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Abstract

At present, there are many fungicides for the field application of barley, but the fungicides for the
field application of barley are few and single. The control of grass damage in barley production is
becoming more and more important. The experiment was set up to study the effect of different
fungicides on weed closure and early stem and leaf removal in barley fields, and the safety of dif-
ferent fungicides to barley. The results showed that 60% pyryl-isopropyl WP (150 g/667 m?2) was
safe and effective for herbicides and broadleaved grasses in barley fields. The effect of 33% flu
thiazide - pyryl - Furan SC 80 ml/667 m? was better on the herbage in barley fields, but not on the
stem and leaf of the herbage above the two-leaf stage, and it is safe for barley seedlings.
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