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Abstract

Eurasian watermilfoil (Myriophyllum spicatum L.) is an invasive aquatic plant that can
hybridize with the native northern watermilfoil (M. sibiricum Kom.). These milfoil hybrids (M.
spicatum × M. sibiricum) are becoming more prevalent in many lakes where the invasive and
the native milfoil co-occur. Hybrid plants are more vigorous than either parent with a faster
growth rate and lower sensitivity to some herbicides. The aquatic herbicides endothall and
2,4-D provide two effective modes of action for management of the hybrids. For more than a
decade, these two herbicides have been used in combination as an effective control option and a
resistance management strategy. How this combination impacts herbicide movement and
efficacy is unknown. Therefore, the objective of this research was to determine the activity of
endothall and 2,4-D combined compared with activity applied alone. Absorption and
translocation of endothall, 2,4-D, and the combination was determined in hybrid plants over a
96-h time course. Endothall accumulation was not impacted when these herbicides were
applied in combination; however, 2,4-D accumulation increased by 80%, relative to when 2,4-D
was applied alone. Endothall translocation from shoots to roots decreased by almost 50% when
applied in combination with 2,4-D (alone = 16.7% ± 2.6%; combination= 9.2% ± 1.2%).
Shoot-to-root translocation of 2,4-D also decreased when the two herbicides were applied in
combination (24.8% ± 2.6% when applied alone to only 3.93% ± 0.4% when in the presence of
endothall). This research demonstrates that combining herbicides can significantly impact
herbicide activity in plants. Future research is needed to determine whether this reduced
translocation negatively impacts operational effectiveness when these herbicides are applied in
combination.

Introduction

Eurasian watermilfoil (Myriophyllum spicatum L.) is a widespread invasive aquatic plant species
across the United States. Its management is one of the most extensive and expensive among
aquatic invasive plants (Gettys et al. 2020; Pimentel 2009). Myriophyllum spicatum can
hybridize with native northern watermilfoil (M. sibiricum Kom.), and many populations
originally identified as invasive M. spicatum were later confirmed as milfoil hybrids
(M. spicatum × M. sibiricum) (Moody and Les 2002; Sturtevant et al. 2009). Myriophyllum
spicatum ×M. sibiricum infestations can rapidly displace native plant communities, resulting in
dense monotypic mats of vegetation that reduce light penetration. A severe M. spicatum ×
M. sibiricum infestation can negatively affect water quality, altering native aquatic habitats;
reducing native fish and macroinvertebrate diversity; and impairing recreational uses of the
water, such as fishing, boating, and swimming (Madsen et al. 1991; Newroth 1985; Schultz and
Dibble 2012; Smith and Barko 1990).

Myriophyllum spicatum × M. sibiricum grows more aggressively than either parent and
requires intensive management (Glisson and Larkin 2021; Taylor et al. 2017; Thum andMcNair
2018), and while there are several control strategies for aquatic invasive plants, herbicides are
one of the most important management options. The synthetic auxin, 2,4-dichlorophenoxy
acetic acid (2,4-D) and the serine/threonine protein phosphatase inhibitor, 7-oxabicyclo(2.2.1)
heptane-2,3-dicarboxylic acid (endothall) are herbicides typically used tomanageM. spicatum×
M. sibiricum (Getsinger et al. 1982; Netherland et al. 1991; Wersal et al. 2010). The herbicide
2,4-D is intensively used forM. spicatum×M. sibiricum control, as it is one of the least expensive
management options and is selective toward this species. However, the extensive use of 2,4-D
eventually selected forM. spicatum ×M. sibiricum with reduced sensitivity to 2,4-D (Ortiz et al.
2022a). Similarly, endothall, a broad-spectrum herbicide, is widely used for large-scale and spot
treatments of M. spicatum × M. sibiricum. These two herbicides are also often used in
combination at low concentrations to improve selective control of milfoil species and curlyleaf
pondweed (Potamogeton crispus L.) in a single treatment event (Skogerboe and Getsinger 2006).
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Combining herbicides with different modes of action (MOAs)
or using herbicide rotations is widely recommended to delay the
development of herbicide resistance (Beckie and Reboud 2009). In
terrestrial studies and modeling simulations, mixtures were the
most effective measure for delaying resistance (Beckie and Reboud
2009; Busi et al. 2020; Evans et al. 2018).

Because resistance is often target-site specific, treating weed
populations, terrestrial or aquatic, with two or more different
MOAs will delay or negate resistance. In this approach, an
individual weed resistant to one MOA is controlled by the other
herbicide acting at a different site of action (Busi et al. 2020).

In addition to delaying or preventing herbicide resistance, tank
mixes or premixed herbicide combinations can reduce application
costs and may work synergistically to improve treatment efficacy
(Barbieri et al. 2023). Although this is an effective and popular
strategy in terrestrial systems, herbicides must be compatible with
each other. In some cases, herbicides may be antagonistic (e.g.,
ACCase with 2,4-D) resulting in reduced weed control. In other
cases, incompatibility occurs if the mixture forms a precipitate or a
gel. This occurs when certain formulations of endothall and 2,4-D
are combined. Chinook® is a premix formulation combining
endothall and 2,4-D developed to alleviate this problem, affording
applicators the advantage of two different MOAs.

To date, only 15 activity ingredients encompassing nine MOAs
are registered for aquatic use (Ortiz et al. 2020); consequently,
when resistance develops in aquatic weeds, the options for
alternative herbicide MOAs are limited. The use of herbicide
mixtures is being implemented in aquatic weed management
practices; however, there is limited information on herbicide
activity when applied in combination. There are examples of both
herbicide antagonism and synergism in terrestrial weed manage-
ment, and the same could occur in aquatic systems (Kyser et al.
2021; Wersal and Madsen 2010, 2012). To better understand
herbicide activity when used in combination, we investigated the
activity of endothall and 2,4-D applied alone and in combination.
More specifically, the objectives of this research were to determine
absorption and translocation patterns in M. spicatum ×
M. sibiricum when these herbicides were applied alone and in
combination.

Materials and Methods

Plant Material

Plant shoot fragments of confirmed hybrid M. spicatum ×
M. sibiricum (Patterson et al. 2017) were obtained from Hayden
Lake, ID, in 2015. Uniform plant material was obtained by
propagating 10-cm apical sections of these plants in 16 cm by
12 cm by 6 cm (1,152-cm3) plastic pots filled with soil known to be
pesticide-free for 6 yr before collection (Colorado State University
Organic Research Farm). Each pot received 2 g of slow-release
fertilizer (Osmocote Smart Release® Plant Food 15-9-12, Scotts,
14111 Scottslawn Road, Marysville, OH 43040) and covered with a
1-cm layer of washed sand before planting of 6 apical shoots per
pot. Pots were then placed in 1.2m by 1mby 0.9m (1,041 L) plastic
tanks and grown in dechlorinated tap water under greenhouse
conditions. The photoperiod was 14:10-h light:dark, supplemental
lighting was provided with 400-W sodium-halide light bulbs, and
the greenhouse temperature was set at 24 C during the day and
18 C at night.

When apical shoots reached 15 to 18 cm in length (approx-
imately 2 wk after propagation), plants with well-developed roots of

similar size were selected for absorption and translocation experi-
ments. Roots were cleaned with tap water and transplanted into
15-ml plastic tubes (15-ml conical centrifuge tubes, Thermo Fisher
Scientific, 81 Wyman Street, Waltham, MA 02451). The tubes were
filled with unwashed silica sand and sealed at the base of the shoot
with a low melting point eicosane wax (Eicosane 99%, ACROS
Organics, 81Wyman Street,Waltham,MA02451) to isolate the root
system from water column (Frank and Hodgson 1964; Ortiz et al.
2019). Plants were transferred to 4-L plastic tanks (22.7-cm tall
by 17-cm diameter) filled with dechlorinated water for a 24-h
acclimatization to the laboratory environment before application of
radiolabeled herbicides.

Herbicide Exposure

Twelve 4-L glass beakers (25-cm tall by 15-cm diameter) were filled
with 3.5 L of dechlorinated tap water (pH 6.8). Three beakers were
treated with [14C]endothall ring-labeled (56.6 mCimmol−1 specific
activity, Moravek Biochemicals, 577 Mercury Lane, Brea, CA
92821) combined with formulated dipotassium salt of endothall
(Cascade®, United Phosphorus, 630 Freedom Business Center,
Suite 402, King of Prussia, PA 19406) to achieve a final
concentration of 0.75 mg L−1. Three beakers were treated with
[14C]endothall combined with formulated, non-radiolabeled
premix herbicide of endothall and 2,4-D (Chinook®, UPL
OpenAg, 15401 Weston Parkway, Suite 150, Cary, NC 27513) to
achieve final concentrations of 0.75 and 0.3 mg L−1 of endothall
and 2,4-D, respectively. Three beakers were treated with
[14C]2,4-D ring-labeled (55 mCi mmol−1 specific activity,
American Radiolabeled Chemicals, 101 Arc Drive, St Louis, MO
63146) combined with formulated 2,4-D (Clean Amine®, Loveland
Products, 3005 Rocky Mountain Avenue, Loveland, CO 80538) to
achieve a final concentration of 0.3 mg L−1. Three remaining
beakers were treated with [14C]2,4-D combined with a formulated,
non-radiolabeled premix herbicide of endothall and 2,4-D as
previously described.

Radioactivity in each treatment tank was verified using liquid
scintillation spectroscopy (LSS) (Packard 2500R, PerkinElmer, 940
Winter Street, Waltham, MA 02451), with [14C]endothall-treated
tanks containing 0.98 ± 0.03 μCi L−1 and [14C]2,4-D-treated tanks
containing 1.02 ± 0.04 μCi L−1.

Each beaker contained six M. spicatum × M. sibiricum plants
and one control tube with a toothpick to mimic a plant stem to
assess the efficacy of the wax barrier. All plants were held in place
using a round test tube rack (No-Wire Round Rack, Bel-Art
Scienceware, 661 Route 23 South, Wayne, NJ 07470). Throughout
the experiment, plants were maintained under controlled
laboratory conditions at 22 C, subjected to a 14:10-h light:dark
photoperiod, supplemented with LED grow lights (approximately
500 μmol m−2 s−1) (LI-185B, Li-Cor, 4647 Superior Street, Lincoln,
NE 68504). Beakers were stirred once a day, and total volume was
adjusted daily. Plants were harvested at 6, 12, 24, 48, and 96 h after
treatment (HAT). For each time point, three replicates were
randomly selected from a different tank, rinsed four times with
clean tap water, and divided into shoots and roots. Following
separation, plant parts were dried at 60 C for a minimum of 48 h,
and dry biomass was recorded for each plant part. Plant parts were
combusted in a biological oxidizer (OX500, R.J. Harvey Instrument,
11 Jane Street, Tappan, NY 10983) for 2 min. The resulting 14CO2

was captured using a 14C trapping cocktail (OX161, R.J. Harvey
Instrument). The efficiency of the oxidizer was greater than 98%.
Following oxidation, radioactivity was quantified by LSS.
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Statistical Analysis

The study was repeated, and data collected from these experiments
were analyzed using RStudio (v.1.4.1.1717, Posit Software, 250
Northern Avenue, Suite 410, Boston,MA 02210) andMS Excel and
plotted with Prism 9 (GraphPad Software, 2365 Northside Drive,
Suite 560, San Diego, CA 92108). Levene’s test for homogeneity of
variance (α= 0.05 level of significance) was performed using the
CAR package in R (v.4.0.0, R Foundation for Statistical Computing,
Vienna, Austria) to confirm that data from repeated experiments
could be combined. For all experiments, fresh weight was back-
calculated from dry weight, considering 90% of water content,
determined based on 10 M. spicatum × M. sibiricum plants.
Absorption and translocation over time were analyzed using a
nonlinear regression analysis to fit a hyperbolic function (Kniss
et al. 2011).

Bioaccumulation of herbicides was estimated by calculating the
plant concentration factor (PCF) using an equation adapted from
de Carvalho et al. (2007) and can be defined as:

PCF ¼ Herbicide concentration in plant ng=g fresh biomassð Þ
Herbicide concentration in water ng=mlð Þ

[1]

PCF is often used to compare herbicide absorption across
different herbicide concentrations and aquatic plant species (Haug
et al. 2021; Ortiz et al. 2019, 2022a, 2022b, 2022c; Vassios
et al. 2017).

The predicted absorption at 96 HAT (A96) and the predicted
time required for 90% of that absorption (t90) were derived from
the nonlinear regression equations of these analyses. The A96 value
is a measure of the theoretical maximum absorption among
different plant parts, plant species, and herbicides. The t90 value is a
measure of the rate of absorption.

Results and Discussion

The eicosane wax barrier effectively isolated plant roots from
the radiolabeled treatment solutions. At 96 HAT, only 0.029 ±
0.009 Bq ml−1 (n= 6) and 0.021 ± 0.008 Bq ml−1 (n= 6) of
radioactivity was measured in the non-plant, control test tubes for
[14C]endothall and [14C]2,4-D treatments, respectively. There was
no detected radioactivity in 7 out of the 12 combined test tubes.
This insignificant amount of radioactivity had no impact on the
outcomes of this study.

Endothall absorption did not reach a maximum asymptote
when applied alone or in the presence of 2,4-D (Figure 1).
Although the asymptotic rise to max function is the most
biologically relevant function to describe herbicide absorption
(Kniss et al. 2011), previous research also demonstrated that
endothall at 2 and 3 μg L−1 did not reach maximum asymptote in
M. spicatum or hydrilla [Hydrilla verticillata (L. f.) Royle] at 192
HAT (Ortiz et al. 2019, 2022b).

Bioaccumulation of [14C]endothall did not change in the
presence of 2,4-D. At 96 HAT, the PCF96 was 12.0 ± 0.6 when
applied alone and 13.2 ± 0.6 in the presence of 2,4-D (Figure 1).
These values were not statistically different. Endothall bioaccu-
mulation at 3 mg L−1 at 192 h was only 3.3 ± 0.4 in M. spicatum
(Ortiz et al. 2019). The reason for greater herbicide bioaccumu-
lation in this study is likely due to the difference in herbicide rate.
The lower concentration may have allowed the plant to remain
physiologically active, maintaining a stronger concentration

gradient for a longer timer period. The increased growth rate of
M. spicatum ×M. sibiricum compared withM. spicatum also could
have contributed the greater bioaccumulation.

The n-octanol/water partition coefficient (log Kow) of endothall
is very similar to those of triclopyr and penoxsulam (−0.55, −0.45,
and −0.35, respectively), which should translate to a similar PCF,
but it varied greatly inM. spicatum and H. verticillata (Ortiz et al.
2019; Vassios et al. 2017). De Carvalho et al. (2007) demonstrated
that in aquatic plants, herbicide bioaccumulation cannot be
predicted when the herbicide’s log Kow values are<2 and increased
herbicide accumulation does not necessarily correlate to better
plant control (Ortiz et al. 2019).

The PCF96 for [14C]2,4-D alone at 0.3 mg L−1 was 6.9 ± 0.3
(Figure 1). Previous research reported that 2,4-D bioaccumulation
at 1 mg L−1 at 192 HAT was 5.7 ± 0.2 and 7.88 ± 0.2 for
M. spicatum and M. spicatum × M. sibiricum, respectively (Ortiz
et al. 2022a). When in the presence of 0.75 mg L−1 endothall,
[14C]2,4-D bioaccumulation in M. spicatum × M. sibiricum
increased to 12.5 ± 0.6 (Table 1). Endothall caused a similar
increase in foliar absorption of ethephon, another plant growth
regulator, in red kidney bean (Phaseolus vulgaris L.) leaves (Sterrett
et al. 1974).

Endothall absorption byM. spicatum ×M. sibiricum at 96 HAT
(A96) was 63.3 ± 1.9 μg g−1 (Table 1), and it was not impacted when
in combination with 2,4-D (74.0 ± 2.0 μg g−1). In contrast, 2,4-D
absorption increased significantly in the presence of endothall,
16.9 ± 1.2 μg g−1 and 36.7 ± 1.9 μg g−1, alone and in combination
with endothall, respectively (Table 1). Consistent with our
findings, when applied at a higher rate of 1 ppm, 2,4-D’s
absorption byM. spicatum ×M. sibiricum at 192 HAT was 75.1 ±
4.6 μg g−1 (Ortiz et al. 2022a).

Figure 1. [14C]endothall and [14C]2,4-D bioaccumulation in Myriophyllum spicatum ×
Myriophyllum sibiricum over a 96-h time period expressed as plant concentration factor
(PCF). Data presented are means and standard error of the mean (n= 6).

Weed Science 3

https://doi.org/10.1017/wsc.2024.26 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/wsc.2024.26


Endothall shoot-to-root translocation, estimated by the
presence of radioactivity, was 16.7% ± 2.6% when applied alone
(Figure 2). This is approximately twice the amount of translocation
previously reported forM. spicatum (Ortiz et al. 2019). The current
study used a lower endothall concentration and the more

aggressive M. spicatum × M. sibiricum, so these differences are
not unexpected. The combination of endothall plus 2,4-D reduced
endothall translocation by almost 50% (9.2% ± 1.2%). While this
difference is statistically significant, it may not have any significant
impact on the biological and operational usefulness of endothall.

Table 1. Predicted plant concentration factor 96 h after treatment (HAT) (PCF96), herbicide absorption (μg g−1) at 96 HAT (A96), and the time in hours required to reach
90% of A96 (t90)a

Treatment PCF96 Plant part A96 t90

— μg g−1 — — h —

[14C]endothall 12.0 ± 0.6 Shoots 63.3 ± 1.9 78.3
Roots 12.2 ± 2.1 75.0

[14C]endothallþ 2,4-D 13.2 ± 0.6 Shoots 74.0 ± 2.0 84.6
Roots 7.9 ± 0.8 73.8

[14C]2,4-D 6.9 ± 0.3 Shoots 16.9 ± 1.2 70.7
Roots 5.6 ± 0.7 81.8

[14C]2,4-D þ endothall 12.5 ± 0.6 Shoots 36.7 ± 1.9 69.1
Roots 1.3 ± 0.1 61.0

aValues represent the mean, and error terms represent the standard error of the mean (n= 6).

Figure 2. [14C]herbicide distribution in plants over 96 h following exposure to [14C]endothall or [14C]2,4-D expressed as percentage of total herbicide absorbed. Filled circle,
percentage of [14C] alone in shoots; open circle, percentage of [14C] alone in roots; filled square, percentage of [14C]herbicide in combination with non-radiolabeled 2,4-D or
endothall in shoots; open square, percentage of [14C]herbicide in combination with non-radiolabeled 2,4-D or endothall in roots. Data presented are means, and error bars are the
standard errors of the mean (n= 6).

4 Ortiz et al.: Aquatic herbicide combination

https://doi.org/10.1017/wsc.2024.26 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/wsc.2024.26


Madsen et al. (2010) reported 100% control of M. spicatum in
outdoor mesocosm treatments over a 4-wk period when endothall
and 2,4-D were applied at higher rates of 1 and 0.5 ppm,
respectively.

Shoot-to-root translocation of 2,4-D was 24.8% ± 2.6% when
applied alone, but only 3.93% ± 0.4% when applied in combination
with endothall (Figure 2). As previously mentioned, our research
did not evaluate the efficacy of these herbicide interactions.
Endothall also limits basipetal 2,4-D transport in detached bean
leaves (Leonard and Glenn 1968). The reason for the decrease in
2,4-D translocation to plant roots may be attributed to the rapid
induction of cell death by endothall (Bajsa et al. 2012), which limits
the translocation of both herbicides. This contrasts with the
delayed onset of cell death associated with 2,4-D (Grossmann
2010). Ortiz et al. (2022c) observed a higher concentration of
endothall in the roots of P. crispus when exposed to 0.75 mg L−1

compared with 3 mg L−1 endothall. This discrepancy is attributed
to the accelerated shutdown of the plant’s functions at the higher
herbicide concentration, preventing effective translocation.

In conclusion, the activities of endothall and 2,4-D are
significantly impacted when applied in combination on
M. spicatum × M. sibiricum. These differences included greater
absorption of 2,4-D and reduced translocation to the roots for both
herbicides. Future research needs to be conducted to determine
whether this reduced translocation negatively affects the long-term
effectiveness of this control strategy.

Acknowledgments.We are thankful to Thomas J. Moorhouse for generously
supplying us with M. spicatum × M. sibiricum and to UPL OpenAg for
providing the radiolabeled endothall. We also wish to express our appreciation
to themany dedicated undergraduate students who helpedmaintain the aquatic
plants stock tanks over the years.

Competing interests. No conflicts of interest have been declared.

References

Bajsa J, Pan ZQ, Dayan FE, Owens DK, Duke SO (2012) Validation of serine/
threonine protein phosphatase as the herbicide target site of endothall. Pestic
Biochem Physiol 102:38–44

Barbieri GF, Young BG, Dayan FE, Streibig JC, Takano HK, Merotto A Jr, Avila
LA (2023) Herbicide mixtures: interactions and modeling. AdvWeed Sci 40:
e020220051

Beckie HJ, Reboud X (2009) Selecting for weed resistance: herbicide rotation
and mixture. Weed Technol 23:363–370

Busi R, Powles SB, Beckie HJ, Renton M (2020) Rotations and mixtures of soil-
applied herbicides delay resistance. Pest Manag Sci 76:487–496

de Carvalho RF, Bromilow RH, Greenwood R (2007) Uptake of pesticides from
water by curly waterweed Lagarosiphon major and lesser duckweed Lemna
minor. Pest Manag Sci 63:789–797

Evans JA, Williams A, Hager AG, Mirsky SB, Tranel PJ, Davis AS (2018)
Confronting herbicide resistance with cooperative management. Pest Manag
Sci 74:2424–2431

Frank PA, Hodgson RH (1964) A technique for studying absorption and
translocation in submersed plants. Weeds 12:80–82

Getsinger KD, Davis GJ, BrinsonMM (1982) Changes in aMyriophyllum spicatum
L. community following 2,4-D treatment. J Aquat Plant Manag 20:4–8

Gettys LA, Haller WT, Petty DG (2020) Biology and Control of Aquatic Plants:
A Best Management Practices Handbook. 4th ed. Marietta, GA: Aquatic
Ecosystem Restoration Foundation. 212 p

Glisson WJ, Larkin DJ (2021) Hybrid watermilfoil (Myriophyllum spicatum ×
Myriophyllum sibiricum) exhibits traits associated with greater invasiveness
than its introduced and native parental taxa. Biol Invasions 23:2417–2433

Grossmann K (2010) Auxin herbicides: current status of mechanism and mode
of action. Pest Manag Sci 66:113–120

Haug EJ, Ahmed KA, Gannon TW, Richardson RJ (2021) Absorption and
translocation of florpyrauxifen-benzyl in ten aquatic plant species. Weed Sci
69:624–630

Kniss AR, Vassios JD, Nissen SJ, Ritz C (2011) Nonlinear regression analysis of
herbicide absorption studies. Weed Sci 59:601–610

Kyser GB, Madsen JD, Miskella J, O’Brien J (2021) New herbicides and tank
mixes for control of waterhyacinth in the Sacramento–San Joaquin Delta.
J Aquat Plant Manag 59s:78–81

LeonardO, Glenn R (1968) Translocation of herbicides in detached bean leaves.
Weed Sci 16:352–356

Madsen JD, Sutherland JW, Bloomfield JA, Eichler LW, Boylen CW (1991) The
decline of native vegetation under dense Eurasian watermilfoil canopies.
J Aquat Plant Manag 29:94–99

Madsen JD, Wersal RM, Getsinger KD, Skogerboe JG (2010) Combinations of
Endothall with 2,4-D and Triclopyr for Eurasian Watermilfoil Control.
ERDC/TN APCRP-CC-14. Vicksburg, MS: U.S. Army Engineer Research
and Development Center. 10 p

Moody ML, Les DH (2002) Evidence of hybridity in invasive
watermilfoil (Myriophyllum) populations. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA
99:14867–14871

NetherlandMD, GreenWR, Getsinger KD (1991) Endothall concentration and
exposure time relationships for the control of Eurasian watermilfoil and
hydrilla. J Aquat Plant Manag 29:61–67

Newroth P (1985) A review of Eurasian watermilfoil impacts and
management in British Columbia. Pages 139–153 in Proceedings of the
1st International Symposium on Watermilfoil (Myriophyllum spictum) and
RelatedHaloragaceae Species, July 23 1985. Vancouver, BC, Canada: Aquatic
Plant Management Society

Ortiz MF, Figueiredo MR, Nissen SJ, Wersal RM, Ratajczyk WA, Dayan FE
(2022a) 2,4-D and 2,4-D butoxyethyl ester behavior in Eurasian and hybrid
watermilfoil (Myriophyllum spp.). Pest Manag Sci 78:626–632

Ortiz MF, Nissen SJ, Dayan FE (2022b) Endothall and florpyrauxifen-benzyl
behavior in hydrilla (Hydrilla verticillata) when applied in combination.
Weed Sci 70:537–542

Ortiz MF, Nissen SJ, Gray CJ (2019) Endothall behavior in Myriophyllum
spicatum and Hydrilla verticillata. Pest Manag Sci 75:2942–2947

OrtizMF, Nissen SJ, Gray CJ (2022c) Endothall absorption and translocation by
curly-leaved and sago pondweed. J Aquat Plant Manag 60:34–38

Ortiz MF, Nissen SJ, Thum R, Heilman MA, Dayan FE (2020) Current status
and future prospects of herbicide for aquatic weed management. Outlooks
Pest Manag 31:270–275

Patterson EL, Fleming MB, Kessler KC, Nissen SJ, Gaines TA (2017) A KASP
genotyping method to identify northern watermilfoil, Eurasian watermilfoil,
and their interspecific hybrids. Front Plant Sci 8:752

Pimentel D (2009) Invasive plants: their role in species extinctions and
economic losses to agriculture in the USA. Pages 1–7 in Inderjit, ed.
Management of Invasive Weeds. Dordrecht, Netherlands: Springer

Schultz R, Dibble E (2012) Effects of invasive macrophytes on freshwater fish
and macroinvertebrate communities: the role of invasive plant traits.
Hydrobiologia 684:1–14

Skogerboe JG, Getsinger KD (2006) Selective Control of Eurasian Watermilfoil
and Curlyleaf Pondweed Using Low Doses of Endothall Combined with
2,4-D. ERDC/TN APCRP-CC-05. Vicksburg, MS: U.S. Army Engineer
Research and Development Center. 15 p

Smith CS, Barko JW (1990) Ecology of Eurasian watermilfoil. J Aquat Plant
Manag 28:55–64

Sterrett J, Leather G, Tozer W (1974) An explanation for the synergistic
interaction of endothall and ethephon on foliar abscission. J Am Soc Hortic
Sci 99:395–397

Sturtevant AP, Hatley N, Pullman GD, Sheick R, Shorez D, Bordine A, Mausolf
R, Lewis A, Sutter R, Mortimer A (2009) Molecular characterization of
Eurasian watermilfoil, Northern milfoil, and the invasive interspecific hybrid
in Michigan lakes. J Aquat Plant Manag 47:128–135

Weed Science 5

https://doi.org/10.1017/wsc.2024.26 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/wsc.2024.26


Taylor LL, Mcnair JN, Guastello P, Pashnick J, Thum RA (2017) Heritable
variation for vegetative growth rate in ten distinct genotypes of hybrid
watermilfoil. J Aquat Plant Manag 55:51–57

Thum RA, McNair JN (2018) Inter-and intraspecific hybridization affects
germination and vegetative growth in Eurasian watermilfoil. J Aquat Plant
Manag 56:24–30

Vassios JD, Nissen SJ, Koschnick TJ, Heilman MA (2017) Fluridone,
penoxsulam, and triclopyr absorption and translocation by Eurasian
watermilfoil (Myriophyllum spicatum) and hydrilla (Hydrilla verticillata).
J Aquat Plant Manag 55:58–64

Wersal RM, Madsen J (2010) Combinations of penoxsulam and diquat as foliar
applications for control of waterhyacinth and common salvinia: evidence of
herbicide antagonism. J Aquat Plant Manag 48:21–25

Wersal RM, Madsen JD (2012) Combinations of diquat and carfentrazone-
ethyl for control of floating aquatic plants. J Aquat Plant Manag 50:
46–48

Wersal RM, Madsen JD, Woolf TE, Eckberg N (2010) Assessment of
herbicide efficacy on Eurasian watermilfoil and impacts to the native
submersed plant community in Hayden lake, Idaho, USA. J Aquat Plant
Manag 48:5–11

6 Ortiz et al.: Aquatic herbicide combination

https://doi.org/10.1017/wsc.2024.26 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/wsc.2024.26

	Endothall and 2,4-D activity in milfoil hybrid (Myriophyllum spicatum &times; M. sibiricum) when applied alone and in combination
	Introduction
	Materials and Methods
	Plant Material
	Herbicide Exposure
	Statistical Analysis

	Results and Discussion
	References


