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Table 1- ANOVA results of survival percentage and dry weight of kochia affected by 2,4-D dose, salt type and ammonium
sulfate (AMS) application
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Figure 1- Interaction of 2,4-D dose and salt on dry weight and survival of kochia 3 weeks after treatment.
Means followed by the same letter are not significantly different according to LSD at 5% level.
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Figure 2- Interaction of 2,4-D dose and ammonium sulfate on dry weight and survival of kochia3 weeks after treatment
Means followed by the same letter are not significantly different according to LSD at 5% level.
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Figure 3- Interaction of salt and ammonium sulfate on dry weight and survival of kochia 3 weeks after treatment
Means followed by the same letter are not significantly different according to LSD at 5% level.
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Table 2- ANOVA results of survival percentage and dry weight of redroot pigweed affected by 2,4-D dose, salt type and AMS
application
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Figure 4- Interaction of 2,4-D dose and salt on dry weight and survival of redroot pigweed 3 weeks after treatment
Means followed by the same letter are not significantly different according to LSD at 5% level.
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Figure 5- Interaction of 2,4-D dose and ammonium sulfate on dry weight and survival of redroot pigweed 3 weeks after

treatment
Means followed by the same letter are not significantly different according to LSD at 5% level.
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Figure 6- Interaction of salt and ammonium sulfate on dry weight and survival of redroot pigweed 3 weeks after treatment
Means followed by the same letter are not significantly different according to LSD at 5% level.
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