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RESULTS and DISCUSSION

Many tested options succeeded in both sites, reaching excellent rice productivities
(more than 10 tons ha?) as well as weed-free plots at flowering and harvest, important
issue to reduce posterior infestations in the system (Table 2). In Site C, penoxsulam
(0.04 kg.ha') was the best treatment, with or without clomazone (0.384 kg.ha! at pre-
emergence), whereas in Site N, tank mix of bispyribac (0.04 kg.ha) plus quinclorac (0.3
kg.ha?) had best results. The use of clomazone pre-emergence was almost inevitable for

INTRODUCTION

Rice production systems in Uruguay include an important area of /!
rotation with pastures for beef production. Alternating rice crops with
pastures as well as summer tillage and levees construction the year
before planting could improve various aspects_of rice m ement,
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OBJECTIVE: to evaluate chemical options for better control [ i
of BYG in rice - pasture systems in Uruguay, under
conventional and alternative levees and water management.
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METHODOLOGY

Herbicide trials were installed during three years in fields
under rice-pasture rotation systems in two regions (C:
center and N: north). Between 14 - 16 herbicide mixes and
sequences were tested over BYG, evaluating weed control 1
and rice yield. Herbicides used are listed on Table 1.

ey f 5 1

WITHOUT CLOMAZONE 1’ WITH CLOMAZONE IN ¢
IN PRE-EMERGENCE  ffis PRE-EMERGENCE .

oM gy P L

i ?.

! :

ttending to reach higher water use

fficiency, new irrigation and systematization
ﬂ ethods had exposed new challenges on
eed control. In high-pendant topographies
here levees percent area is elevated, lower
i and smaller levees are built to increase rice
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Table 1. List of herbicides used denotmg common name, FI d ST i

active ingredient concentration and classification by family bWl .’:'

or mode of action (according to HRAC¥).
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*HRAC: Herbicide Resistance Action Comm"ttee,
http://www.hracglobal.com
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