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Twenty-five days after infection







Row spacing by wheel track damage
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Yield loss by boom width
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Application timing by wheel track damage
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Materials and Methods

• Dye was applied at R2 soybean
• Compare percent canopy coverage

• Ground application at 20 GPA
• Aerial application at 5 and 2 GPA 

• Conventional flat fan tips: TeeJet 1550
• Aerial application at 1 GPA 

• Electrostatic spray tips: TXVK 8
• Air Tractor 402; 140 mph; 60 ft swath
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