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Abstract

Understanding the critical time of weed removal (CTWR) is necessary for designing effective
weed management programs in popcorn production that do not result in yield reduction.
The objective of this study was to determine the CTWR in popcorn with and without a pre-
mix of atrazine and S-metolachlor applied PRE. Field experiments were conducted at the
University of Nebraska–Lincoln, South Central Agricultural Laboratory near Clay Center,
NE in 2017 and 2018. The experiment was laid out in a split-plot design with PRE herbicide
as the main plot and weed removal timing as the subplot. Main plots included no herbicide or
atrazine/S-metolachlor applied PRE. Subplot treatments included a weed-free control, a non-
treated control, and weed removal timing at V3, V6, V9, V15, and R1 popcorn growth stages
and then kept weed free throughout the season. A four-parameter log-logistic function was
fitted to percentage popcorn yield loss and growing degree days separately to each main
plot. The number of growing degree days, when 5% yield loss was achieved, was extracted
from the model and compared between main plots. The CTWR was from the V4 to V5
popcorn growth stage in absence of PRE herbicide. With atrazine/S-metolachlor applied
PRE, the CTWRwas delayed until V10 to V15. It is concluded that, to avoid yield loss, weeds
must be controlled before the V4 popcorn growth stage when no PRE herbicide is applied,
and PRE herbicide, such as atrazine/S-metolachlor in this study, can delay the CTWR until
the V10 growth stage.

Introduction

Popcorn sales increased globally from 160 million kg in 1970 to nearly 519 million kg in 2016
(Popcorn Board 2019). Popcorn production in the United States occurs predominantly in
Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Michigan, Nebraska, and Ohio (Popcorn Board
2019). The United States produced 486 million kg of popcorn in 2017; Nebraska produced
the most: 167 million kg annually or 34% of the total popcorn production in the United
States on 25,949 ha (USDA 2019). Popcorn varies agronomically from field corn [Zea mays (L.)
var. indentata] in several ways. It is generally shorter, has weaker and thinner stalks that make it
more prone to lodging, produces narrower and more upright leaves, and generally emerges
slowly and lags behind in leaf production compared with field corn (Ziegler 2001).

Herbicide options in popcorn are limited compared with field corn (Pike et al. 2002; Ziegler
2001). For example, thiencarbazone/isoxaflutole is labeled in field corn but not in popcorn
(Anonymous 2016). This is because popcorn is more sensitive to several herbicides compared
with field corn and seed corn. Atrazine and S-metolachlor are the most commonly used herbi-
cides in popcorn, because of their crop safety. For example, Bertalmio et al. (2003) reported that
atrazine (PRE and/or POST) was applied on 99% and S-metolachlor (PRE) on 11% of popcorn
production fields in 1999 in the United States. In addition, a premix of atrazine and S-metola-
chlor can provide broad-spectrum weed control compared with either herbicide applied alone
(Geier et al. 2009; Grichar et al. 2003; Steele et al. 2005). As of 2018, there is no herbicide-resistant
popcorn hybrid commercially available; therefore, the use of POST herbicides, such as glyph-
osate, glufosinate, or 2,4-D choline, used in herbicide-resistant field corn, are not options for
weed control in popcorn (ISAAA 2018; Pike 2002). The use of a PRE herbicide is very important
in popcorn production because of limited effective POST herbicides. PRE herbicides withmulti-
ple effective sites of action in corn production often result in reduced weed densities and weed
biomass and leads to greater yields (Nurse et al. 2006; Schuster and Smeda 2007). Although
PRE herbicides are important to corn production, they usually do not provide season-long con-
trol of certain weed species with wide emergence patterns, such as common waterhemp
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[Amaranthus tuberculatus (Moq.) J. D. Sauer] and Palmer ama-
ranth (A. palmeri S. Watson) unless followed by a POST herbicide
(Chahal et al. 2018a, 2018b; Nolte and Young 2002; Steckel
et al. 2002).

The critical period of weed control (CPWC) is the period during
the life cycle of a crop when weeds must be controlled to avoid
unacceptable yield losses (Zimdahl 1988). The CPWC consists
of the critical time for weed removal (CTWR), which determines
the earliest point in the life cycle of a crop when weeds must be
removed to prevent unacceptable yield losses (Knezevic et al.
2002). Knowledge gained from understanding the CPWC aids
in determining the need for and timing of weed control
(Knezevic et al. 2002). The CTWR has been determined in cotton
(Gossypium spp.) (Bukun 2004), dry beans (Phaseolus vulgaris L.)
(Burnside et al. 1998), peanut (Arachis hypogaea L.) (Everman et al.
2008), field corn (Hall et al. 1992), soybean [Glycine max (L.)
Merr.] (Van Acker et al. 1993), spring canola (rape; Brassica napus
L.) (Martin et al. 2000), sunflower (Helianthus annuus L.)
(Knezevic et al. 2013), and winter wheat (Triticum aestivum, cv.
Mercia) (Welsh et al. 1999). The CTWR in popcorn has been
reported in Turkey to be at crop emergence (VE) (Tursun et al.
2016). The CTWR in field corn has been reported in several studies
in North America. In Ontario, Canada, Hall et al. (1992) reported
the CTWR to vary from the three-leaf stage (V3) to the 14-leaf
stage (V14) in non-genetically modified field corn, whereas
Halford et al. (2001) reported it to be at V6 in no-till field corn.
In Nebraska, Evans et al. (2003a) reported the CTWR in field corn
from V4 to V7 under ideal nitrogen fertilizer. Norsworthy and
Oliveira (2004) found that the CTWR in field corn was variable
between locations in South Carolina, such as V1 to V2 at one loca-
tion and V5 to V6 at another research site, regardless of narrow-
row (48 cm) or wide-row (97 cm) spacing. Although the CTWR in
field corn has been well studied, this information is not available
for popcorn in North America. Understanding the CPWC is a
major requirement for developing an integrated weed manage-
ment plan for a crop (Knezevic and Datta 2015). The CTWR
can be delayed by the application of a PRE herbicide, allowing
for a longer application window for a POST herbicide (Knezevic
et al. 2013).

The objective of this study was to determine the CTWR in pop-
corn produced with and without atrazine/S-metolachlor applied
PRE. We hypothesized that atrazine/S-metolachlor applied PRE
would delay CTWR compared with no herbicide applied, due to
early-season weed control.

Materials and Methods

Site Description

Field experiments were conducted at the University of Nebraska–
Lincoln, South Central Agricultural Laboratory near Clay Center,
NE (40.5752°N, 98.1428°W) in 2017 and 2018. The most common
weed species at the experimental site were common lambsquarters
(Chenopodium album L.), common waterhemp, Palmer amaranth,
velvetleaf (Abutilon theophrasti Medik.), and foxtail species, con-
sisting of green foxtail [Setaria viridis (L.) P. Beauv.] and yellow
foxtail [S. pumila (Poir.) Roem. & Schult.], which have been
grouped and hereafter referred to as foxtails in this article. The soil
texture at the experimental site was Crete silt loam (montmorillon-
itic, mesic, Pachic Argiustolls; 17% sand, 58% silt, and 25% clay)
with a pH of 6.5, and 3% organic matter. The experimental site
was disked with a tandem disk to a depth of 10 cm and fertilized

with 202 kg ha−1 nitrogen in the form of anhydrous ammonia
(82-0-0) in early spring.

Treatments and Experimental Design

The study was arranged in a split-plot design with main plots
arranged in a randomized complete block with four replications.
The main plot treatments consisted of (1) atrazine/S-metolachlor
(Bicep II Magnum; Syngenta Crop Protection, Greensboro, NC)
applied PRE at 2,470 g ai ha−1; and (2) no PRE herbicide applied.
Atrazine/S-metolachlor was selected to represent the PRE herbi-
cide treatment because it is used on 61% of commercial popcorn
production fields in the United States (Bertalmio et al. 2003).
Subplot treatments consisted of a non-treated control, weed-free
control, and five weed-removal timings, including V3 (weeds
removed at the three-leaf growth stage of popcorn), V6, V9,
V15, and R1 (popcorn reproductive silking growth stage).
Subplot dimensions were 9-m long by 3-m wide. A yellow popcorn
hybrid (VYP315; ConAgra Brands, Chicago, IL) was planted on
April 27, 2017, and April 30, 2018, in rows spaced 76-cm apart
and 4-cm deep at a planting density of 89,000 seeds ha−1.
Starter fertilizer was applied as ammonium polyphosphate
(10-34-0) in-furrow at 6 kg ha−1 during planting. Atrazine/S-
metolachlor was applied on April 27, 2017, and May 2, 2018, using
a handheld CO2-pressurized backpack sprayer equipped with four
AIXR 110015 flat-fan nozzles (TeeJet® Technologies, Spraying
Systems Co., Wheaton, IL) spaced 51-cm apart and calibrated to
deliver 140 L ha−1 at 276 kPa at a constant speed of 4.8 km h−1.
Popcorn emergence was observed on May 18, 2017, and May
14, 2018. Observable weed emergence in the plots without PRE
herbicide was noted on May 13, 2017, and May 14, 2018. Weeds
were removed by hand or with a hoe from the entire plot area after
weed-removal timings and kept weed free by hand weeding until
harvest.

Data Collection

Temperature and rainfall data for the 2017 and 2018 growing sea-
sons were obtained from the nearest High Plains Regional Climate
Center. Temperatures were converted to Celsius growing degree
days (GDDc) using equation 1 (Gilmore and Rogers 1958):

GDDc ¼
X

Tmax þ Tmin=2f g � Tbase½ � [1]

where Tmax and Tmin are the daily maximum and minimum air
temperatures (°C), respectively, and Tbase is the base temperature
(10 C; Gilmore and Rogers 1958).

During each removal timing, a randomly placed 1-m2 quadrat
was used to collect weed species composition information from
each plot, as well as density, height, and biomass data. Weed bio-
mass of each species was measured by clipping weeds in the quad-
rat at the soil surface, placing them into paper bags, and drying
them at 65 C for 10 d to constant mass and weighing the samples.
Popcorn vegetative area index (VAI) was measured indirectly
using a LAI-2200c Plant Canopy Analyzer (LI-COR Biosciences,
Lincoln, NE) after the R1 removal timing from every treatment,
excluding the non-treated control. Eight LAI-2200c readings in
each plot were taken from the center two rows using the 45° sensor
view cap in two diagonal transects, as described in the device
manual (LI-COR Biosciences 2016).

Popcorn grain yield components, including plant number, ear
number, hundred-seed weight, and total seed weight, were
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measured from 1 m of row subsample from the center two rows.
Popcorn seed was dried at 65 C for 10 d prior to weighing and
measuring hundred-seed weights. Three random ears from the
1-m subsample were selected and kernel number was counted.
Popcorn yield was harvested from the center two rows of 9m, using
a plot combine, on October 23, 2017, and September 28, 2018.
Popcorn seed yield was corrected to 14% moisture. Equation 2
was used to calculate yield loss (YL):

YL ¼ 100� 1� P=Cð Þ [2]

where YL is the yield loss relative to the weed-free control, P is the
treatment plot yield, and C is the yield of the weed-free control plot.

Statistical Analysis

Statistical analysis was performed in R (R Core Team 2018) using
the base packages and the drc: Analysis of Dose-Response Curves
package (Ritz et al. 2015). Data were subjected to ANOVA to test
for significance of fixed effects (treatments) and random effects
(replications nested in years). Data were analyzed using the
four-parameter log-logistic model (equation 3) (Knezevic et al.
2007).

Y ¼ cþ d � cð Þ= 1þ exp b log x � log eð Þ½ �f g [3]

where Y is the dependent variable (yield [kg ha−1], plants per meter
of row, ears per plant, seeds per ear, hundred-seed weight (g), or
YL); c is the lower limit; d is the upper limit; x is time expressed in
GDDc that corresponds with weed-removal timings and controls
(weed-free control, V3, V6, V9, V15, R1, and non-treated control);
e is the ED50 (i.e., GDDc where 50% response between lower and
upper limit occurs; inflection point); and b is the slope of the line at
the inflection point. The CTWR in this study was determined
based on 5% YL. YL data were regressed using a four-parameter
log-logistic model (equation 3), where x is the VAI of the weeded
plots at the R1 stage to determine how well VAI described pop-
corn YL.

Root mean square error (RMSE) and modeling efficiency
(ME) were calculated to evaluate goodness of fit for popcorn
yield, popcorn YL, and VAI models (Barnes et al. 2018;
Roman et al. 2000; Sarangi and Jhala 2018). The RMSE was
calculated using equation 4:

RMSE ¼ ½1=n
X

n
i¼1

ðPi� OiÞ2�1=2 [4]

where Pi and Oi are the predicted and observed values, respec-
tively, and n is the total number of comparisons. The smaller the
RMSE, the closer the model predicted values are to the observed
values. The ME was calculated using equation 5 (Barnes et al.
2017; Mayer and Butler 1993):

ME ¼ 1�
X

n
i¼1

ðOi� PiÞ2=
X

n
i¼1

ðOi� OiÞ2
h i

[5]

whereOi is the mean observed value and all other parameters are
the same as in equation 4. Modeling efficiency differs from R2

only in not having a lower limit. ME values closest to 1 indicate
the most accurate predictions (Sarangi et al. 2015).

Results and Discussion

Temperature and Precipitation

Near-average temperatures were observed during 2017 and 2018
growing seasons at the research site (Table 1). Monthly precipita-
tion varied from the 30-yr average throughout the study but
resulted in near-average seasonal precipitation. Irrigation was
applied with pivot irrigation as needed (Table 1).

Weed Density and Species Composition, Biomass, and Height

Common lambsquarters,Amaranthus spp., and velvetleaf were the
dominant weed species at the research site. In absence of PRE her-
bicide, common lambsquarters averaged 78 plants m−2, accounting
for 43% and 84 plants m−2, accounting for 37% of the species com-
position by density in 2017 and 2018, respectively (Table 2).
Common waterhemp averaged 77 plants m−2 (43%) in 2017,
and Palmer amaranth averaged 103 plants m−2 (45%) in 2018.
To that point, Palmer amaranth in 2017 and common waterhemp
in 2018 were not major contributors to total weed density.
Velvetleaf averaged 21 (11%) and 16 plants (7%) m−2 in 2017
and 2018, respectively. Foxtails constituted only 3% and 6% of
the total weed density in 2017 and 2018, respectively.

Table 1. Average air temperature, total precipitation, and irrigation during 2017
and 2018 growing seasons and the 30-yr average at the University of Nebraska–
Lincoln South Central Agricultural Laboratory near Clay Center, NE.a

Month

Average temperature Total precipitation
Total

irrigation

2017 2018
30-yr

average 2017 2018
30-yr

average 2017 2018

———— C ———— ——— mm ——— — mm —
April 11 6 10 77 27 62 0 0
May 16 20 16 201 74 135 0 0
June 24 25 22 41 145 101 65 28
July 26 24 24 51 134 109 118 75
August 21 23 23 92 113 96 38 39
September 20 20 19 61 137 60 0 0
Season 20 17 19 75 90 80 221 142

aAir temperature and precipitation data were obtained from the nearest High Plains Regional
Climate Center.

Table 2. Weed composition and average density with and without atrazine/
S-metolachlor applied PRE (2,470 g ai ha−1) in a field experiment conducted
at the University of Nebraska–Lincoln, South Central Agricultural Laboratory
near Clay Center, NE, in 2017 and 2018.

PRE treatment Weed species

Weed density

2017 2018

plants m−2 (%)
No herbicide Velvetleaf 21 (11) 16 (7)

Common lambsquarter 78 (43) 84 (37)
Common waterhemp 77 (43) 11 (5)
Palmer amaranth 0 (0) 103 (45)
Foxtails 5 (3) 14 (6)
Totala 180 (±20) 228 (±7)

Atrazine/S-metolachlor Velvetleaf 16 (60) 18 (45)
Common lambsquarter 4 (15) 1 (1)
Common waterhemp 6 (23) 1 (3)
Palmer amaranth 0 (0) 15 (38)
Foxtails 1 (3) 5 (13)
Totala 26 (±3) 40 (±2)

aReported as plants m−2 (±SE).
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When atrazine/S-metolachlor was applied PRE, the weed com-
position shifted to velvetleaf as the dominant species with 16 plants
m−2 (60%) and 18 plants (45%)m−2 in 2017 and 2018, respectively.
This was likely due to the lack of control atrazine/S-metolachlor
provides for velvetleaf (Anonymous 2014; Taylor-Lovell and
Wax 2001). Common waterhemp was reduced to six plants m−2

and 23% of the total density in 2017, and Palmer amaranth was
reduced to 15 plants m−2 and 38% of the total density in 2018.
The total weed density was reduced from 180 plants m−2 with
no PRE herbicide, to 26 plants m−2 with atrazine/S-metolachlor
in 2017. Similarly, in 2018, total weed density was reduced from
228 plants m−2 with no PRE herbicide to 40 plants m−2 when atra-
zine/S-metolachlor was applied.

Atrazine/S-metolachlor applied PRE reduced weed biomass at
the R1 popcorn growth stage from 1,034 gm−2 with no herbicide to
738 g m−2 in 2017 and from 867 g m−2 with no PRE to 195 g m−2 in
2018 (Table 3). Biomass of common lambsquarters and common
waterhemp in 2017, and common lambsquarters, Palmer ama-
ranth, and foxtails in 2018 was reduced by atrazine/S-metolachlor.
Velvetleaf contributed more to total weed biomass when atrazine/
S-metolachlor was applied, because of limited control in 2017.

Velvetleaf was taller in the plots where atrazine/S-metolachlor
was applied in both 2017 and 2018 in the R1 removal timing
(Table 3). Furthermore, velvetleaf was taller in 2017 than in
2018. On average, weeds in 2017 were taller than in 2018 except
for common lambsquarters where atrazine/S-metolachlor was
applied (91 cm), as well as foxtails that were only present in
2018 in plots without PRE herbicide. Overall, there were greater
weed densities in 2018 but greater weed biomass and height in
2017 (Tables 2 and 3). Weed density and biomass response to atra-
zine/S-metolachlor applied PRE were similar to those reported in
the literature (Steele et al. 2005; Swanton et al. 2007; Taylor-Lovell
and Wax 2001; Whaley et al. 2009).

Popcorn Yield

Popcorn yields varied between years, so data were analyzed sepa-
rately for each year. Popcorn yield in weed-free treatments was
greater in 2017 (7,045 kg ha−1) than 2018 (6,497 kg ha−1)
(Figure 1; Table 4). Popcorn yield in non-treated control plots
without PRE herbicide were 384 and 1,036 kg ha−1 in 2017 and
2018, respectively, compared with 1,677 and 4,069 kg ha−1 with
atrazine/S-metolachlor applied PRE in 2017 and 2018, respectively.
This was because the herbicide was effective in controlling the
majority of weeds, except velvetleaf, and thus reduced weed inter-
ference (Tables 2 and 3). Whaley et al. (2009) reported variable
field corn yield (3,870 to 9,080 kg ha−1) with atrazine/S-

metolachlor applied PRE without a POST herbicide in a 3-yr study
in Virginia. Yield reduction was attributed to reduction in crop
yield components (Adigun et al. 2014; Eaton et al. 1976;
Elezovic et al. 2012; Trezzi et al. 2015).

Popcorn Yield Components

There was an impact of weed removal timing on popcorn yield
components, including plants m−1 row, ears per plant, seeds per
ear, and hundred-seed weight (Figure 2; Table 5). Atrazine/S-
metolachlor applied PRE reduced the impact of weed interference
on yield components with the exception of hundred-seed weights
in 2018. In general, the impact of weed interference on yield com-
ponents was greater in 2017 than 2018 for both main plots.

Weed-free control plots averaged seven popcorn plants m−1 row.
In 2017, non-treated control plots where atrazine/S-metolachlor
was applied PRE, the average popcorn density was five plants m−1

Table 3. Total weed biomass, individual species contribution to total weed biomass, and individual species height at the R1 popcorn growth stage with and without
atrazine/S-metolachlor applied PRE (2,470 g ai ha−1) in a field experiment conducted at the University of Nebraska–Lincoln, South Central Agricultural Laboratory near
Clay Center, NE, in 2017 and 2018.

Year PRE treatment Total weed biomass (±SE)

Velvetleaf
Common

lambsquarters
Common
waterhemp

Palmer
amaranth Foxtails

biomass height biomass height biomass height biomass height biomass height

g m−2 % cm % cm % cm % cm % cm
2017 No herbicide 1,034 (±231) 20 99 27 152 54 152 0 NA 0 NA

Atrazine/S-metolachlor 734 (±83) 84 175 1 91 15 163 0 NA 0 NA
2018 No herbicide 867 (±119) 2 47 32 97 0 NA 49 130 17 76

Atrazine/S-metolachlor 195 (±42) 3 76 12 91 0 NA 85 105 0 NA

aAbbreviation: NA, not applicable.

Figure 1. Popcorn yield (kg ha−1) in response to increasing duration of weed inter-
ference as represented by Celsius growing degree days (GDD) after emergence in pop-
corn with and without atrazine/S-metolachlor applied PRE (2,470 g ai ha−1) in (A) 2017
and (B) 2018 in a field experiment conducted at the University of Nebraska–Lincoln,
South Central Agricultural Laboratory near Clay Center, NE. Regression lines represent
the fit of a four-parameter log-logistic model.
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row compared to two plants m−1 row when no herbicide was applied
(Figure 2A). In 2018, where atrazine/S-metolachlor was applied PRE,
the average was seven plants m−1 row compared with four plants m−1

row when no PRE was applied (Figure 2B). Stand loss can be attrib-
uted to plant death due to high weed interference and accidental
removal during pre- and post-weed removal as weeds were removed

Table 4. Parameter estimates and SEs of the four-parameter log-logistic model, root mean square error, and modeling efficiency for popcorn yield with and without
atrazine/S-metolachlor applied PRE in a field experiment conducted at the University of Nebraska–Lincoln South Central Agricultural Laboratory near Clay Center, NE,
in 2017 and 2018.

Year PRE treatment Slope (±SE) Lower limit (±SE) Upper limit (±SE) ED50 (±SE)a RMSE ME

2,470 g ai ha−1 kg ha−1 kg ha−1 GDD
2017 No herbicide 3.6 (0.7) 44.2 (379.3) 7,497.3 (349.9) 297.4 (22.2) 753.6 0.97

Atrazine/S-metolachlor 5.1 (2.8) 988.4 (1,434.9) 6,813.3 (278.1) 697.1 (101.5) 879.3 0.95
2018 No herbicide 2.4 (0.6) 0 (0) 6,458.5 (388.6) 683.3 (67.6) 967.3 0.85

Atrazine/S-metolachlor 19.4 (57.2) 4,594.3 (312.3) 6,509.1 (139.8) 769.0 (30.1) 575.7 0.94

aAbbreviations: ED50; Celsius growing degree days where 50% response between lower and upper limit occurs; GDD, growing degree days; ME,modeling efficiency; RMSE, rootmean square error.

Figure 2. Popcorn plant density (plants m−1 of row) at harvest in (A) 2017 and (B) 2018; ears m−1 row in (C) 2017 and (D) 2018; seeds per ear in (E) 2017 and (F) 2018; and hundred-
seed weight (g) in (G) 2017 and (H) 2018 in response to increasing duration of weed interference as represented by Celsius growing degree days (GDD) after emergence in popcorn
with andwithout atrazine/S-metolachlor applied PRE (2,470 g ai ha−1) in a field experiment conducted at the University of Nebraska–Lincoln, South Central Agricultural Laboratory
near Clay Center, NE. Regression lines represent the fit of a four-parameter log-logistic model.
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by hoe and hand weeding as needed. Smaller plants were observed as
duration of interference increased and when no PRE herbicide was
applied (data not shown); this decreased standability. As previously
discussed, popcorn is generally shorter and has weaker and thinner
stalks that make it more prone to lodging compared with field corn
(Ziegler 2001). Adigun et al. (2014) reported similar stand reductions
due to late-seasonweed competition andmechanicalweed removal by
hoe in cowpea [Vigna unguiculata (L.) Walp.]. Evans et al. (2003a)
reported no decrease in field corn density with increasing duration
of weed interference, whichwas not a significant yield component fac-
tor determining yield reduction.

Weed-free plots averaged 1.65 ears per plant. In 2017, yield in
non-treated control plots to which atrazine/S-metolachlor was
applied PRE was 0.6 ears per plant, compared with zero ears per
plant when no herbicide was applied (Figure 2C). This means
that where atrazine/S-metolachlor was applied PRE, 40% of
the plants were barren; however, without PRE herbicide, all
plants were barren in non-treated plots. In 2018, where atra-
zine/S-metolachlor was applied PRE, the average yield was 1.3
ears per plant compared with one ear per plant when no herbi-
cide was applied (Figure 2D). This indicated that season-long
weed interference in 2017 reduced the number of ears per plant
by 100% and 64% with no PRE herbicide applied and with atra-
zine/S-metolachlor applied PRE, respectively, and 39% and 21%
in 2018, with no PRE herbicide applied and with atrazine/
S-metolachlor applied PRE, respectively. Reduction in ears
per plant was not observed until the R1 weed-removal timing.
Similarly, Evans et al. (2003a) reported a reduction in ears
per plant with increasing duration of weed interference, which
accounted for less than 10% of the subsequent grain-yield
reduction in field corn.

The number of seeds per ear was reduced in no herbicide and
herbicide-applied treatments in 2017 and in no herbicide treat-
ments in 2018. The number of seeds per ear averaged 478 and
510 in 2017 and 2018, respectively, in weed-free plots. In 2017,
non-treated control plots where atrazine/S-metolachlor was
applied PRE, the average number of seeds was 293 seeds per
ear compared with zero seeds per ear when no PRE herbicide
was applied (Figure 2E). In 2018, where atrazine/S-metolachlor
was applied PRE, the average number of seeds per ear was 517,

compared with 431 seeds per ear when no herbicide was applied
(Figure 2F). The earliest removal timing to observe a reduction
in seeds per ear was at V9 in 2017, with no herbicide applied.
Maddonni and Otegui (2004) suggested kernel number may
be affected as early as the V7 field corn growth stage with inter-
plant competition. Cox et al. (2006) reported a significant
impact on seeds per ear in field corn when weeds were removed
at the V5/V6 growth stage or later. Evans et al (2003a) reported
that the response of field corn seeds per ear in response to

Table 5. Parameter estimates and SEs of the four-parameter log-logistic model, root mean square error, and modeling efficiency for popcorn yield components with
and without atrazine/S-metolachlor applied PRE in a field experiment conducted at the University of Nebraska—Lincoln, South Central Agricultural Laboratory near
Clay Center, NE, in 2017 and 2018.

Yield component Year PRE treatment Slope Lower limit Upper limit ED50
a

2,470 g ai ha−1 GDD
Plants m−1 row 2017 No herbicide 1.5 (0.4) 0 (0) 6.7 (0.5) 436.2 (74.8)

Atrazine/S-metolachlor 0.8 (0.5) 0 (0) 6.6 (0.4) 4,746.9 (5,458.6)
2018 No herbicide 0.9 (0.4) 0 (0) 6.6 (0.5) 1,547.4 (621.5)

Atrazine/S-metolachlor 2.4 (0.2) 0 (0) 6.2 (0.2) 74,276.0 (1,677,700.0)
Ears per plant 2017 No herbicide 14.3 (5.0) 0 (0) 1.7 (0.1) 615.7 (22.8)

Atrazine/S-metolachlor 25.0 (69.0) 0.6 (0.1) 1.6 (0.1) 702.8 (91.0)
2018 No herbicide 24.4 (36.4) 1.0 (0.2) 1.7 (0.1) 740.7 (53.2)

Atrazine/S-metolachlor 20.0 (46.0) 1.3 (0.1) 1.7 (0.1) 729.1 (116.2)
Seeds per ear 2017 No herbicide 5.6 (1.6) 0 (0) 484.9 (22.3) 548.5 (26.9)

Atrazine/S-metolachlor 5.1 (2.0) 0 (0) 485.1 (14.4) 1,116.8 (69.9)
2018 No herbicide 2.3 (1.9) 0 (0) 493.7 (14.4) 2,598.2 (1,821.8)

Atrazine/S-metolachlor 14.8 (31.6) 0 (0) 541.2 (0) 2,598.2 (1,821.8)
Hundred-seed weight 2017 No herbicide 31.9 (29.1) 0 (0) 13.3 (0.2) 861.7 (160.4)

Atrazine/S-metolachlor 9.0 (13.8) 0 (0) 13.1 (0.2) 1,205.3 (284.7)
2018 No herbicide 5.9 (4.4) 0 (0) 13.6 (0.2) 2,462.2 (6782.8)

Atrazine/S-metolachlor 3.7 (13.5) 0 (0) 13.5 (0.4) 2,426.2 (6,782.8)

aAbbreviations: ED50, Celsius growing degree days where 50% response between lower and upper limit occurs; GDD, growing degree days.

Figure 3. Popcorn yield loss (%) response to increasing duration of weed interference
as represented by Celsius growing degree days (GDD) after emergence in popcorn with
and without atrazine/S-metolachlor applied PRE (2,470 g ai ha−1) in (A) 2017 and (B)
2018 in a field experiment conducted at the University of Nebraska–Lincoln South
Central Agricultural Laboratory near Clay Center, NE. Regression lines represent the
fit of a four-parameter log-logistic model.
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increasing duration of weed interference mirrored the response
of final grain yield.

Weed interference reduced hundred-seed weight in treated
and untreated main plots in 2017 and in plots that did not
receive an herbicide in 2018. Weed-free hundred-seed weights
averaged 13.6 g. In the 2017, in non-treated control plots where
atrazine/S-metolachlor was applied PRE, the average hundred-
seed weight was 10.5 g, compared with 0 g when no PRE herbi-
cide was applied (Figure 2G). Although the hundred-seed
weight when no PRE herbicide was applied was reported as 0
g, it should be noted that this was because all plants within
the subsample were barren. No hundred-seed weight reduction
was observed in the R1 removal time for either main plot. In
2018, in non-treated control plots where atrazine/S-metolachlor
was applied PRE, the average hundred-seed weight was 12.8 g,
compared with 10.8 g when no herbicide was applied (Figure
2H). Similar to 2017, no hundred-seed weight reduction was
observed at the R1 weed-removal timing. Atrazine/
S-metolachlor applied PRE limited reduction in hundred-seed
weight from season-long weed interference in 2017 and pre-
vented reduction in hundred-seed weight from season-long
interference in 2018. Cox et al. (2006) did not observe reduction
in field corn seed weight with increasing duration of weed inter-
ference compared with the V3/V4 weed-removal timing, except
when weeds were allowed to compete with corn season long
(27% reduction); however, it was not significantly less than
the weed-free control (17% reduction). Evans et al. (2003a)
reported that field corn seed weight was less variable than seeds
per ear and accounted for only a minor portion of the observed
yield loss. Seed weight reduction has been attributed to a
reduced crop growth rate 2 to 6 wk after R1 (Maddonni et al.
1998). Cathcart and Swanton (2004) reported a field corn seed
weight reduction of 8% to 12% when green foxtail (50 to 300
plants m−2) was allowed to compete season long.

Results suggest that weed interference had an impact on yield
components and that atrazine/S-metolachlor applied PRE reduced
the impact of weed interference on popcorn yield components and
protected certain yield components such as seeds per ear and hun-
dred- seed weight. Assuming the number of plants ha−1 was fixed,
seeds per ear has been reported to have the greatest impact on corn
yield than any other yield component (Andrade et al. 1999; Evans
et al. 2003a; Otegui 1997; Tollenaar 1977).

Popcorn Yield Loss

Popcorn YL increased as weed removal timing was delayed
(Figure 3; Table 6). Greater YL was observed in plots without
herbicide compared with plots with atrazine/S-metolachlor

applied PRE. YL varied among years; therefore, data are pre-
sented separately. Without a PRE herbicide, yield of the non-
treated control plots was reduced 95% and 84% in 2017 and
2018, respectively. YL curves fit the data well, with RMSE rang-
ing from 7.2 to 14.2 and ME from 0.86 to 0.97. Tursun et al.
(2016) reported 50% to 79% popcorn YL from season-long weed
interference in Turkey.

Critical Time for Weed Removal

The CTWR based on 5% popcorn YL varied between years;
therefore, data were analyzed separately (Figure 3; Table 7).
The CTWR without PRE herbicide ranged from 133 to 213
GDD in 2017 and 2018. This corresponds to the V4 to V5
growth stages or 16 to 21 d after popcorn emergence. When
atrazine/S-metolachlor was applied PRE, the CTWR ranged
from 450 to 617 GDD in 2017 and 2018, corresponding to
the V10 to V15 popcorn growth stages or 41 to 53 d after emer-
gence. The difference in CTWR between years can be attributed
to the difference in relative time of weed emergence compared
with the crop, differences in weed composition, and competi-
tiveness of velvetleaf in 2017. The CTWR for popcorn produc-
tion without PRE herbicide in Turkey was reported to be VE
(Tursun et al. 2016). The CTWR in sweet corn was reported
to be V4 for planting during the first week of May and tasseling
(VT) for planting during the third week of June in Illinois
(Williams 2006). Differences in CTWR have been reported
in other crops such as field corn (Evans et al. 2003a, 2003b;
Hall et al. 1992), soybean (Gustafson et al. 2006a, 2006b;
Knezevic et al. 2003; Van Acker et al. 1993), and sunflower
(Knezevic et al. 2013). Evans et al. (2003a) reported the
CTWR for field corn ranged between V4 and V7 between years
and across locations in Nebraska. One major factor that can
affect the CTWR is the field weed composition and relative time
of weed emergence, with low weed density and late weed emergence

Table 6. Parameter estimates and SEs of the four-parameter log-logistic model, root mean square error, and modeling efficiency used to determine the critical time
for weed removal for popcorn with and without atrazine/S-metolachlor applied PRE in a field experiment conducted at the University of Nebraska–Lincoln, South
Central Agricultural Laboratory near Clay Center, NE, in 2017 and 2018.

Year PRE treatment Slope Lower limit Upper limit ED50
a RMSE ME

2,470 g ai ha−1 % YL GDD
2017 No herbicide −3.6 (0.7) 0 (0) 99.1 (5.0) 297.3 (20.0) 10.5 0.97

Atrazine/S-metolachlor −6.4 (3.2) 0 (0) 80.2 (13.9) 688.5 (68.5) 13.5 0.95
2018 No herbicide −2.7 (0.6) 0 (0) 100 (0) 638.6 (44.5) 14.2 0.86

Atrazine/S-metolachlor −5.8 (5.1) 0 (0) 45.9 (26.6) 884.4 (257.8) 7.2 0.96

Abbreviations: ED50, Celsius growing degree days where 50% response between lower and upper limit occurs; GDD, growing degree days; RMSE, rootmean square error; ME, modeling efficiency;
YL, yield loss.

Table 7. The critical time for weed removal in popcorn with and without
atrazine/S-metolachlor applied PRE in a field experiment conducted at the
University of Nebraska–Lincoln, South Central Agricultural Laboratory near
Clay Center, NE, in 2017 and 2018.

Year PRE treatment GDDc
a Growth stage DAE

2,470 g ai ha−1

2017 No herbicide 133 V4 16
Atrazine/S-metolachlor 450 V10 41

2018 No herbicide 213 V5 21
Atrazine/S-metolachlor 617 V15 53

aAbbreviations: DAE; days after crop emergence; GDDc, Celsius growing degree days.
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further delaying the CTWR (Evans et al. 2003a; Norsworthy and
Oliveira 2004).

Leaf Area

Popcorn VAI measurements taken at the R1 popcorn growth
stage described popcorn YL well, with RMSE of 16.1 and ME
of 0.83 (Figure 4). Greater YL was observed in 2017, with VAI
ranging between 0 and 5 at the R1 growth stage compared with
relatively less YL in 2018 and VAI ranging between 1 and 7. Cox
et al. (2006) reported field corn leaf area index reduction at R1
growth stage when weeds were allowed to compete without PRE
herbicide and then removed at V5 to V6, V7 to V8; and season-
long to be 35%, 47%, and 50%, respectively; however, no leaf
area index reduction was observed when weeds were allowed
to compete until V3 to V4. Hall et al. (1992) reported that
weed interference increased the rate of senescence of lower
corn leaves.

Management Implications

The results of this study suggest that popcorn producers in
Nebraska should not allow weeds to interfere in their fields for
more than 133 to 213 GDD, equivalent to V4 (16 days after emer-
gence [DAE]) to V5 (21 DAE) popcorn growth stage. When atra-
zine/S-metolachlor is used as a PRE herbicide, the delay of CTWR
was an additional 25 to 32 d compared with when no PRE herbicide
was applied, equivalent to 450 to 617 GDD or V10 (41 DAE) to
V15 (53 DAE). Atrazine/S-metolachlor partially protected pop-
corn yield by delaying weed emergence and reducing weed density.
Selection of a PRE herbicide on the basis of known weed compo-
sition of the field may increase PRE herbicide efficacy and further
delay the critical time for weed removal.

Current affiliation. Oscar Rodriguez, PhD, Principal Development Scientist,
ConAgra Brands, Inc, Brookston, IN 47923.

Acknowledgments. The authors would like to acknowledge the help of Irvin
Schleufer, Amy Hauver, Brianna Schuck, Jasmine Mausbach, Adam Leise, and
Shawn McDonald in this project. This project was based on research partially
supported by the Nebraska Agricultural Experiment Station with funding from

the Hatch Act through the U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) National
Institute of Food and Agriculture and the USDA National Institute of Food
and Agriculture’s Nebraska Extension Implementation Program. No conflicts
of interest have been declared.

References

Adigun J, Osipitan AO, Lagoke ST, Adeyemi RO, Afolami SO (2014) Growth
and yield performance of cowpea (Vigna unguiculata (L.) Walp) as influ-
enced by row-spacing and period of weed interference in South-West
Nigeria. J Agric Sci 6:188–198

Andrade FH, Vega C, Uhart S, Cirilo A, Cantarero M, Valentinuz O (1999)
Kernel number determination in maize. Crop Sci 39:453–459

Anonymous (2014) Bicep II Magnum herbicide product label. Greensboro, NC:
Syngenta, Research.

Anonymous (2016) Corvus herbicide product label. Research Triangle Park,
NC: Bayer CropScience

Barnes ER, Jhala AJ, Knezevic SZ, Sikkema PH, Lindquist JL (2018) Common
ragweed (Ambrosia artemisiifolia L.) interference with soybean in Nebraska.
Agron J 110:1–8

Barnes E, Werle R, Sandell L, Lindquist J, Knezevic SZ, Sikkema P, Jhala AJ.
(2017) Influence of tillage on common ragweed (Ambrosia artemisiifolia
L.) emergence pattern in Nebraska. Weed Technol 31:623–631

Bertalmio G, CookM, Duty R, Eisley B, Green T, HackerM, Hoffman G, Iverson
J, Jess L, Koinzan S, Linn D, Miyazaki S, Mueller D, Mueller J, Obermeyer J,
Pike D, Pritchett G, Reynolds B, RobbinsM, SchleismanM, Sieg E, Sleaford D,
Weaver J, Ziegler K (2003) Crop profile for corn (pop) in the United States
(North Central Region). North Central Integrated Pest Management
Center, University of Illinois, Urbana-Champaign. https://ipmdata.
ipmcenters.org/source_report.cfm?sectionid=40&sourceid=393. Accessed:
July 4, 2019

Bukun B (2004) Critical periods for weed control in cotton in Turkey.Weed Res
44:404–412

Burnside OC, Wiens MJ, Holder BJ, Weisberg S, Ristau EA, Johnson MM,
Cameron JH (1998) Critical periods for weed control in dry beans
(Phaseolus vulgaris). Weed Sci 46:301–306

Cathcart RJ, Swanton CL (2004)Nitrogen and green foxtail (Setaria viridis) com-
petition effects on corn growth and development. Weed Sci 52:1039–1049

Chahal PS, Ganie ZA, Jhala AJ (2018a) Overlapping residual herbicides for con-
trol of photosystem II and 4-hydroxyphenylpyruvate dioxygenase (HPPD)
inhibitor-resistant Palmer amaranth (Amaranthus palmeri S. Watson) in
glyphosate-resistant maize. Front Plant Sci 8:2231

Chahal PS, Irmak S, Gaines T, Amundsen K, JugulamM, Jha P, Travlos IS, Jhala
AJ (2018b) Control of photosystem II–and 4-hydroxyphenylpyruvate diox-
ygenase inhibitor–resistant Palmer amaranth (Amaranthus palmeri) in con-
ventional corn. Weed Technol 32:326–335

CoxWJ, Hahn RR, Stachowski PJ (2006) Time of weed removal with glyphosate
affects corn growth and yield components. Agron J 98:349–353

Eaton BJ, Russ OG, Feltner KC (1976) Competition of velvetleaf, prickly sida,
and Venice mallow in soybeans. Weed Sci 24:224–228

Elezovic I, Datta A, Vrbnicanin S, Glamoclija D, Simic M, Malidza G, Knezevic
SZ (2012) Yield and yield components of imidazolinone-resistant sunflower
(Helianthus annuus L.) are influenced by pre-emergence herbicide and time
of post-emergence weed removal. Field Crops Res 128:137–146

Evans SP, Knezevic SZ, Lindquist JL, Shapiro CA, Blankenship EE (2003a)
Nitrogen application influences the critical period for weed control in corn.
Weed Sci 51:408–417

Evans SP, Knezevic SZ, Lindquist JL, Shapiro CA (2003b) Influence of nitrogen
and duration of weed interference on corn growth and development. Weed
Sci 51:546–556

Everman WJ, Clewis SB, Thomas WE, Burke IC, Wilcut JW (2008) Critical
period of weed interference in peanut. Weed Technol 22:63–68

Geier PW, Stahlman PW, Regehr DL, Olson BL (2009) Preemergence herbicide
efficacy and phytotoxicity in grain sorghum. Weed Technol 23:197–201

Gilmore EC, Rogers RS (1958) Heat units as a method of measuring maturity in
corn. Agron J 50:611–615

Figure 4. Popcorn yield loss (%) related to decreasing popcorn vegetative area index
(VAI) at the R1 popcorn growth stage in a field experiment conducted at the University
of Nebraska—Lincoln, South Central Agricultural Laboratory near Clay Center, NE, in
2017 and 2018. Grey ribbon represents 95% confidence interval of the line. Regression
lines represent the fit of a four-parameter log-logistic model (root mean square error,
16.1; modeling efficiency, 0.83). Model parameter values are as follows: slope, 4.1;
Celsius growing degree days where 50% response between lower and upper limit
occurs (ED50), 1.9; lower limit, 0.0; and upper limit, 100.0.

792 Barnes et al.: CTWR in popcorn

https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms. https://doi.org/10.1017/wet.2019.58
Downloaded from https://www.cambridge.org/core. University of Nebraska Lincoln, on 17 Dec 2019 at 23:37:24, subject to the Cambridge Core terms of use, available at

https://ipmdata.ipmcenters.org/source_report.cfm?sectionid%3d40%26sourceid%3d393
https://ipmdata.ipmcenters.org/source_report.cfm?sectionid%3d40%26sourceid%3d393
https://ipmdata.ipmcenters.org/source_report.cfm?sectionid%3d40%26sourceid%3d393
https://ipmdata.ipmcenters.org/source_report.cfm?sectionid%3d40%26sourceid%3d393
https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms
https://doi.org/10.1017/wet.2019.58
https://www.cambridge.org/core


Grichar WJ, Besler BA, Brewer KD, Palrang DT (2003) Flufenacet and metri-
buzin combinations for weed control and corn (Zea mays) tolerance. Weed
Technol 17:346–351

Gustafson TC, Knezevic SZ, Hunt TE, Lindquist JL (2006a) Early-season insect
defoliation influences the critical time for weed removal in soybean.Weed Sci
54:509–515

Gustafson TC, Knezevic SZ, Hunt TE, Lindquist JL (2006b) Simulated insect
defoliation and duration of weed interference affected soybean growth.
Weed Sci 54:735–742

Halford C, Hamill AS, Zhang J, Doucet C (2001) Critical period of weed control
in no-till soybean and corn (Zea mays). Weed Technol 15:737–744

Hall MR, Swanton CJ, Anderson GW (1992) The critical period of weed control
in grain corn (Zea mays). Weed Sci 40:441–447

[ISAAA] International Service for the Acquisition of Agri-Biotech Applications
(2018) GM Approval Database http://www.isaaa.org/gmapprovaldatabase/.
Accessed: July 31, 2018

Knezevic SZ, Datta A (2015) The critical period for weed control: revisiting data
analysis. Weed Sci 63:188–202

Knezevic SZ, Elezovic I, Datta A, Vrbnicanin S, Glamoclija D, SimicM,Malidza
G (2013) Delay in the critical time for weed removal in imidazolinone-
resistant sunflower (Helianthus annuus) caused by application of pre-emergence
herbicide. Int J Pest Manag 59:229–235

Knezevic SZ, Evans SP, Blankenship EE, Van Acker RC, Lindquist JL (2002)
Critical period of weed control: the concept and data analysis. Weed Sci
50:773–786

Knezevic SZ, Evans SP,MainzM (2003) Row spacing influences the critical tim-
ing for weed removal in soybean (Glycine max). Weed Technol 17:666–673

Knezevic SZ, Streibig J, Ritz C (2007) Utilizing R software package for dose–
response studies: the concept and data analysis. Weed Technol 21:840–848

LI-COR Biosciences (2016) LAI-2200c Plant Canopy Analyzer Instruction
Manual. Lincoln, NE: LI-COR Biosciences

Maddonni GA, Otegui ME (2004) Intra-specific competition in maize: early
establishment of hierarchies among plants affects final kernel set. Field
Crops Res 85:1–13

Maddonni GA, Otegui ME, Bonhommie R (1998) Grain yield components
in maize: II. Postsilking growth and kernel weight. Field Crops Res
56:257–264

Martin SG, Van Acker RC, Friesen LF (2000) Critical period of weed control in
spring canola. Weed Sci 49:326–333

Mayer DG, Butler DG (1993) Statistical validation. Ecol Model 68:21–32
Nolte SA, Young BG (2002) Efficacy and economic return on investment for

conventional and herbicide-resistant corn (Zea mays). Weed Technol
16:371–378

Norsworthy JK, Oliveira MJ (2004) Comparison of the critical period for weed
control in wide- and narrow-row corn. Weed Sci 52:802–807

Nurse RE, Swanton CJ, Tardif F, Sikkema PH (2006)Weed control and yield are
improved when glyphosate is preceded by a residual herbicide in glyphosate-
tolerant maize (Zea mays). Crop Prot 25:1174–1179

Otegui ME (1997) Kernel set and flower synchrony within the ear of maize: II.
Plant population effects. Crop Sci 37:448–455

PikeD, Pritchett G, Reynolds B, CookM,Mueller J, Green T, LinnD, Koinzan S,
Eisley B, Obermeyer J, Hoffman G, Robbins M, Sleaford D, Schleisman M,
Sieg E, Weaver J, Ziegler K, Duty R, Iverson J, Miyazaki S, Jess L, Burr W
(2002) North Central region popcorn PMSP. North Central Integrated
Pest Management Center, University of Illinois, Urbana-Champaign.
https://ipmdata.ipmcenters.org/source_report_pdf.cfm?sourceid=1004
Accessed: July 5, 2019

Popcorn Board (2019) Industry facts. https://www.popcorn.org/Facts-Fun/
Industry-Facts. Accessed: June 7, 2019

RCore Team (2018) R: A Language and Environment for Statistical Computing.
Vienna, Austria: R Foundation for Statistical Computing

Ritz C, Baty F, Streibig JC, Gerhard D (2015) Dose-response analysis using
R. PLoS One 10:e0146021

Roman ES, Murphy SD, Swanton CJ (2000) Simulation of Chenopodium album
seedling emergence. Weed Sci 48:217–224

Sarangi D, Irmak S, Lindquist JL, Knezevic SZ, Jhala AJ (2015) Effect of
water stress on the growth and fecundity of common waterhemp. Weed
Sci 64:42–52

Sarangi D, Jhala AJ (2018) Comparison of a premix of atrazine, bicyclopyrone,
mesotrione, and S-metolachlor with other pre-emergence herbicides for
weed control and corn yield in no-tillage and reduced-tillage production sys-
tems in Nebraska, USA. Soil Till Res 178:82–91

Schuster CL, Smeda RJ (2007) Management of Amaranthus rudis S. in glyph-
osate-resistant corn (Zea mays L.) and soybean (Glycine max L. Merr.). Crop
Prot 26:1436–1443

Steckel LE, Sprague CL, Hager AG (2002) Common waterhemp (Amaranthus
rudis) control in corn (Zea Mays) with single preemergence and sequential
applications of residual herbicides. Weed Technol 16:755–761

Steele GL, Porpiglia PJ, Chandler JM (2005) Efficacy of KIH-485 on Texas pan-
icum (Panicum texanum) and selected broadleaf weeds in corn. Weed
Technol 19:866–869

Swanton CJ, Gulden RH, Chandler K (2007) A rationale for atrazine steward-
ship in corn. Weed Sci 55:75–81

Taylor-Lovell S, Wax LM (2001) Weed control in field corn (Zea mays) with
RPA 201772 combinations with atrazine and S-metolachlor. Weed
Technol 15:249–256

TollenaarM (1977) Sink-source relationships during reproductive development
in maize. A review. Maydica 22:49–75

Trezzi MM, Vidal RA, Patel F, Miotto JrE, Debastiani F, Balbinot JrAA,
Mosquen R (2015) Impact of Conyza bonariensis density and establishment
period on soyabean grain yield, yield components and economic threshold.
Weed Res 55:34–41

Tursun N, Datta A, SakinmazMS, Kantarci Z, Knezevic SZ, Chauhan BS (2016)
The critical period of weed control in three corn (Zea mays L.) types. Crop
Prot 90:59–65

[USDA] U.S. Department of Agriculture National Agricultural Statistics
Service (2019) Quick stats. https://quickstats.nass.usda.gov/ Accessed: June
7, 2019

VanAcker RC, Swanton CJ,Weise SF (1993) The critical period of weed control
in soybean [Glycine max (L.) Merr.]. Weed Sci 41:194–200

Welsh JP, Bulson HAJ, Stopes CE, Froud-Williams RJ, Murdoch AJ (1999) The
critical weed-free period in organically-grown wheat. Ann App Biol 134:
315–320

Whaley CM, Armel GR, Wilson HP, Hines TE (2009) Evaluation of S-
metolachlor and S-metolachlor plus atrazine mixtures with mesotrione for
broadleaf weed control in corn. Weed Technol 23:193–196

Williams MM (2006) Planting date influences critical period of weed control in
sweet corn. Weed Sci 54:928–933

Ziegler KE (2001) Popcorn. Pages 199–234 inHallauer AR, ed. Specialty Corns.
Boca Raton, FL: CRC Press, Taylor & Francis Group

Zimdahl RL (1988) The concept and application of the critical weed-free period.
Pages 145–155 in Altieri MA and Liebmann M, eds. Weed Management in
Agroecosystems: Ecological Approaches. Boca Raton, FL: CRC Press, Taylor
& Francis Group

Weed Technology 793

https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms. https://doi.org/10.1017/wet.2019.58
Downloaded from https://www.cambridge.org/core. University of Nebraska Lincoln, on 17 Dec 2019 at 23:37:24, subject to the Cambridge Core terms of use, available at

http://www.isaaa.org/gmapprovaldatabase/
https://ipmdata.ipmcenters.org/source_report_pdf.cfm?sourceid%3d1004
https://ipmdata.ipmcenters.org/source_report_pdf.cfm?sourceid%3d1004
https://www.popcorn.org/Facts-Fun/Industry-Facts
https://www.popcorn.org/Facts-Fun/Industry-Facts
https://quickstats.nass.usda.gov/
https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms
https://doi.org/10.1017/wet.2019.58
https://www.cambridge.org/core

	Preemergence herbicide delays the critical time of weed removal in popcorn
	Introduction
	Materials and Methods
	Site Description
	Treatments and Experimental Design
	Data Collection

	Statistical Analysis
	Results and Discussion
	Temperature and Precipitation
	Weed Density and Species Composition, Biomass, and Height
	Popcorn Yield
	Popcorn Yield Components
	Popcorn Yield Loss
	Critical Time for Weed Removal
	Leaf Area
	Management Implications

	References



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /PageByPage
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 524288
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Preserve
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages false
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages false
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages false
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages true
  /CropMonoImages false
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages false
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth 4
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects true
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier (CGATS TR 001)
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName (http://www.color.org)
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /ENU ()
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AllowImageBreaks true
      /AllowTableBreaks true
      /ExpandPage false
      /HonorBaseURL true
      /HonorRolloverEffect false
      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false
      /IncludeHeaderFooter false
      /MarginOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetadataAuthor ()
      /MetadataKeywords ()
      /MetadataSubject ()
      /MetadataTitle ()
      /MetricPageSize [
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetricUnit /inch
      /MobileCompatible 0
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (GoLive)
        (8.0)
      ]
      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false
      /PageOrientation /Portrait
      /RemoveBackground false
      /ShrinkContent true
      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors
      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false
      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /BleedOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToRGB
      /DestinationProfileName (U.S. Web Coated \(SWOP\) v2)
      /DestinationProfileSelector /UseName
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements true
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MarksOffset 6
      /MarksWeight 0.250000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /UseName
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


