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Table 1- Weeds present in testing field

Persian name  ow,l o Scientific name sole ol
o8 aday o> gl Amaranthus spp.
=9 03 Setaria virdis
3y Xanthium stromarium
oy dedw Chenopedium album
aLd Sorghum halepense

soacdle lize (slaaiss (oS5 RalS woyd 5eSls dnlie =Y Jgu
Table 2- Mean comparison of percent reduction in weed species densities

Lo

treatments 0 doluw s gl aLs 9 ¢33 3
Chenopedium Amaranthus Sorghum Setaria Xanthium
(Maister OD:1.25) VYO o yms Lo 93ab 90.75ab 88.5ab 89b 90.25ab
(Maister OD:1.5) 1/ 63y lo 84.25b 87..25bc 83.75ab 86.5b 89ab
(Maister OD:1.75) VYO 53!y Lo 83.25b 78./75¢C 80.5bc 84b 80.5bc
092581555 + dpmuslog 98.25a 100a 100 100a 97.75a
Bromaicid+Nicusulfuron

Bromicid+narrow leaf hand weeding
(Rimsulfuron) g g&dgm o9 ) 70c 65.5d 65.25¢ 65.75¢ 69.25cd
LS 5 Sl g +F7 o

. 69.25¢c 64.5d -- -- 69.75cd
U46+ narrow leaf hand weeding
(Nicusulfuron) g4 gmwgSus 61.5¢ 54,25 47.75d 55.25d 65d
(Foramsulfuron) g8 gms ely9 45.75d 46.75e 43d 43e 50e
092985 st 09058555 59¢ 51.75¢ 39.75d 45.25¢ 58.5de

Nicusulfuron+Rimsulfuron

Al g5l Slo gime gl s yd B Jleil mhans 10 S5l yg03] elusl ks S e g gl 4 Sla Sl g ya 50
Means in each column followed by similar letter(s) are not significantly different at 5% probability level, using Duncan'’s test.
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Table 3- Mean comparison of percent reduction in dry weight of weed species

e slo oy dokw 9> b 3L 29 o)) Ty
treatments Chenopedium Amaranthus  Sorghum Setaria Xanthium
(Maister OD:1.25) VYD o pms b 95,25% 90%® 92.5% 90.25° 92.75%
(Maister OD:1.5) VB 68!y o 85.25" 88.75% 90.75° 88.75" 89.25"
(Maister OD:1.75) VYO &) s lo 86° 82.5° 91.75° 80.25° 89°
0998 9 95 + St Log 3 97.5° 100? 100? 100° 98.5°

Bromaicid+Nicusulfuron
oSy SLL (g + dwmalog 2
Bromicid+narrow leaf hand weeding
(RIimsulfuron) ¢ys,sélsw o, 65.25° 67° 75.25° 715 69°

Loy Sk (g +FF 92

95.75% 952 -- - 96.25%

_ 68/25° 65.25° - - 74°
U46+ narrow leaf hand weeding
(Nicusulfuron)  yged) gusgScs 54.25¢ 62.75° 61.25° 57.5° 62¢
Foramsulfuron) cysyeidgm ol yad 48.75d 49¢ 50.5¢ 455" 595
( 0929805 ply9d
09098 9w o 3+ (99 ) 98 g g5 53¢ 62.75¢ 62.25° 56.75¢ 62.25¢

Nicusulfuron+Rimsulfuron

5 g5kl Slo gime gl s yd O Jloil rlans 0 S51s 903 elsl p ks S i g gl 4 Sla Sl g y2 50
Means in each column followed by similar letter(s) are not significantly different at 5% probability level, using Duncan's
test.

sl 5 Sa (3 5 0515 el o s (5 Sle anylie -F Jguar
Table 4- Mean comparison of percent reduction in total weed density and dry weight

L sLowd S5 K25 0
treatments density dry weight
(Maister OD: 1.25) VYD g3l sl 90® 9%
(Maister OD:1.5) VB 68 s o 86.25" 88.5™
(Maister OD:1.75) VYO 65!y o 81.5° 86"
0998 9 95 + s Log 992 99°
Bromaicid+Nicusulfuron

Bromicid+narrow leaf hand weeding
(RIMSUIFUroN) ¢y 5 gus 2.5 67° 69.5°

LS 3 SoHb g +FF o

) 80" 81.5°
U46+ narrow leaf hand weeding
(Nicusulfuron) ;g 44 g S 574 595°
(Foramsulfuron) cys ysil g f,95 45° 51f
0098 e 2+ 09,98 g gSd 5pde 59 5¢

Nicusulfuron+Rimsulfuron

)l gl lo sime gl s yd B Jleim] gmhans 10 S5l yge3] pelusl ks S e g > gl a5 Sl Sl (gt 2 40
Means in each column followed by similar letter(s) are not significantly different at 5% probability level, using Duncan's
test.
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Tabel 5-Mean of percent increases compared to the control

bt ails 0 yShos itz . &1 0,8
treatments Lo L
grain yield increase % grain yield (ton/ha)
(Maister OD: 1.25) VYO o pmlo 156" 10/43
(Maister OD: 1.5) V0 58y lo 153.5% 10119
(Maister OD: 1.75) VYO 58] s o 143¢ 9.53
09883955 + S Log 2 162° 10.67
Bromaicid+Nicusulfuron
Bromicid+narrow leaf hand weeding
(Rimsulfuron) 098805 25 1341 8.79
U46+ narrow leaf hand weeding
(Nicusulfuron) 0998 g5 136 8.85
(Foramsulfuron) 09398 gm0 plygd 1319 8.13
an—“w m-!.)+os_)5”5-55~.-.5 136/5" 8.97
Nicusulfuron+Rimsulfuron
Control anli 161% 10.76

5,15 g5kl lo gime gl s y0 O Jlotil s 13 S5ls 9031 elsl ks S i g > (Glyls a5 oo Sl (g o 40

Means in each column followed by similar letter(s) are not significantly different at 5% probability level, using Duncan's
test.
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