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A- Convolvulus arvensis
a- Hibiscus trionum
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Table 1- Mean square of treatments on reduction percentage of weed dry weight in to control

&l s 29beo 89157 4z yo Stage of sampling (s ,ls y» aiges Sl w0
S.0.V df 1 2 3

Replication By 3 370.35 41.451 186.204
Cultivation $iSB 1 4.415™ 6894.616" 2748.274"
Herbicide oS ale 2 1483.498™ 2028.884™ 775.947""
HC  isdile x53,051 2 117.186" 28.308™ 8.924"™

Error Uas 15 32.145 30.25 6.35
CV% Ol S g & 9.22 10.71 421

# NS

AT e O S S IO NI N T PRV DU
L Tand ™" non-significant, significant at 5% and 1% probability level, respectively.
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Table 2- Mean comparison of weed dry weight decreasing percentage
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Stage of sampling (Decreasing percentage)

1 2 3
Cultivation Si9SL - 68.11a 70.52 a
Non Cultivation Si9SB pus - 34210 49.12b
Furamsulfuron 09889wpes98  74.06a 67.28 a 70.14 a
Nicosulfuron 0slgwsSd 6344 b 50.76 b 58.68 b
2,4-DAMCPA T g ompl+s0)588  47.03 ¢ 3544 ¢ 50.59 ¢

A5l (55l e BMSTTD e j0 K0 po b atiis S e Do S Blas gl ls g wiload laa o 5l 881 bolas L oS ol Lo et o 0
Means within each row followed by the same small letters are not significantly different at the 5% level according to
Dancan's multiple range test.
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Table 3- Mean square of cultivation and herbicide treatments on increasing percentage of grain and

biological yield
Ol s @b &o137 a0 Yield o 5dee
S.0.v df Biological < jglgu Grain ~ 4ils
Replication R 3 96.277 41.451
Cultivation G 1 4995377 4539.15"
Herbicide S ke 2 337.116™ 1253.77"
C*H SSGLe x 55,95 2 6.783™ 153.613™
Error s 15 42.474 99.977
CV% Oy g i 14.57 22.72

#x % NS
¢«

oo LS 7Y maw jo jls pme 970 mhaw jo s goe ld pme BB pas i Ay

" " and *": Non-significant, significant at 5% and 1% probability level, respectively.
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Table 4- Mean comparison of grain and biological yield increasing percentage

Jypuile 4300981 Wl 4 Camnd i 1381 o yd
Increasing percentage in to weedy control

Biological < j59)gw Grain  ails
Cultivation i 59.16 a 57.25a
Non Cultivation Siy9S pus 3031 b 30.25b
Furamsulfuron 092980 gwp 98 51.85a 58.24a
Nicosulfuron 0998 g g5 39.12 b 34.7b
2,4-D+MCPA T g owel +62)3895 43.25b 39.07b

5l (gl gae BLSNTD s j0 K0 p2 b alies S e B> S Blas gl)ls g wiloads lax o 5l 88l bglas oS ol led e 2 0
Means within each row followed by the same small letters are not significantly different at the 5% level according to
Dancan's multiple range test.
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Table 3- Mean square of cultivation and herbicide treatments on yield components of corn

Yield components s ,Slos (gl

0 &ilo oy olasy

O i’ 230 P RESE ) 290y 35 &ls Slasy
SOV i I sl I Jsb o b3 ok w000
.0. . No. of kernel
No. of ear Ear length Ear diameter No. of kernel
per ear
Tow per ear
Replication 1,55 3 8.19 156.075 34.095 533.583 109.282
Cultivation ;)5S 1 1180.905" 1605.816" 349225 2902.9" 630.99"
Herbicide RS ale 2 649.477"" 157.106" 40.073" 674.714™ 249.259™
HC  ascile x )55 2 218.054"™ 36.544" 12.993™ 31.014™ 5.058™
Error s 15 76.78 8.88 7.816 83.765 34.651
CV% ol g s 28.87 13.73 25.63 18.83 27.19
#% % NS

s oo Lz 7Y mhaw jo 5l pixe 970 mhaw o s s by s Bl pae i g4
and ~*: Non-significant, significant at 5% and 1% probability level, respectively.

ns *
b

JrS g 9ald 4 Cams 035 3 Shae (sl Gl a0 (il annlie =7 Jguor
Table 6- Mean comparison of yield components increasing percentage in to without control treatment

Yield components s ,Slos gl32!

aild &y oy olaws

. M plad 230y 30 &l slaxs
T N K P S
No. of ear Ear length Ear No. of kernel No. of kernel
: diameter 0. o kerne per ear
row per ear

Cultivation SieSL 37.36a 299a 1472 a 59.61 a 26.78 a

Non Cultivation 83995 pus 23.33b 13.54b 7.09b 37.61b 16.52b

Furamsulfuron 0990 gwpl 98 40.24 a 26.45a 13.49 a 592a 2723 a

Nicosulfuron 09298 g g5 33.1ab 9.66 b 9.66 b 43.72b 21.66 ab

2,4-D+MCPA T gy omspl +55,5985 27.69b 9.56b 9.56 b 429b 16.07 b
Cultivation Furamsulfuron - 3337 a - - -
Cultivation Nicosulfuron - 283D - - -
Cultivation 2,4-D+MCPA - 28.05b - - -
Non Cultivation Furamsulfuron - 19.52 ¢ - - -
Non Cultivation Nicosulfuron - T7e - - -
Non Cultivation 2,4-D+MCPA - 14.12 d - - -

Al gl pae WS s j0 K0 o2 b s S ie B S JBlas glls g wload laz v 5l 831 bglas L aST oo les gt o 50
Means within each row followed by the same small letters are not significantly different at the 5% level according to Dancan's
multiple range test.
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