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Table 1- Mean square analysis for dry weight of weeds in stem and flowering stage

Sl po (uileo
O égLL.o axyo MS
S.0.V G palS Al o 40 ladile iS5 2ol Al o yo ladle i s
d.f  Dry weight of weeds in flowering Dry weight of weeds in
stage stem stage
S 3 18.605™ 215.194™
Replication
sl 2 3.554" 6616.840™
Irrigation
> 6 12.528 244.695
Error
i sl e gleand J S 7 20678.188" 34141.934™
Weed chemical control )
i b le (ol J S x g5yl ns e
Irrigation xWeed chemical Control 14 11716 360.521
> 63 8.374 125.779
Error
(W2)0) Ol kil i b _
CV 3.10 8.77

1% c]a.u)& )lo ’_u.n' 5)\.> AS“’“‘)-:" w), a4 :ezwss , ns
ns, : Non- Significant and significant at 1% probability level, respectively

8l al> e 55 550 sladile SaS (55 5 sladile oleerd 78S S eSile g0k 09,5 - Y g

Table2- Mean comparison of weed chemical control for dry weight of weeds in stem stage

Mean .Sl
e (rere 2 p5) (PO Bl al> 0 50 5,8 gladdle Sls 59
Treatment Dry weight of weeds in stem stage (g/m°)
S (9
Weed handing 0.0a
[CEadd
Tereflan 67.46 ¢
¥ 77.92h
Sonalan
o] 8537 ¢
Stompe
Pew Y .
Gallant super 12081
Myt 3 e IV
QXY T g
Tereflan + Gallant super 64.53b
YUgas + yy g VS
O2Vew T yigw
Sonalan + Gallant super 70.20d
agiel  pgm VS 7344 ¢
Stompe + Gallant super
O*T9 9N H
Without weed handing 1859

Bl gyl e gles T mhaes 10 5SSl ae3] Gelusl g ylel LS Gl gt b 0 S i By b slaSile
Means followed by similar letters in each column are not significantly different at 5% probability level- using Duncan
Multiple Range Test (DMRT)
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Table2- Mean comparison of interaction effects treatments for dry weight of weed in safflower different

growth stage
Mean
Sl Jpase sl PO a3l Al yo 40 (o)Ll alad P Al po 50 (6 Lyl alad
Treatment (e o 0 o5 (e e 3 05) (e e 3 p5)
Normai irrigation (g/m?) Restricted irrigation in stem Restricted irrigation in
& & stage (g/m?) flowering stage (g/m?)
T‘”"’ﬂ’" 99.69 f 90.56 d 98.44 f
ererlan
Y
S‘-’ T‘ 134.8 d 107.4 cd 117.1d
onalan
0 g
N = 141.9d 100d 116.5 de
ompe
g VG 159.1 ¢ 1337 ¢ 1582 ¢
Gallant super
NG 4 s
QA g Y 95.54 f 41.11e 95.46 f
Tereflan + Gallant super
NG+ - te
OFliges * g S 106.5 ef 92.38 d 108.6 ¢
Sonalan + Gallant super
oyl s VG 114.6 ¢ 96.66 d 112.6 de
Stompe + Gallant super
%9 09N 2584 b 230.7b 258 b
Without weed handing
S 09 0.0 g 0.0 f 0.0g
Weed handing

555 61 sire gl V0 mhaws [0 5SSl el Gell r glel a1 st ey S i By b gl Sl
Means followed by similar letters in each column are not significantly different at 5% probability level- using Duncan Multiple Range
Test (DMRT).
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Table ¥- Mean square analysis for yield components, oil percent, grain yield and oil yield

MS ©lay o (2Silbso

a0

g y0 Gubolaad  gb o ailsolam  &ilo,le i . RYTIE VI .
B ails o Slos g S ySlos
S.0.V sl No. of head No. of grain 1000 grain Grain vield Oil u-‘sl) feld
df per plant per head weight ram yie percent ot yie
IS 3 0/557 " 5/183 " 2/525" 23981/917 ™ 2/628 5962/641
Replication
sl 2 24/765™ 1077/672%*  452/957"  7999836/823""  3/963™  977362/139"
Irrigation
E‘fr‘;r 6 1/195 11/305 1/050 22451/809 2/995 3275/770
3 sbdile oibend J s 8 12/406™ 36/817%* 23/146" 1518549/295™  2/062™  190639/709""
Weed chemical control
sbdile oluond J S x gkl
T . 16 0/351™ 4/088* 0/946" 84750/435™ 1/707 ™ 8788/341"
Irrigation<Weed chemical
Control
> 72 0/288 1/861 0/505 5481/403 1/115 1194/592
Error
(0 30) Ol gt g o _
v 8/97 5/18 2/09 3/54 3/14 4/90

S G e S 57N U0 Jleisl maw jo s pee i g A

. ns: significant at the 1%, 5% probability levels and non significant respectability
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Table 5- Mean comparison interaction effects treatments for number of grain in head, 1000 grain yield, grain yield and oil yield

oSl
Mean
(332) b o als slaws (p5) 1o )l (39 (LS 43 05 9kS) als o Slas (LS 53 0,5 9kS) (o9, 3,Shes
No.of head per plant (number) 1000 grain Weight (g) Grain yield (kg/h) oil yield (kg/h)

)L"*’ d)lr:-.'-‘ uS)L:J.T é-l” ;S)L.H—‘ é-l” 6)11:-3] LS)L:J.I éj‘s d)l:-.'-l é!” ;S)L:j é)lr:-!-‘ é-|45 LS)L:J.I éjﬁs LS)L:J.I LS)L:J.I éj‘s G)L:j é—|=5
Treatment Jsese 5o al> e 0 Joese a8l al> o 4o al> e Joese al> e yo al> o o Jsors a8lo al> e o a> o 0

a8l al> o Spls R 25 2o dile 25 S Xy

6@0

S Oy
Weed handing 3341 a 28.83 a 21.67a 3849a 36.0la 33.08a 2927 a 2601 a 1885a 971.8a 882.7a 6383 a
oS
Tereflan 32220 27.61b 20.33 ab 38.66a 35.08 ab 31.78ab 2750 be 2389 b 1735b 947.1 ab 8l11.5ab 5743 be
OYUsm
Sonalan 30.17cd  26.50cd 20.50ab  37.24bcd 3335¢cd 28.94 de 2535 e 2154 de 1530 de 861.7cd  732.6cd  513.2de
gl
Storn—;pe 29.69de  26.05de 20.21ab  36.47cde 33.38 cd 28.55 ¢ 2841 ef 2092 de 1469 ef 841.7d 710.1cde  490.2 de
Gallant super 29.10ef  25.59ef 19.49ab  36.13 de 33.12d 28.13 e 2424 £ 2000 e 1409 £ 765.5 e 667.2 de 478 e
oW T g N
Tereflan+Gallantsuper  33.13 ab 28.35a 21.39a 38.68a 36.14 a 32.35ab 2794 b 26062 1735b 943.1 ab 885a 592.1b
Y s <NE 30.74 ¢ 26.99 be 21.09ab  37.71 ab 34.92 ab 31.25be 2618 d 2331 be 1675bc  915.7abc  787.8bc  563.6 be
Sonalan+Gallantsupe
gt YlE
Stompe-Gallantsuper  30-59¢d  2671cd  20.84ab  37.5labc  3455bc  30.08cd  2672cd  2225ed  1598cd  9112bc  756.5bc 530 cd
9 L9
Without weed 28.23 f 2501 f 18.85b 35.65¢ 32.62d 28.83 de 1366 g 1254 f 1153 g 804.6 de 6432 ¢ 3629 f
handing
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