Sheep as a potential tool for in-season cotton weed management
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« WC had no weed control _

 Electrified net fencing placed on perimeter of plots W D e A0 B *__Project funded by Southern SARE.

 Grazing treatments were maintained with sheep as
weeds began to regrow.
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 Three grazing initiation timings (4-leaf, 8-leaf, and
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Figure 4. Treatment effects on final weed biomass
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