
more closely in soil infested with Fusarium solani f. phaseoli 

(5). Narrowing snap bean row spacings allows for increased 

plant populations compared to wide spacings without in 

creasing in-row plant populations. 

Results of these trials indicate that: 1) narrowing snap 

bean row spacing will increase yields compared to a stand 

ard 92 cm row spacing, 2) weed competition was not re 

duced by altering row spacing alone but when bean plant 

populations increased as the row spacing decreased, a 

linear reduction in weed competition occurred, 3) the 92 

and 46 cm row spacings responded similarly to the cultiva 

tion variables while 2 cultivations increased weed competi 

tion and reduced yields at the 31 cm row spacing, 4) a 

lower level of weed management may be possible with nar 

rower row spacings compared to wide spacings provided 

increased bean plant populations are utilized at the close 

row spacings. 

Further research is needed in best management weed 

control practices for snap beans in the areas of timing of 

cultivation, cultivation implements, the effect of soil type 

on cultivation, application of band and broadcast her 

bicides, and the effect of plant population, between and 

in-row plant spacing and shading on crop and weed com 

petition. 
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Abstract. Cabbage, [Brassica oleracea L Capitata Group), 

Chinese cabbage bok choy, (Brassica rapa L. Chinensis 

Group), and napa (Brassica rapa L. Pekinensis Group), were 

grown to evaluate crop tolerances to various preemergence 

and postemergence herbicides. Crops were grown at Gaines 

ville and Zellwood on sandy soils and at Loxahatchee on 

sandy muck soils. At Gainesville, cabbage vigor one month 

after transplanting was acceptable with several herbicides 

but was significantly reduced with tank mix combinations of 

cinmethylin and oxyfluorfen. Vigor was reduced in bok choy 

with metolachlor at both 1.5 and 3.0 Ib. ai/acre applied post-

transplanting at both Gainesville and Zellwood. Yield was 

reduced at both locations with 3.0 Ib. ai/acre but at Gaines-
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