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Table 1- Soil and climate characteristics of Maize during growing season at Darab-Fars (year of 2009)
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Table 2- Mean squares of time of tillage, wheat residuals and their interaction on and dry weight of weeds and corn yield
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ns, * and **: non-significant and significant at 5 and 1% probability levels, respectively.
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Table 1- Mean squares of time of tillage, wheat residuals and their interaction on weed final dry weight
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ns, * and **: non-significant and significant at 5 and 1% probability levels, respectively.
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Table 4- Mean comparison of the effect of time of tillage on final leaf area, total dry weight and kernel yield of corn and weed
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(g.m”)
103.1a 7694 b 5775b 25551.2 as 9
Day
b 7836 a 6044 a 26053.7 a w
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In each column means followed by same letters do not differ significantly at 6=1% probability level based on Duncan’s multiple
range test.
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Fig. 1- Effect of different levels of wheat residues on final leaf area (a), total dry weight (b) and yield of corn (c) and weeds
dry weight (d)
There are no significant differences between averages with similar overlap ranges according to standard error.
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Table 5- Mean of squares of time of tillage, wheat residuals and their interaction on yield component of corn
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ns, * and **: non-significant and significant at 5 and 1% probability levels, respectively.
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