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Plant protection efficiency of tank herbicides’ mixture on soy fields and their ecological 
role. Chernega T. The article deals with the efficiency of tank herbicides’ mixture (“Frontier” 
plus “Pivot”) in the conditions of different doses of their application on soy fields at Forest-Step 
Zone in Ukraine. It is shown the necessity of join application of both active substances in soy 
fields for the reducing the pesticide load on environment and reducing the coast of plant protec-
tion measures. The soybean harvest has almost doubled at the application of tank herbicides ‘mix-
tures. Keywords: tank mixtures of herbicides, yield zabur'yanennya, soybean crops.   
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