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Fig. 1- A) Fresh weight of sweet basil in thefirst and second harvest, B) dry weight of sweet basil in first and second har vest
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Fig. 2- Total dry weight (g.m™) of sweet basil obtained of thefirst and second harvest indiffer ent treatments and under of

weed control and weed free.
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* Meanswith at lesst one similar letter, are not significant different (p<0.05) based on LSD test.
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Fig. 3- A) Leaf percent of dry mater obtained from thefirst and second harvest of sweet basil in different treatments, B) Stem
percent of dry mater obtained from the first and second harvest of sweet basil in different treatmentsand under of weed

control and weed free.
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* Means with at least one similar letter, are not significant different (p<0.05) based on LSD test.

S: Monocrop of sweet basil (v, Lalb cus), 452B: Strip inter cropping with four rows of sweet basil, two row bean Ly ls. cis)
(log 92 oboy sk syl 11 Row intercropping (s, bebse cuzs), 4B2S: Strip inter cropping with two rows of sweet basil, four rows of

bean (g oz ey 32 )ly bsbe cas), + W2 Weed free (jacile 25 o54)


www.SID.ir

1389 3l 3 oyl 2 als 1 g5)9liS owlioh pgy 4y pii 388

Leaf to stem ratio

1b1 4S2B+w  4S2B 4B2S

first harvest

B second harvest

1b1+w S S+W  4B2S+w

sohclle 55 a9 S bl e o5 cilien (5 slond 13 0939 gl (S0 )3 (snigy loety Sl 03la 59 Blus oy 51 o ~4 S5
Fig. 4- L eaf to stem ratio of dry mater obtained of first and second harvest of sweet basil in different treatments and under of
weed control and weed free
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* Meanswith at lesst one similar letter, are not significant different (p<0.05) based on LSD test.
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Fig. 5- A) Oil percent obtained from the second har vest of sweet basil in different treatments, B) Oil yield (kg/ha) obtained
from the second har vest of sweet basil in different treatments.
S: Monocrop of sweet basil (b, ek cus), 452B: Strip inter cropping with four rows of sweet basil, two row bean Ly ls. cis)
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Table2- Yield and Yield components of bean in different treatmentswith and without weeds
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; ” (9) plant pod p
yield (kg.ha't) plant plant
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* Means of each column with at least one similar |etter, are not significant different (jp<0.05) based on LSD test.
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Table3- Land equivalent ratio and relative yield of bean and sweet basil in different treatments.
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23) Ly by 2t 4 | s, Ly ol 2ty 4 o
1b1 = 4B2S 1b1 = 4B2S Treatment
432B 432B
0.73a* 0.37d 0.7a 0.52cd 0.31d 0.64bc* l"”‘ ‘-’5” LER
Relative yield of bean
0.53abc 0.67ab 0.37c 0.77a 0.67ab 0.43bc "b‘” w52 LER .
Relative yield of sweet basil
1.26ab 1.04bc 1.07bc 1.2% 0.98c 1.07abc J;_L ER .
L and equivalent ratio

Wl 06 b gl gme IS LSD O}a}i ool dBl o liie Bgys (b &S Sla Sk i ja@ly g ) & ) *
* Means of each row with at least one similar letter, are not significant different (p<0.05) based on LSD test.
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Fig. 6- Leaf area index of bean in different treatments, A) strip intercropping with four rows of sweet basil, two rows of

bean(4S2B) and row inter cropping (1b1), B) Monocrop of bean (B) and strip intercropping with four rows of bean, two rows
of sweet basil (4B2S), Weed free (+W)
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Fig. 7- Leaf area index of sweet basil in different treatments, A) strip intercropping with four rows of sweet basil, two rows of
bean(4S2B), B) gtrip inter cropping with four rows of bean, two row sweet basil (4B2S), C) row inter cropping (1b1), D)
monocr op of sweet basil (S), weed free (+W)
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* Means with at least one similar letter, are not significant different (p<0.05) based on LSD test.

B: Monocrop of bean (Ly ,alb cuis), 452B: Strip inter cropping with four rows of sweet basil, two row bean ,Le> ()ly bybre i)
(logl 95 by, 1b1: ROW intercropping (s, bebee cuis), 4B2S: Strip inter cropping with two rows of sweet basil, four rows of bean c.:s)
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Fig. 9- Height of sweet basil in different treatments in harvest sage
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*Means with at least one similar letter, are not significant different (p<0.05) based on L SD test.
B: Monocrop of bean (Ly ,alk c.uis), 452B: Strip inter cropping with four rows of sweet basil, two row bean ,Le> (¢)ly bybre i)
(logl 93 by, 1b1: ROW intercropping (s, bebe cuis), 4B2S: Strip inter cropping with two rows of sweet basil, four rows of bean c.:s)
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sweet basil (4B2S+W)
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