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Tactics in italics target the weed seed bank rather than in-season management. 3 No-till is defined as the base system and ratings within tillage/cultivation are relative to this. ® Harvest weed seed control with a grain head; do not use ratings for corn grain harvest.
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" Crop rotation based on the impact of planting date altering crop architecture only - not other weed control Assumes effective herbicide use. Please consult the Mid-Atlantic Field Crop Weed Management Guide. Implemented approximately 2 to 3 weeks after harvest.

strategies associated with different crops. Continuous monoculture is the base system; ratings within crop ° Ratings based on seedling emergence after cover crop termination. " Ratings based on spread of weed from field to field, not within a field.

rotation are based relative to this. ¢ Ratings based on first season following moldboard plow/inversion tillage only. 12 Full season burndown (not double crop soybean burndown timing).
2 Assumes timely planting (by October 15 for small grains, by October 1 for legumes, and by Sept 15 for radish), 7 Spring tillage prior to planting. 13 Ratings based on effects of residual herbicide, not burndown.

attaining at least 6,000 Ibs of biomass per acre at termination, and cash crop planting within 2 weeks after ) . . )

termination. 8 Planted 2 to 3 weeks earlier than a typical planting date for the region.
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