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Table 2- analysis of variance for characters of corn in intercropping with pinto bean
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* and ** significant at 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively.
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Table 3- Means of characters of corn in intercropping with pinto bean
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8764 a 125.2bc 23.02 ab 15.89 36.03 bed T1
T2
6006 ¢ 171.6a 24.15a 16.83 4332 a T3
7276 ab 155.9 ab 2341 ab 16.52 41.18 ab T4
7674 ab 146.9 b 23.01 ab 16.47 39.12 abc T5
8486 ab 121/2bc 21.82 abc 16.13 35.19bcd T6
8293 ab 118.5bc 21.17 be 16.04 34.72 bed T7
7848 ab 113.1¢ 21.10bc 15.82 33.22¢d T8
7587 ab 108.4 ¢ 20.19¢ 15.71 32.94cd T9
7204 b 102/9 d 19.89 ¢ 15.56 31.86d T10
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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 4- analysis of variance for characters of pinto bean in intercropping with corn
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g or i]an ¢ yield per weight of Seed  ofpods  branches height
perp plant g per pod per plant  per plant
| &5
6944.452 2.433 16.01 .188 .896 253 469.44 2 A
replication
1128132.33%°  14.579°° 2794 072 5.782°°  2.143"  9529.29* g o
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2ko5T olzl
25058.299 1.108 20.11 075 .289 119 181.949 16 e
error
(1) Ol s sy
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CV%

* and ** significant at 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively.
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Table 5- Means of characters of pinto bean in intercropping with corn
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plant (Kg) plant (gr) (gr) per pod per plant plant

T1
2484.1 a 6.21d 39.74 3.41 4.58 cd 471 cd 92.11b T2
1224 b 6.137d 39.21 3.47 431 cd 4.16 de 88.39b T3
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967.2 bed 6.21 cd 38.91 3.49 4.16 cd 4.27 de 198.43 a T10
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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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