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Figure S1. Injury progression (0 to 72 h) and shoot biomass reduction (336 h/14 d) from

paraquat as influenced by adjuvant on: (A) Palmer amaranth, (B) waterhemp, (C) giant ragweed,

(D) horseweed, and (E) purple deadnettle. Paraquat doses were 17.5 g ai ha! (A and B)and 35 g

ha! (C - E). Injury progression (% visual estimate) is represented by solid lines fit to an

exponential model (Equation 3) with parameter estimates (SE) shown within each graph. The

circular symbols with SE bars (n = 8) represent the mean shoot biomass reduction (% dry weight

from nontreated).



