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Objectives Herbicide performance
The overall goals of the tree and vine weed science research and extension Several field trials were conducted to evaluate weed control efficacy in commercial almond orchards. In these experiments, research personnel
program at UC Davis (http://ucanr.org/brad.hanson) is to provide information applied replicated, small-plot treatments using CO2 pressurized backpack or ATV-mounted spray equipment. Weed control was visually assessed
on weed management and herbicide issues to California growers, Pest Control several times during the growing season and, in some cases, biomass or other quantitative data were collected. A few representative data are
Advisors, and the UC Cooperative Extension network. The almond industry is shown in Tables 1-5 below; a full accounting is available in the AlImond Board Research Report. Many of these data are also presented online at
one of the key stakeholder groups for this program; however, the majority of the UC Weed Science blog (http://ucanr.edu/blogs/UCDWeedScience/index.cfm) and the Almond Doctor blog (http://thealmonddoctor.com/)
our resea I’Ch iS broadly app|icab|e tO, and pa rt|a“y Supported by, Other OrCha rd Tablel. Selected weed control evaluations from 2014-15 large plot demonstration conducted in
. .. . . an almond orchard near Escalon, CA; second year treatments. (Watkins and Hanson)
and vineyard commodities in the state as well as the pest control industry.
""""""" 28 DAT-A : 59 DAT-A -————-{ Tgple 2. Postemergence weed control in an almond orchard trial conducted near Wasco, CA in
blegrass fleabane spke - feabane hews | SPTing 2014. (Moretti, Watkins, and Hanson)
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