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FEE: FH3FBRERN(2,4-D T IR 22 B A BN NG (Ipomoea cairica L. Sweet) AT AL FBRBRIALS 45 %0 : 1.00 mL L
1 2,4-D TEA IANE A K TNS T Wit 1.00 mL L' 2,4-D THE 20 d J& , TN B 2EM R FERHEET 100%;60 d 5 N4 T8
A i ST S A R R 90 d JE A A KR AT, IR 28 BE BT 99.8%. i 1.00 mL L (22 i 40 d /5,
FIRE T ZEMHEIEF R 99.0% (A4 /D BAFIE MR, 90 d J5 FRHA BT A5k 10.0%; Wit 1.00 mL L' 35F% 40 d J5, HRE T
FOZEMAESER K 100%, 90 dJi FRR AL A 100%. +HE5% B4 4007 22 0 A AL & BERSRT [(10.14 £ 1.01) g kg '] 9 391 2,4-D
T RRE fr s A 2R 14 d,itiZh)5 80 d (Y - 3EFP AT 2,4-D TG, ULAh, 7EEFANBHTG 1.0 mL L 9 2,4-D T iR
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Abstract: Ipomoea cairica is a notorious weed which has serious harm to the environment in South China. The
effects of three chemical herbicides, such as 2,4-D butylate, dicamba and fluroxypyr, on control of I. cairica in
the field were studied. The results showed that 2,4-D butylate (1.00 mL L) could eradicate this weed. The death
rate of /. cairica stems and leaves was close to 100% after spraying 2,4-D butylate (1.00 mL L) in 20 days. The
total biomass also decreased significantly in 60 days (P<0.05), and the growth did not recovery after 90 days.
The final control effect of 2,4-D butylate (1.00 mL L) on Ipomoea cairica was 99.8%. After spraying dicamba
(1.00 mL L") and fluroxypyr (1.00 mL L) in 40 days, the death rate of /. cairica stems and leaves were 99.0%
and 100%, respectively, and the regeneration rate of I. cairica was 10% and 100% after 90 days. A few roots were
survival sprayed dicamba (1.00 mL L) after 40 days. The herbicide residue analysis showed that 2,4-D butylate
could degrade quickly with half-life for 14 days, and it could not be detected in the soil after 80 days. Furthermore,
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2,4-D butylate (1.00 mL L) was relatively safe to other plants, which could regenerate after spraying 2,4-D

butylate in 1 year. Therefore, it suggested that the Ipomoea cairica growth could be good control treated with

1.00 mL L™ 2,4-D butylate.
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TN4: e (Ipomoea cairica L. Sweet)& g fE B
(Convolvulaceae) 2 4F- A B it ik A 4B ¥, 20 tH 4
70 A4S 7 3 1 B b DXV S W B AR B e
ki R BEE BRI AR XY B R
EFFAE, 45 52RO, Ttk B Be A e, A
2R fiuh b BV RE W S — SRR R s AR URE AR PR,
B2t A KHRIA 119 em 75 AR 2K
I 35 LA A ) 4 S, L 2 95 I f it 2L
AT 1™ | eI A A A4 0 2 K DT 2 J B P
e . B E R T AR 7 DL RS M A 1 1Y)
H RIS, I A A e e DX AR T g H 2
(Mikania micrantha) /)55 — K FERE

I AR 27 BR R B bR A e B 48 T8 ) R
B ROR IS4 A, SR AR 2B 7 BR A i 2
Tridio BEE NIRRT v 1N E Rk
B ER /D BT AR RO R 2 BT EE A
H HiA 6 0T e i A2 B BR it o2 b AR T 2
H 4 S % 2,4-D T B KB HORE e i o3 4iaE
I UL AT LR B R ) M LA A A MR Ty T O
filio X 2P ER 5000 A0 0 148 1) S 96 25 SR R W AE )
PR SRR FLFNS TN Je M B BRASCR A, PRI,
ARSCHE T 3 R AL BR A (2,4-D T g E B
FHAIERE), i T BT RE R R KRR, I
M ROR AL AIBRE ] 2,4-D T FR7E 135 a4 5% 75 17F
A7 75 R X v i B A Y e ik A T T
i, DU SR e pRoll By B 1T s e 2 — R IR EE &
B IR AR O 2 A R BR BRI S |

1 AR v

1.1 SSLE HhATER

SRR — 57 T R A R AR B 5 Y —
HFEFEHL(23°03'N,  113°23'E), REHB LT N Fhb 47
FUBR RS TRARVE % b A3 B A KRR
&, EEHRIE 90% i L., SLRF 20104 1 A&
4 F AT, SERE G A 10 HE 4 A 15 H)F3
SR 18°C, B RETR I 200 176 mm, ~F- 4R X 1 BE
Hh 80%!",

S5 RE Hl AT AR KB Sk il

(23°09'N, 113°21'E), #F 5% IX Bkt P 0N 43 e 78 55
FRT 80%, HiJE J@ 28 AL e, T3 N AR 2
S T 2010 4F 10 H % 2011 48 11 A #F 17, 48
BRI K 214°C~219C, ®&B A0 A)EHR
BN 124°C~135C, |mAHT A FHAREN
28.0°C ~28.7°C, 4FHPEFN & IA 1689~1876 mm, 2
85% MIREK A TE 4-9 H A9TRH,

1.2 KIgTT

FER A WS B0 FE b Y 6 55 1N & R 3 35 R %
I 100% MY B 5E EFE T 20 A, BN FE T KN R
2 m x 2 mo BEFHIY 3 FRBREC 208 : (1) 72% 2,4-D
TR ML AL T A BRZA 7 7= ), £ F Ui B
45 0.067 hm® Fi&Jy 60~80 mL, bt 7K &h 25~30 kg
(W J& Ky 2~3.2 mL L);(2) 48% 2 B /K 5 (W 1T
FHEFE v A= P 0 A3 PR w17 ), At U B
0.067 hm® FH#E°4 30~68 mL, 587K & 30~40 kg(HJEF
9 0.75~2.3 mL L™");(3) 200 g L SRt 8 2 WL
(P o 44« 3B s T A S i A = i), i U B 1 4
0.067 hm® Jij & Jy 50~70 mL, 3¢, 7K & 15~40 kg(#k
JER 1.3~4.7 mL L), BEFER 315 o AR
3 AN it v J3E, B 0.067 hm® £ 250 mL. 50 mL
15 mL, 43 51 Ay fiff FH U B B Y 4~8 fiF L 1 £
F0.2~0.5 £, EARAC S R 43 A8 1.5, 0.3,
0.09 mL FRECFI WL, 5 FoRK 1.5 L WREES 1R
1.00 mL L"(&). 0.20 mL L"'("f7). 0.06 mL L"({f%).
2010 4F 1 7 15 H (i FHFHEAmIZ5 4 (1T ) X
BEDT PO TG R BT80S, B (4 m) BETG
1.5 L 25, Wi 5e A1k o %o BRSSP R AY kK
MEZG I 7 d I JCRERN . 3 FPBRFL R 3 4N Ik B B
3£ 9 ANAbHE, J3 SRR 2] it R Al 2 4
2mx2mFHEJ7 AT 20 4

TE KR LS 56 A b 8 BT T 4 T 7 o5 R A
151 (80%) A b AT, L E 3 BT R 100~150 m” [
Hi, WEWE 1.0 mL L' 4 2,4-D T fig, EREH ALY
T 4 A AL

1.3 A& Z B BR R B E (K F 5L 5)
WL 2 Fif S e TR DT N T 4 T 9 4
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R, Mgy — B Gk 20 d)EERE 5 d WI—ik,
10k FNE A2 5 REtR, I 0.5 m x 0.5 m 1)
FETTRELEARE J7 N BEALEURE G 31 04 8 1 25 A
e MRATIRDL, 6 IREE . 5 B (20~60 d)
EEBR 20 d MEE— UK, 5 = B Bt (60~90 d)—~ H W
FE— U, TR A 2R B AR . AR
IR ZE RGBT R (%)= W% 24 5 K 4 Je A A8 1
FR W2 N4 e 2 55 AR x 100% 5 B2 (%)=
T\ = e o B T AW W INE ) 2 o Y T T A
AL x 100% ; 55 B BHRL(Yo)= (Ab BRYHAR & — Xif R ik
1R #2)/(100—XF BRI R #2)] x 100% , Ho e, b #i s iR
HROEAE W T B A FE 7 R S8R 4 T AR R
THFR A T 0 B 5 ) RERR 222 4 6 REAE T vt 28 T
BUE SR E S

FEJit 25 J5 25 60 KN 45 4 b 0T 4 e 1Y 5
AWy 0.5 mx 0.5 m BIRETTHE (HE N A 59 22 N
¥ K& FF/NE R 0.1 mx 0.1 m) 7645 b BEAE Hb Py H
B BFUCRAR 0.09 mP(9 71N B i AL P 16 U 4
o AR R (AL 25 0 R, F AT 3 IR, A Il S
95 % 5, B AT B SR BEER S 4 T, A6 R A AR
80 CHETFRE , R BIAAE RT3, T3 AE i

1.4 2,4-DT B T IEX B o (K FHELW)

o B R 7 g 1 5 BR R A 3 T A
KrgE" S RIFERZE)E 15, 40 F1 80 d MAS4k
FREE T N FEHLR AL )Z 5 em (1 A, 47 0] 5286 =
AT AT 10 Hif, —20°CHRA7

M T 2,4-D T R L4 B 1 KR SOR B ds
PR R E T 2,4-D T FRAE B3R R A i, FLK
TR FREL 20 g ARG 100 mL #EIE Y,
B 50 mL A i, B THEIR LR | h 5 #E
S min, {3 ) 24 mL $2& B #. JH Florisil SPE #F
(500 mg 3 mL)#EHL 2,4-D T g S5 10 mL A kb
VeHE T, SR IE AR EEE AR AR U A 3~5 mL min™' /)
WA, 555 3 mL A k-2 R LG (95/5, V/IV)
VeI . I 2,4-DTHE 8.9 ng g T4
I A b A5 A R A RT3 (91,09 + 1.13)%
(n=3). JH Agilent1100 HPLC % %t Wl & ¥& it W& b
2,4-DTERRY & &, B34 AgilentC18 AR
(250 mm x 4.6 mm, 5 pum), i SIFH A FHEE / 7K (70 - 30,
V/V), PEFE R 10 pL, 3 3 1 mL min™, #5300 3% K A
236 nm!", F AR s e, KA 25
FKo 24D TRESFHER A )N rbcs

1.5 24-DT B Xt HE WIS M CA KA L SETE)

AN 1 Bes A = 3 A A /B o R = R VO
BEDNRNIANEL. 1 WA, B0, S5
1%~10%; 11 Ao 2, 5 11%~31%; T 4
AR, 36 R T 60%. Mizh— A 5 A &%
FIAE 0 25 T RR R, —4F 5 VA2 4 AR 4 R 2 1
o P2 ERI N 4 AER 0 AT FE ;1
F A ERRGL, M2 BE ;2 S W] W2 A 3
JEE G E IR 4 IARBE

1.6 FiEALI2
SIS KR FH SAS 6.12 B HEAT I 220087, 22
S RS IG H LSD ik T 2 iR,

2 G

2.124DTERXT AN E R HIBHBR IR

FRTR R EE 2,4-D T Fa Wit FLR 4 e J5 o] I,
miZh 1 d 5t ER B, SdERME N
HAEIEIR, 10~15 d JEREERGFE ., ek BE RN bk
2,4-D T AN 20 d J& , BT N LG A AL R 55
TR 98% F1 99%, b 3 1 T vl FEE AL BN R (3R
). 24 40~90 d &, &k JE 2,4-D T g fifi 1K 4
T B ZE M AR FE R IE 100% , HR A BE, 1 ARk
BE2,4-D TEEAREMIRRIER(FE Do 90d )5, =
WS 2,4-D T FaAb A RE T A& B R & R HT
Az ZE T AR R A B A RE T PN N4 TR 4 Bl
7 15.8% 1 28.3% HIHT AR HI A%

#1 24-DTER (mL L) W NG T EFRo AR KR
Table 1 Control effect of 2,4-D butylate (mL L) on aboveground parts

of Ipomoea cairica

Pk 1] ZEM A AL Stem and leaves death rate (%)

Days 1 0.2 0.06 X it Control
5 6.7+51a 33x1.0b 3.8+2.4b 1.0 £ 0.9¢c
10 75+43b 11.7+x24a 12.5+7.2a 1.2+1.0c
15 62.3+8.la 68.8+183a 64.0+204la 22+1.5b
20 98.2+1.8a 99.0+1.3a 925+5.1b 1.3+1.2¢
40 100.0 £ 0.0a 100.0 +0.0a 98.2+1.5b 45+ 1.7c
60 99.2+1.6a 898+39 84.7+8.lc 0.7+ 0.8d
90 99.8+04a 84.2+5.6b 70.3+93c 0.0+ 0.0d

=6, [FA TR 5 AR PR R 225 B3 (LSD RS, P < 0.05), IR,
n=6. Data followed different letters within line indicate significant
difference at 0.05 level by LSD Multiple Comparisons. The same is
following Tables.
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22 FHEEWNANELHIFHBRIE

FHZZ W 10 d J5, 1RE e H Bt 4l
A M RG2S 0 IS, A A0 AR B R A 2 TR Y
THE TR . WE2h )5 15 d, e ik B A2 B 0 7T
G e IR RBOR 10 25 T b VR, ZE A SE R
ik 5] 80.5%, 40 d J5 ZE M4l L 2K 2 99.0%(5K 2),
A D AETE AR, PRI AR 3800 10.0%, Hhk
JiE 22 H AL i 60 d J5 2R A LR IK 74.8%(FR 2),
VR AR I, ik 81.3%. ARk B A2 B X FTC
S KRR 22, W5 25 60 d J5 25 FE 5k
36.8%( % 2), 90 d J5FH-REAARIL 90.0%.

F2 EREXHINE M ZERHEFESE (%) 52
Table 2 Effect of dicamba on death rate (%) of stems and leaves of

Ipomoea cairica

Hif ] F ¥ Dicamba (mL L) POpit

Days 1.00 0.20 0.06 Control
5 4.2+ 1.0a 3.7+ 1.5ab 27+1.0b 1.0+0.9¢c
10 5.0+ 1.7a 3.5 +2.6ab 22+08 1.2+1.0b
15 80.5+134a 26.3+18.8b 57+£27¢ 22=+1.5¢
20 97.0 +2.8a 48.0+£233b 11.0+£7.5¢c 13+x1.2d
40 99.0+1.7a 393+139b 163 +85¢c 4.5+1.7d

60 98.5+2.0a
90 90.0+4.7a

748 +162b 36.8+20.4c 0.7+0.8d
13.7+5.2b 10.2+4.76  0.0+0.0c

23 EBEMENEEHIFHBRER

iR 10 d 5, FORE e i BUAG E B il A
HUSEE IR, L v iRy v v Ak bR R B
5525 40 d & , o R B 4 ZE AR AE R 100%, ik
JEHZEMHEAER A 93.2%, KM E A KA 48.8%(F
3), ¥R EE TR, (H60dJ5, 45 4b B H B
ANTRVRR BE (R A KK A2, 90 d e, TR UK A R Bk
100% o #5181 B b BESA A A8 BE T4 e AR .

F 3 BB NG T B ZE MR FEER (%) B
Table 3 Effects of fluroxypyr on death rate (%) of stems and leaves of

Ipomoea cairica

isf i) B[ Fluroxypyr (mL L™) R

Days 1.00 0.20 0.06 Control
5 6.7 £3.7b 11.5+43a 20x1.1c 1.0+0.9¢c
10 125+33a 13.8+13.5a 8.0+ 5.0b 1.2+ 1.0c

15 67.5+180a 588=+11.8a 232+94b 22=x1.5¢

20 99.7+0.5a 89.0+6.8b 53.7+14.6c 13=x1.2d
40 100.0+0.0a  932+52a  488+20.1b 45+1.7c
60 91.7+4.0a 385+148b 10.7+3.4c 0.7+0.8d
90 0.0+0.0a 0.0 +0.0a 0.0+0.0a 0.0+0.0a

24 EMERNENEREERHN

K BRFFALIE 60 d J5 , BRAGH SR AL BRI A
Wy 5% IRTC 35 25 A, e Ab B 2 SR
X} BE, H A i v B 2,4-D T TR AL B ) R4 o A )
HEAR(ER 4)0 HUE 3 R R B FOTCE: e 1) 7 32
BRI 0L, 2,4-DT BRI BT AR =, 3 VR EE 1 Bl
BIAIR 70% VAL, M FE IR 100%; H AR BEZZ
BN TCA TR A BRI, 1 e e B ) Bt a6
90% (% 4), A P vk B A B 1T E B R K o
PAREXT N4 e Bl ki 25 (3 4).

Fa4 BRFN TG0 A 4 i 50 2 35 B2 B AL
Table 4 Effects of herbicides on Ipomoea cairica biomass and final
control effects
B #055) (mL L")
Herbcides

TG EIE (g m?)  SREEBIAC (%)

Alive part biomass Control effect

24-DTHEE 1.0 23.0 £ 6.0f 99.83 + 0.41a
2,4-D butylate  0.20 39.0 + 4.0¢ 84.17 + 5.56b
0.06 44.0+2.2¢ 70.33 +9.33¢
F il 1.00 41.2+13.5¢ 90.00 = 4.73ab
Dicamba 0.20 55.8+15.5d 13.67 £5.20d
0.06 124.5 £21.2¢ 10.17 £ 4.67d
i i 1.00 142.6 + 26.3¢ 0.00
Fluroxypyr 0.20 193.4+19.1b 0.00
0.06 309.6 29.2a 0.00
%} & Control 332.0+17.1a —

: -
n=3; n=6.

2524DTEER B

I HPLC 43 #F 2,4-DT s 5% B4 &, 0 i )
20 min, FHFRFEM 7 S bR 45 8] 2,4-DT
ik e 1A AR 5 5 B 9 2 itk 5 B2 A y=13.846x+6.0595
(R*=0.9987)., HizhJ5, 2,4-DT Ee7E 18 F-4
5% BR et it s 1R A3 RS T U /N , R i ARG H SRl
KARAE, 80 d J5 LA R RIFR A (£ 5).

#£5 24-DTHERTEIEh sk E R
Table 5 Residues of 2,4-D butylate in the soil

24-DTT 1] Days

2,4-D butylate 15 40 80

Kt Detected content (ug g")  047+0.16 020+0.11 —

K H4>% Detection rate (%) 66.7 50 0

n=6; — : ARALM
n=6; — : Not detected.
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P T 45 b - 39 A L €5 25 ) K, A BR A AL
BNt 2,4-D T ER(RINE A 1.8 pg g HIFEA#E
DLHETT oY . S5 RRI, 2,4-D T BRAEA LT
S EREE(10.14 £ 1.01) g kg 1Y B0 4 FE b [ AR
HRER, 30 d FEA# T 73.26%, LN 14 d; 78
HHLT SR 25E[(5.28 + 1.04) g kg TR K {6+ 4
Wi dss e, 30 d B T 71.25%, W0 15 ds 78
F AL & B IK[(0.86 + 0.03) g kgAY & €0+ A
Wfiede e, 30 d BT 58.11%, Wl 25 d,F
YRR 18 d(E 1),

2.0
1.8
1.6 F S
14
1.2
1.0
0.8
0.6
04

0.2 r
0

2,4-D THE & it (ngg)
2,4-D butyalte content

5 10 15 20 25 30
ff 8] Days
1 2,4-D T BRTEAIF L AE T AOREME . L. M. H 23 5IRR AP
FRAR A BRI, A NI
Fig. 1 2,4-D butylate degradation in different soils. L, M and H indicate

soil with low, moderate, and high organic contents, respectively; A:

Average.

2.6 2,4-DT B xS H AR MBI ST

KA LLRE R P At 24 i DA T e o e
B RTE 80% UL . BEIE T2 A b
Y, WE S AFILAG (Wedelia trilobata) . %81 . (Bidens
pilosa) 2P} (Lantana camara) 55 20 25 (5% 6).
A 1.0 mL L' 19 2,4-DT FRBEA 1 A H 5, FR4:
e FEAKG B, VBB A H 48 AN 42 4 (Pharbitis nil)
FWZ P TR EM 2 E, K (Solanum torvum)
FE Y (Alocasia macrorrhiza)%3 B 25 E R L
% BB A (Wedelia trilobata) S5 HEAR R AZ 500
2550 0 M 1 A S 61%(3K 6). AL, H]
2,4-D T RSP AT IR FUN & e % R 2 B Py e %
). —FlE, NG A — e FEE K, 35
RIZ R REL ey Z I, Mk AR
A AT R b S 55 AR B D s I R SR A 2
Al TORE . AR N AR IR S A B
RIFEYI A LT #ii(A geratum conyzoides)1 Fl (3% 6).

£ 6 24-DTEXIEHEYNEMm
Table 6 Effects of 2,4-D butylate on growth of other species

fEFHEH WIAREEE —FIR
Damage Original Coverage
level coverage after | year

Giik7)

Species

HINE I Ipomoea cairica 4 I I
#4- Pharbitis nil 4
YLET L Bidens pilosa 3
#iH 24 Mikania micrantha 3
S NERi Synedrella nodiflora 2
X5 Ficus hispida 2
FIM Broussonetia papyrifera 2
13 Alocasia macrorrhiza 2
JKJifi Solanum torvum 2
ERIRA Rhus chinensis 1
K E}: Polygonum chinense 1
IKZE Polygonum hydropiper 1
XSPRJEE Paederia scandens 1
BT Glochidion puberum 1
4 HBE Hedyotis hedyotidea 1
EF& Melastoma sanguineum 1
WRWARE Nephrolepis cordifolia 1
BRI Wedelia trilobata 0
¥t Eucalyptus robusta 0
H AT Miscanthus floridulus 0
L2} Lantana camara 0

0

0

TH Dicranopteris dichotoma

e e — e e e e e e e e e e e e e T e — |

B IE Tetracera asiatica

T T e e S Bt B S v S U

MELL8 Ageratum conyzoides
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2,4-DT Mg 22 B ERIIE B 15 JB U R R BR B )
BT A A A R P R R K e A B S A AR
A, RSB FE T HARB T4 R &R
B, 3 FhBRAEFINT A IR A b7 BRI B AN
fiti 2 Jii 20~40 d, B b AR B 27w R I b B
(R ZE AL T AR AR AT, AR AL SR ZE A P 34 7
89% LU I (% 1~3). iz 5 60~90 d FRi= ik & 2,4-D
TR AR B ) TN A R A B KR A (R 1), K
AALFRES B (R R A AR R A, P I e Ab B
J FN 4 e B PR AR 323K 100% (5 3). 3 FlBR
B A 28R BB [ 25 57, 2,4-DT PR AN B
P 2R (R F S B . BARE SR 2,4-D T TR
X A B W 28 KA i, 22 W2k 2 W e i
55
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A 5T 25 2 W, W% it 1.00 mL L 5 & 6
2,4-DT BT IR ARSETINE JE, Ho ik B a1
HLAE Y 3.6 mL L (1 BEAIG, 3 X s/ D B w5l i +
B BR KO PR I S e A B B S, T2 Y
Fist ) b AN ] BT T ARG 25 F AN T, 3 X
FN 4 Je 1 A KPR 2 DA fifi Y 2,4-D T R Y &
FERFNHE R —FEER AT FT e X PP 25 55 g s
60 d F R4 e A= 9 i i AR AL R B (3R 4), Wt 2y J5 A
T 2R NG ey g A SE AT T 21225
AR AENG , B 2R A A JIAR R o FESEBR
I MR8 T A T i) AR B 2 AR A K 5y, 38 2438
FREFIR 25

b2 B BRI A BT B i A R 20, A
SELEREH] EBFAME ] 1.00 mL L' 1Y 2,4-D T g
B I T & e, R I N L E A ) 2 2 400, IF R
S H AR AR AE Y, WA 2 TR R H 2
WA BRI BT BRECR . (R, ii 25 1 455 2 E K
BB NG e — e R R A K S i
FINE e WA B KSR, 3] g5 280 Tk
R E NIy AN 2T s ok ) )2
QR , S PR 2545 R, 35 20 T4 e AN RE
BT, X T ane] By BR R 8 v 1) 4 e i
5T .

AN TR) PR 3% B 500 A I 1 o e RO ] B
BT R v R Ao B ) i Y — 2 T Y
()R Ay 2 2 Y 52— A i B R 7 P 05
LRI/ NIEE R, AR5, 2,4-DT Fafe
A HLGT i e A A B R A, 2
14 d, 52 )5 80 d LI A A E] 2,4-D T B,
BEAEER LN, 5 2,4-DT FEAH L, % 5 R B
() R e e B MR REAG, BE AT  A 4 51 8~15
I 7~13 dP2Y, SEPR b ASHIFSE P LE A ) v it 2
KR, 22 AL CR RN A & 58 48%) FLE I (A
B 1N 20%) B9 A RO % & 3wl b 2,4-D
THE (A RS B8R 72%) 1% 33.3% F1 72.2%.
1.00 mL L™ (19 22 558 55 1K 4 10 55 B By 3503k
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