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Figure 6. common ragweed LAI over time

Yield loss- common ragweed biomass
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Measurements

Yield loss was correlated to common ragweed density, LAI, and total aboveground biomass
Common ragweed densities of 6/m! resulted in yield loss of greater than 90%

A common ragweed LAI of .57 m=?/m at the R1 stage resulted in 90% soybean yield loss
Low common ragweed densities impacted soybean yield greatly

The study will be repeated in 2016
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Figure 3. common ragweed leaf in leaf area meter

* Parameter I 1s the initial slope and A 1s the maximum yield loss constrained to a number between 0 and 100




