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Table 1- Analysis of variance of the effect of different weed interference periods on morphologic traits and yield of onion
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- . _ 4 duLn,.:J. ‘\"5 J° CQ‘”’ é)S.Lo.C
i qabo @olil 4y Gg gl S olass Eogw 5b3 Bulb biomass g )0 Lo O 5Sos "
sov of Plant height Leaf No./Plant Bulb diafmeter wib brom Bulb yield/plant
plant Bulb yield/m?
<
o 2 280.5" 1.92" 62.47™ 15.65™ 135.89™ 0.267"™
Block
&‘»\) 099 . - - *k ok ok
11 1038.05 19.88 1127.2 331.95 3220.6 2.516
Interference period
s
22 80.77 1.153 47.73 10.66 119.24 0.086
Error
(%) CV - 16.01 16.59 22.40 2791 30.87 30.31

* and **: significant at 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively
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Figure 1- The effect of weed-free and weed-infested treatments.on plant height of onion
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Figure 2- The effect of weed-free and weed-infested treatments on leaf number per plant of onion
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Figure 3- The effect of weed-free and weed-infested treatments on average bulb diameter of onion
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Figure 4- The effect of weed-free and weed-infested treatmentsion biomass per plant of onion
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Figure 5- The effect of weed-free and weed-infested treatments on bulb yield per plant of onion
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(Different lettersindicate significant difference).
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