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69.6 0.06

7.5 0.71 0-30
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Table 2. Analysis of variance (mean squares) of Cynanchum acutum density and dry weight reduction (%) in sugarcane

PP S O3y Sl PP W15 gl e S
Cynanchum acutum dry weight reduction Cynanchum acutum density reduction /9 ST dryd e C{l‘“‘.
90DAT 75DAT 60DAT 45DAT 30DAT 15DAT  90DAT 75DAT 60DAT 45DAT 30 DATY \Gs/DAT df - Source of variations
4 N
77.34 77.34 55.42™  2.67™ 19.05™  2.347™ 105.33 24.32™ 4.04™ 19.19™ 3.190 48.44 3 L A
@( Replication
3167.40" 2772.39" 2687.95" 2722.22"° 1764.84" 1092.63" 2723.89" 2476.21" 2555.28" 2009.2@ 397 3296.68™ 5 Treatment e
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11.48 13.09 15.44 20.64 20.64 7.58 16.53 16.41 8.34 19.@ 7.46 8.39 15 Error

(A y3) Ol s o o

8.38 7.88 6.92 7.42 8.62 6.16 8.80 5.92 7.62 AS. 3 7.18 9.35 CV. (%)
ns: Non significant, **: significant at 1 and 5% probability level. @Y Ao y3 gy 5 8 e o 53 413 gme 3 54 P 5l gme 2 NS
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Table 3. Analysis of variance (mean squares) of Cynanchum acutum density and dry Weight reduction (%6) in sugarcane under the influence of various herbicide
applicati@kreatments

(W) Wl Kis 39 ol P o1 Gl .
Cynanchum acutum dry weight reduction (%) Cyn acutum density reduction (%) Slosd
90 DAT 75DAT 60DAT 45DAT 30DAT 15DAT 90 DAT D 60 DAT 45DAT 30DAT 15DAT Treatment
Y - e g . Y
60.90° 6439° 7271° 92.42° 100°  100°  66.18°, 69.64° 77.89° 98.42° 100°  100° . (S0 53 730 ke 57010 pli |
Indaziflam (50 g ai ha™)
842°  84.85° 100°  100°  100°  100° 88.75° 100°  100°  100°  100° _ (S 02 g esle . 51V0) i |
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51.37% 5452° 67.56° 75.89° 78.12" 84 49.49° 5566° 60.35° 80.98° 81.12° 84.86° _ . s atatd
Trifloxysulfuron sodium + ametryn
23.25"  2858" 37.39% 41.83% 46.10° 2436  32.32" 4339 4471d 52.10° 66.71° Il oSS
2.4-D+MCPA

e 03 2 A g poT Dl g 4SS 3 2 71y 55408

39.20°  40.04° 47.97° 50.17° 52.% 74.96° 36.75°  48.42° 52.21° 54.86° 58.83° 62.96° .
Glyphosate + Ammonium sulfate

100? 100? 100? 1002 100? 100? 100? 100? 100? 100? 100? . TS
Weeding
{ P71 s o (LSD) ls oms Vel il 0503T bl ol ime (oMt oo SOl Ot 58 )3 il U39
Similar letters in each column indicate no’Significant difference based on the least significant difference (LSD) test (P<0.01). Abbreviation: DAT, days after treatment.
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Table 4. Analysis of variance (mean squares) of quantitative and qualitative of sugarcane chara&stics

(Quality variables) s Sle

(Quantity variables) o5 lae

s S 5asf B ; TR tuwg 0 ,Silye kb L@ WRCCIE S Dl S wlio
s o) oy & 0o . . U39 it
Recoverable . ; ; The number The middle internode ; df Source of variations
sugar Fiber Invert gr Brix Can yield internode diameter P weight
0.91™ 0.95" 0.001" 0.19™ 1.08"™ 0.427™ 0.01"™ ./ 0.004"™ 3 L A
(b' Replication
8.78" 2.76" 0.1217 258" 61.79" 1.520” 0.0 ‘§ 0.007* 6 o
Treatment
0.23 0.43 0.003 0.12 16.25 2.26 & 5 0.006 18 =
Error
(o 53) Sl oS o 5
4.85 511 14.28 1.62 5.45 13.70 - CV. (%)

ns: Non significant, **: significant at 1 and 5% probability level.

Table 5. Mean comparison of quantitative,and

6.08 0 3.70
V- 4
</

Ko A 9 o5 Slho BBy aylioo Jgur
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alitative of sugarcane characteristics
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Recoverable  Fiber Invert gr Brix C‘i:" ield er The middle S“tsem weiuﬁt Treatment
sugar (%o0f cane) (% of juice) (% of juice) y terhode internode diameter g
11.26°  1261°  0533° 21.48* 117.90 18.2° 1.85° 0.72° _ (O3 ke 0 50 ol
\h Indaziflam (75 g ai ha™)
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& Trifloxysulfuron sodium + ametryn
8.83% 14.80°  0.211° 20. 101.26° 12.7° 1.75¢ 0.61° lsf s>ss
2,4-D+MCPA
0.68%  1260°  0366° o (20,30 11068°  166° 1.74¢ 0.68° S50 03 N el s S 70558
x Glyphosate + Ammonium sulfate
1262°  12.60°  0.709° w 21.79° 12192 183 2.14a 0.73° : -
Weeding
8.17° 14.79° 0.21& 19.75° 100.94° 12.5° 1.56° 0.59° . St
Weed infested
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