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Fig. 1- Planting and emer gence dates of common lambsquartersand corn
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Table 1- Analysis of variance (mean of squares) of corn and common lambsquarters growth characteristics
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Fig. 2- Effect of common lambsqguarter s emer gence times
A) densities, B) and interaction of emer gence* density and
C) on Corn height.
At the part of C, (#) and (<) shapes show 14 and 7 days earlier

emergence of weed related to corn, respectively. Triangle shape (F)
shows concurrent emergence time.
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Fig. 3- Effect of common lambsquarter s emer gence times (A), densities (B) and inter action of emer gence*density (C) on Corn and
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At the part of A and B, (#) and (<) shapes are related to common lambsquarters and Corn, respectively. At the part of C and D, (#) and (=) shapes show

14 and 7'daysearlier emergence of weed rel ated to corn, respectively. Triangle shape ('F) shows concurrent emergence time.
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and 7 days earlier emergence of weed related to corn, respectively. Triangle shape () shows concurrent emergence time.
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