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Abstract

Luorouracridine (temporary name) is a newly developed pyrimidine salicylic acid herbicide, which
has good herbicidal activity on rice field weeds. In this study, the methods of soil spray, stem-leaf
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spray and leaf smear were used to determine the action mode and safety of luorouracridine in rice.
The results showed that luorouracridine could be absorbed by barnyard grass (Echinochloa crus-
galli) leaves, leaf sheaths and roots, but could not be absorbed by bud sheaths. Luorouracridine
was relatively safe for rice, with a selection index of 6.20 in the rice field, and there was no differ-
ence in the sensitivity of the three types of rice varieties to luorouracridine.
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1. 5|8

B S KABERG ML, HARSE A KA A IRy, W R EOUKFE T &G 10%~20%,
B2 AIKFGI = 90% LA E[1]: B T HEE T AR, 7 H A B FP S o0 A0 B AR A BE %A AR [2] [3] [4].
ET, A EEBT R O R AR R B AR T B, M E RBHE T A B R R ANE], BT
FA I BB AT AN EI[3] [5]e BT BREFIRKIARN , VF 27 B 4+ Bt 2 MR s =28 T gk, 1 25
X 4 BB BRBOR T BR[6]. N, V22 B 70 2 A ALl I 7E BI040 R 7] it Aol A B v 6o g T 2% S ) B
BRAR

FA M E BL K (Luorouracridine, & 1 44) W E K GIRBW A, HAZAFR: O-[2,6-%(4,6-— H4(-2-
e 3 S FE - AR L R - =R I HBENS, T30 Gy HaeFsNOg (L7548 AR IR TR AR 7 A0
AIRA TR, o0 IE B R4 AR O BR 7R, HOGHRE F LI S 4 B B B (R R RS, AR
FAMLHZ 30| ALS fiff(acetolactate synthase)idi[7]; H.o LAFIZ Pl 24 1R FH[8]. {HL 45018 e L ik e /K i )
AR R K 2 B T 208 R WARIE s 1T Ik LU AIF 50 b R TR0 e B Bk /K G P 100 e 24 5 ORI it 24 1
Frb e ik, ZEFE BT T G50 e B IR X 2 B AR FH O ORI K R I 22 A VEEAT T = R
2. MRSk
2.1. X755

98% FUHENE Hifik TC, 10%FMERE B 1] 4 B 2 551(0D), BIHTL IR A & R TR ARG R Of
FRA B4,

MR 24 F 2 BE A% 15,000 mg/L BEE, FEIIN 1%0E3E-80 1ERIBIEF; F 0.2% iR —-20 /KA
PR R BRI IR T o 10% M5 E FLE OD F 0.2%M:35—-20 7K A RS R 21 B 1 .

22. RENKREREESE

2.2.1. RE(Echinochloa crusgalli (L.) Beauv.)

MR T/RAE 2014 FRETRIBMKRE S, FEORAF KA s A& M5~ KA TP )5 2T
b, £ 5C~8CUKKEIRTE 30 d Zifa, ARG IS FEM T2 20 L W 2k (40 Ki/#), BIHIEE 0.5 cm
AL, DUREHK R 77 s0RES RE: #MS 2 d H T REmi s lne, M gE 3 T2
FR a6 G AR RO AT ZE 5 i . MRS B R AE 25°C~27°C. i 16 bR
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2.2.2. 7K¥E

PR PPN RS 18 S CREAEAY) . BURIE 988 (RASHIFEAY) KWIRGECRRAEAY), Al i b B Fh - 2K BT
KBTI . AKFERNFAEIE /K HIRT 48 h, 25 /544 58 AR 38 M T B4R N 10 em R Bk rh (RI3%A
WUREEAN 1.42%, pH6.7), WEHE 30 ki DURBHK I 28 LB R R, fFEMa%E T 25C,
TS B 16 h/8h [ B R . KRG 2 M 1 O AR K — SRR RE 1 15 RRVEBEIRLN T .

2.3. REHE

2.3.1. HEBFIRE
Z I NY/T 1155.3-2006 (IbR#E7 2347 [9]. 3 EAEFHLE 2 d MR E T PWT-510 BUME 25 55 4 o &
M55 3 CRE RIS AN 0.2 m®, WEZG9 10 ml, W25 500 L/hm®, W55 J18 0.5 kpa) AN [R5
WERLREI) 2570 WIS AR AR B TR R (25°C~27°C, 16 h e, DAME 0.2%M iR 20 7K
PESTHHRALHE . /MRS 3 IREE, FEEWE | NMERM. 8BS 4EE 15 K, HEGEEEH F5
B, T B2 TR A 2
I 26 (%) = (R Y 2 B T - 245 750 b 380 A B o )/ A 4 B ) > 100 [9]

2.3.2. BIFiRE
FEEE FLE 100 mg/L AT 1000 mg/L FI 253 73 i B 2B e ik 3 mHIPEE 4 s 0 28 2 sk Jy IR 1
B 1 sKM A R Y, OF B2 R X IR AR T 0.2%m I 20 /KIS F . BIREURE I
FELNTE LR IR (25°C~27C, 16 h IR). 245 10d THERSSEI R BRI IR R4, 5F
THEIET .
BT 3(%) = (RSB AL/ S - FEH) < 100 [9]

2.3.3. RARUE
TE 15 cm 858 ML A 2 I\ S0 0 B 100 mg/L A1 1000 mg/L 125 50 ml. 5 3 MR EE 48 1)
TR E TR IR 2530, iE25H B NI LA R B 24 h R 250, #: BIB/KAR
FE SR, R AL E T ORI (25°C~27°C, 16 h JalR). Zif5 10 d THEUR: AL R R HOR A7
TEBELE, AR TR
BET 3 (%) = (Rt 4% FEA e 22 B < 100 [9]
2.3.4. REMNE
ZHANY/T 1155.8-2007 [FIARE 75347 [10] .4 BKFE B (S Fh: SRS 18 5 A 4 M E T E T PWT-510
$ 2.3.1 T 15058 55 o e R S 2 AN IRV FE I 2V o W5 240 5 KRB AN AR B e ik 25V B SRR IS, A
B 222 MMEE . WZAHE)E 10 d, WA ZBELIA UK TERE, THEBERIEE, )5
20d J5, BEFKFERIE L, BYRAMEE, FREUEARM FEE E (me/bk), THROKFEAE R IDH] .
MELRETE (%) = (RS E SR ED) x 100
IKFEAE AN Z(%) = [CoF AL R R KRR E — 2470 Kb B () 7ROR i 0 )0 AR L P /K R B ] > 100
FH 245 7] 3% S 0T K — P9 B Al B 2 i R A A A0 ) 2 PR AL 23 0 T 5 287 701 ) 7% By R 41 ot 7 e A A 1 [
A, IR RURIE 90% 3K B (LDoo) MM K FEAE K 10% 03K E(ED o)
PR B = /W [10]
C: {E¥If EDyg; W: ZRHEH) LDogo
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2.3.5. KB RFAOBURMY

3 AMREARF ARG AT 2.3.1 TTHEWS 10% 5 0E 5 OD AR 925, W24 5 (7K
Rt B ERRT S, J1E 2.2.2 MM E . MiZi)E 20 d 5, SedokmRisie -, 8RR, &
BUE bR T 306 5 (mg/dk), 1% 2.3.5 HHRUKREAE K AMHI R .

3. LR
3.1, MEIMAERRYEN

SR FH 438 5 25925 0 UM WE B TREON B B M A 2R () 2 B EL A S 2 d 8% 100 mg/L A1 1000 mg/L
(B e SR ZG T, 245 15 KRB e s, 450k 1. R0 RR0, HUNE FEE 6T
PRI H U B SO I, X R R ) 40 ) B A AR N

Table 1. Effect of luorouracridine soil treatment on the emergence of barnyard grass

1. FIENEER IR AN IR R R E W B YR

FR— PR ARE B (mg/7)
T I BTk R E N 2%
1 2 3 Sy
100 mg/L 2253 2074 1866 2064.3 5.59
1000 mg/L 1774 2359 1584 1905.7 12.85
PRt 2042 2583 1935 2186.7

WIS S5 SRR, T MR I 9 A B R ) 0 B R A, ) M W T AN T R ) 2
T A% FEAGBE -

3.2. AHAERHR

PR NE HEE 9 100 mg/L A1 1000 mg/L Z53RIR 3 M IR R R4 2 5K 7 IR T, 45 R BUR R S8
(£ 2) 42 BREIR, WMEVERRE ] 285 T RIUR 5T, BURERE.

Table 2. Effect of luorouracridine on barnyard grass at different application parts

2. A ER A E AR BERN R IGIR

) . T TR (R FERR BUAT GRS
it 2577 =X 253K (mg/L) X 5 5 it Z %
: 100 3/8 5/16 4/11 25.53
wht A
1000 10/3 9/1 14/2 84.62
i 100 0/13 0/10 0/10 0.00
TR
1000 9/2 9/4 8/3 74.29
‘ 100 14/21 9/15 11/17 39.08
RAR A&
1000 20/0 16/0 18/0 100
pagiied - 1/12 0/15 0/18 2.17

3.3. AHEHRIHR
PR NE BB 100 mg/L A1 1000 mg/L 234K 3 IR B A2 1 5k Fy (it a8, 285 SR m] S s i

DOI: 10.12677/br.2022.113045 385 JERZIEERTI


https://doi.org/10.12677/br.2022.113045

L% %

BB 2). %2 HREF, BN EECE 1000 mg/L K EER RIS 0T B A5 S, BURBRGE: B
ST EIRETE 100 me/L VKM SRRSO ERNTE, o AU I (IS 2 MBI 2 b, B4
(LR 245 B ARG T 2 2 R T

3.4. RABBHIHR

FH A IE SRR 100 mg/L A1 1000 mg/L 250215 3 MBI BLE AR, 45 SR SRR 2B (2 2). &
2 85 R EIR, FEIE R BEE 1000 mg/L K FAMARMWUGL T, BUREAEIE: FENEREE 100 mg/L
TSI BUR R AT E 40% B EAR BT
3.5. AIBIEERAIEFER

SR FH 25 I 5% 55 0 e oo AR ) R Y v, e RERE 2 5 2 d, BB ERIR: M2 S
5d, BREIOM A IFIEREE, DUGBHREEANIT. MiZH)5 10 d, 302 PR SRR RS 0B SR AR 735
PRERRE(E 3). ZTHEL,  HUBENE SR R (1 2 7 [ 2

y=2.0835 + 1.6665x (r = 0.9675)
LDy = 330.4754 g/hm* (95% B {5 HR: 200.0562~545.9167 g/hm?)

Table 3. Herbidide effect of luorouracridine on barnyard grass and inhibition rate on rice growth (stem-leaf spray method)

3. AT ER RN REYR MK FEE KMEIREMHREE)

Wiz P N
g/hm” ISY/R o HiFERR AL REERFEZ% FE BB T (m/ ) %
12.5 70 15 16.81
25 73 25 30.38
50 63 29 42.86
100 77 45 56
150 64 46 70.22 966.0 0.49
300 70 66 93.95 958.5 1.26
600 948.25 232
1200 905.0 6.77
2400 859.75 11.43
0 72 4 - 970.75

P 3 EEIREN], FENE EREE ER S T (2400 g/hm?)X K REAR P A K AT AN AR A, Bl e EE A
SRR B 11.43%; e M8 55 IR 5 A BT /K R B i A A R4 4 F X 80AIG s ELAR v i TR R I8 185 5 0T B
WA RS Zrh 5 g e R KRS A A K A A 8 [ 2

y=-0.485 + 1.1636x (r = 0.9951)
EDjo=2048.11 g/hm® (95% B 5 MR : 1716.95~2443.14 g/hm?)

R LE R L], FUIE B RECE RS FH AR B 201 = 2048.11/330.4754 = 6.20. 31X 337~ 900485 I B ok £ %

FH H A % BE R KRG (R PR A, WK AR % 4.

3.6. JKkFEmM RIS SRIENE R A B
10% 3R IE 1 OD AN [RIVR LA 265070 )5 55 BAE 18 WG« EUHIDIL 988 =AM Al AORR B, 45 2R
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W 4 FR, 10%EEIEEEF OD LA 75~300 g/hm? Jifi 24 5055 55 6 Ak 1 b 56 26 (R B2 i i /N, 0 00
FEALFE R % 10% LR o X455 53 W AN [F) 2 TR /K e ot ol o A g 0 ok 1) B0 JR v 3 A W B 2 5

Table 4. Inhibitory effect of 10% luorouracridine OD on fresh weight of rice seedlings under different rate (stem-leaf spray

gioﬁ%ﬁugﬂiﬁﬁi‘i OD TRl Exd 7k FERR B B B AOHIBIR R (ERTIE)
a2 5 BRE 18 PNk BRI 988
(gai/m)  g¢Fmghh)  MEE%  EEEmg)  EE%  BEEmgb) Y%

75 1014a 0.37 902.5a 1.34 1199.5a 1.56
150 998.75a 1.87 887.25a 3.01 1170a 3.98
225 984a 3.32 874.25a 4.43 1159.75a 4.82
300 943a 7.34 853.25a 6.72 1120.25a 8.06
0 1017.75a - 914.75a - 1218.5a -

Ve OKFEREALIEAE AL 1S BRI F— RETAR SRR RN 253 B35 (p = 0.05).

4. Wig

1) AR, HEnE Rk DR o B, Ta7. 6. MR, THE, BRI EHA
AR HIARBIEE[ 7] TEZ NIE 78RR 70 S e SRR BB R A 7 3, SRR, S e B ]
SRR WA HERBOME S, FRRRE, TSRS RO BAR . TEAHFREE T HRe 4 M zh 7
IR EEAETC S, A] WL g R (AR RIS R, L UGR I Fr, FRRGR HE

2) = T 45 B RN, TR0 WE B IEE IR R AR HOE 6.20; 10% 5% E H K OD it 24 &2 4E 75~300
ga.i/hm® N =R KRS 5 A ) T A KRG TE 10% LA R o = AN R 5 ol X 900 % 1 25 ik 14 4
PR A R ZE R (YR FAKRR MR E, RRRACERE T 3 MR KR A AT,
HAS > o ik, EA 7 L S e SRR B R ARG AR L, IR RRIEAE e ig R HET T BRI, PR
7I R it o Yo 0 P P T 0 e P 22 S T 0 /K ARG 24 5

3) HRAE G g B R R B Oy SR U A5 S, FERG FH S SR e BT, DA 2R 55 Ab R VAR B 2%
BRI T o 10% 50 e B Ik OD Xof /KRB B 1 22 Ak e g o (ELZE FEL IR0 0 24 B A I 75 7 HH )32 — 25 1R 56
CARF e B2 730 B2 it 24 ) ) 25 IR 3556 245 2 1 B2
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