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Fig. 2. Percentage effi cacy against Papaver rhoeas (L.), Sinapis arvensis (L.),
Descurainia sophia (L.), Agrostemma githago (L.)

Fig. 3. Percentage effi cacy against Cirsium arvense (L.)

 

 

Fig. 1. Percentage effi cacy against Falopia convolvulus (L.)
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Fig. 5. Percentage effi cacy against Avena fatua (L.)

Fig. 4. Percentage effi cacy against Calium aparine (L.)

 

 

CONCLUSIONS
The results of the study showed that the 1. 

herbicide Ergon WG applied at the rate of 7 g/da 
and 8 g/da controlled successfully the broad-leaved 
weeds common poppy (Papaver rhoeas L.); black-
bindweed (Falopia convolvulus L.); charlock mus-
tard (Sinapis arvensis L.); fl ixweed (Descurainia so-
phia L.); fi eld larkspur (Delfi nium consolida L.) and 
corncockle (Agrostemma githago L.) and its effi cacy 
at the rates mentioned almost reached the one of the 
reference herbicide Granstar Super.

Ergon WG should be applied at the 2. 
rate of 9 g/da for achieving a total weed control of 
cleavers (Galium aparine L.) and creeping thistle 
(Cirsium arvense L.). In future studies we would 

recommend to look for a partnering product in the 
tank-mixture with the aim of increasing the effi cacy 
against those two weed species.

The products included in the present 3. 
study are fully compatible with each other and they 
could be used in tank mixtures.

The tank mixtures of the herbicides Er-4. 
gon WG with Puma Super 7,5 EW, Topic 080 EC 
and Axial 050 EC, applied at the registered rates, 
exhibited also good control of the grassy weed spe-
cies wild oats (Avena fatua L.).

Symptoms of phytotoxicity were not de-5. 
tected in wheat of Enola cv. in any of the variants in 
the trial, even when Ergon WG was applied at the 
higher rate of 18 g/da.
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