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Abstract: The paper aims to assess the weed control efficacy, controlling spectrum and safety of fomesafen and
clethodim 28% EC in mung bean and red bean fields. Post—emergence spraying and periodic investigation were
used in our experiments. This herbicide could control annual grass weeds and most of broadleaf weeds effectively be-
cause of broader controlling spectrum. The control effects were investigated 10 and 30 d after spraying. The quantita-
tive control effects range from 78.2% to 100.0% after 10 d and from 77.6% to 95.9% after 30 d, the fresh weight con-
trol effects were from 89.3% to 97.4% after 30 d. Leaf spots appeared on some leaves of experimental crops after
spraying and disappeared after a period of time, so the yield was not influenced. Appropriate dosage of this herbi-
cide should be between 294.0 g a.i./hm*and 357.0 g a.i./hm’, water supply quantity is 375 L/hm’. One or three com-
pound stage of mung bean and red bean is the best control period.
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