ey Gl e
oo p s Jlime SIS o e B S8
b oS st 53 bline 1 S 055 5 <l Ao
&S g flize S5 (Pe/0)) s gme sl K 6 5
S5 (PSe/00) yls sne pss 5T Sl s 50,057 L
(P</00) Hls gme i o ys » olesT gla, 5S6 £
53 0y P/ Slsgan sl i 055 G5 3
Ol 3,58 5 @b s 53 plie &Sl
A e VB oS D55 5 <l Aoys 55y 2 el
o e s el St @l:} D8yl gma S S
PEPRWCIEES R RS Wt GO SR gt
Tos 4 WS gl (A s Sl 5,e Cale g> a0
23 G sl 5p e 9o i a LS sdalia
e SIS ade g 53 i sel Dl s (ke s
ok eVl s Sosb 4 Ad odaliv Ol e
U A o a5 5 0T DM g 3 )18 S S
ST 1y e e 53 S ) sl |
OV sl sl 0l b Sibe amlis mls
5 S D S g 3,80 BlBI L i
S sk 4 5 S Hh e VB e ds)s
s3 0550 eske (,)fv\wa 355 54l Jials (gls gne
o) i 4 el Ao y3 5 ) o Sl a5y pled LSS
S sls gm&g@,ﬁ@sy;; Sl Sl ol
AFVO 33 53 5 LS 5 o550 ook Df VAV/D 53 55

AbeSs S eS ma S 3 05 esle p S



A0 ) oled Al G a slacale g galous

L b s e SISy ade 3 055 55 mle 555
S I8 5

O pam gl Sl g 5 53,585 53 Jlime | ol
poisnl Sl 5,5 (ot g 55 8 55 &S 5l
JAS 53 S g il QDS 8t
23 gemmen (0 K8 Clll oSS Hh L,V
5,08 S Al edalie Calies eSS u dulie
S AL e DU Sl b pd el DU s
O35 5 peelS 530S 5l s 5 e DL S
3lpe ple 53 5 &8 ale a8 L VB S
DI ol b s psisel Sl sl
(7 JS8) Sl eSS s sy A o

WNaHCo awclif o OCaCod el BG RS S

P GTD MgCl2 e s Bdeionized water « i

a0

" a

»J i 2

A a

‘:'1[}.5

A ab ab

Jo4

]

= be

3 03 ¢

&

El

Z 02 o

.-EL cd od

]

z 01

P e o2 o2 e ¢

a0

4887 9375 187.3

Sethoxydim Dose (g 2. m2)
(Jfs pogpnle f;) ,uJ-,-S_,-ﬁ

Survaval (%) (o= 2} «l3

bt 5 (b Slopas 4 (S b i le
Gl Sgline Calies alS sl £ 5 Sl
Holmand) s 5 oJs» .(Mueller et al., 2006)
s sl S o 8 L5 S 5,18 (Henry, 2005
S S el 5 oy ASaale 2T g
5 kS s e SU 5 Aile 03 09 8 4 Glane
(oS g @D 2 s e Rl s S
OLSKer 5 Jgly bwy R e L
bldb ol stz 5,18 (Whitwell et al., 1992)
4S5 sl f (Nalewaja et al., 1989) of,Kes
O 53 b DL S 5 e DL S (o Hsdm S
Sk aa S IS 53 e g gD ¢ ila
remen ol Al 1y asyie 5 s s o5
5 passel Sl (63 p iy gl Dl G5 O s b

ENaHC3 awclufy  OCaCod wkilug BCaCl o 35K
OMgCL2 aie s W delonized water »jdp ]
80 -

o
=

=
=

[
=

48.87 93.73 1875
Sethoxydim Dose (g 2.1 m2)

(ﬁ&ﬁnﬁj&nhf;)ﬁ#ﬁﬁ}

(e s il (sla s 5 &g;,;w)vu(g);@u);)(dl)&so,')ﬁa&;@;;l—fﬁ
Figure 4- The effect of different salts on dry weight (A) and survival (B) of cannary grass in different
sethoxydim doses
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In each chart, means with same letter are not significant based LSD test at 5% probability level.
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Figure 6- Effect of different salts on dry weight (A) and survival (B) of cannary grass in presence and absence
of ammonium sulphate
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In each chart, means with same letter are not significant based LSD test at 5% probability level.
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