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Abstract: In order to study influence of common herbicides on soil microbial biomass b IR E R
during wheat growth, we studied influences of tribenuron-methyl and 2,4-D on soil microbial p + 4495 %
biomass C, N and carbon and nitrogen ratio (C,,;./N,ic) by potted plants. The results AR M3 B
showed that influences of tribenuron-methyl and 2,4-D on soil microbial biomass C and N TR
were activated after the first inhibited, inhibitory action would be strengthened with increase b 2K
of time and concentration, and significantly higher than the control. Inhibitory actions of | SNES
tribenuron-methyl and 2,4-D on soil microbial biomass C were highest at the 14" and 7" kI
day, the highest inhibitory rate were 54.9% and 45.2% respectively; Inhibitory action of b THIR
tribenuron-methyl and 2,4-D on soil microbial biomass N were highest at the 7th day ,the b LS
highest inhibitory rate were 51.0% and 65.4% respectively. Soil microbial biomass C and N N
after treatment of the two kinds of herbicides were highest at the 28th day, activations were PubMed
significantly higher than the control, the activation rate were 1.09 and 1.33 times and F Article by LI Yong-ling
activation would be strengthened with increase of concentration. Influence of tribenuron- Article by ZHANG Tian-
methyl and 2,4-D on soil microbial biomass C,,;./N,;c mainly took on increase-decrease- b bao
increase trend. Thus influences of tribenuron-methyl and 2,4-D on soil microbial biomass C, Article by WANG Wei-
N had relation to concentration and time but no relation to type of herbicide. r shuai
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