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Comparison of the Efficacy of Sugar Beet Selective Herbicides in Conventional and
Minimum Tillage Systems
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Table 1. Mean of number and dry weight of weeds, root yield and sugar purity of sugar beet under influence of tillage systems and herbicides application.

Treatments b jloud m. M, Amaranthus retroflexus Anchusa sp. MMWMN.QMHMWQ Sugar Beet
£ 2
Tillge o Herbide 35 i
gm gm gm (tha™) (%)
Conventional: & (5395 5>
Clopyralid 2400 573 b 22.2b 55a 31.7a 3.5d 1.12¢ 286¢ 19.09 abe
Phenmedipham+Desmedipham+Ethofumesate 720 38e 1.70 e 0.0d 0.0e 3l.8e 11.4 ab 46.43c 19.4 abe
Triflusulfuron & Phenmedifam * 15&314 35.0¢ 7.40d 0.0d 0.0e 05e 05¢ 4911 ¢ 20.11a
Metametron 2800 13e 1.00e 0.5d 0.92e 48.0a 12.7a 4732¢ 19.63 ab
Weedy Cheek - 55.0b 16.30 ¢ 55a N7c 39.0b 10.7 b 19.05 £ 20.03a
Minimum: Bfas 5556
Clopyralid 2400 57.8b 16.7¢ 1.76 ¢ 18.7d 1.8 de 04c 39.9d i84c
Phenmedipham+Desmedipham+Ethofomesate 720 05¢ 03e 0.0d 00e 0.0¢ 1.0¢c 622a 18.63 be
Triflusulfuron and Phenmedifam * 15 &314 7.5d 20¢ 0.0d 00e 03e 0.02¢ S43b 19.34 abc
Metametron 2800 23e 0.5 0.5d 02e 05e 0.52¢ 62.6a 185¢
Weedy Cheek - 80.0a 27.0a 25k 23.9b 03¢ 0.6¢c 40.5d 19.2 abc

(P=0.05) s tw \NL.LWH b gls e Sl €9 )T ol eyl o8 2t 5N O o 555 (glyts ﬂ.ﬂh\.u ny rn..vrﬂﬂ;..\ Oy B 300

LBt 3 s (s )5 aa ]

* Tank mixed applieation; ** In each column, means followed by at least one letter, have no significant differences at P=0.03.
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