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Evaluation of Quizalofop-p-tefuryl for Weed
Control in Peanut*

ChenK. H., F. Y. Chen, A. H. Yang and S. S. Wang®
Summary

Quizalofop-p-tefuryl was evaluated in screening tests for potential use in
peanut. This experiment was to evaluate quizalofop-p-tefuryl for peanut crop
tolerance and post control of grasses. At 0.75 and 150 L/ha,
quizal ofop-p-tefuryl exhibited good control of grass weeds as Echinochloa colona,
Eleusine indica, and Digitaria sanguinalis. In the post-emergence screening test,
quizal ofop-p-tefuryl gave acceptable weed control with adequate crop safety.
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