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Table 1- Analysis of variance for plant characteristic of maize (SC704) in intercropping system, weeding and row distance
treatment levels
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Table 2- Means comparison of plant characteristic of maize (SC704) in intercropping system, weeding and row
distance treatments
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ol heiaht Stem No. of No. of S No. of 1000 iological Economical Harvest
€ig diamet - - No.of - grain : X - :
Treatments (cm) kernel.ear kernel.row -O1  ear.plant iah yield yield (t.ha index
er 1 1 row.ear 1 weight (t.ha‘l) 1) (%)
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weeding
o9 by
Twice 169.05a  24.61a 627.44a 4133 a 15.16 a 340 a 34344 a 7.31a 321a 4377 a
weedin
g
@y dols
Row distance
o Lt
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)5 gy dme glds duoyd gy Jlein] e Sl (lateld sin ygeil bl s cdinn S pidie Cgys () & oo ke e ya 0F

*Means in each column follow by similar letter(s) are not significantly different at 5% probability level, using Duncan’s Multiple Range Test.
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Table 3- Analysis of variance for land equivalent ratio.(LER) in intercropping system, weeding and row distance treatment

levels

©lae 5a0le
(Mean of Squares)

05 Syt Connd

Ol ot 2o &3ljle €5 (o) (6l pt o L S5 o0j Sl Connnd
S.0.V df LER Maize PR LER total
LER Peanut
)I)ﬁ * ns ns
. 2 0.024 0.013 0.013
Replication
(A) w[{ W ok % sk
1 0.18 0.169 0.64
Sowing system (A)
(B)ows 2 0.077" 0.067" 0.32"
Weeding (B)
© 22 alolé 1 0.0004™ 0.035" 0.065"
Row distance (C)
(A%B) 2 0.0023" 0.002™ 0.0056"
(A%C) 1 0.0008" 0.009™ 0.0004"
(BxC) 2 0.0091" 0.003™ 0.00005"
(AXBxC) 2 0.0031™ 0.001™ 0.0087"
s 13 0.005 0.006 0.006
Error
(4) Shasss - 10.91 14.95 6.52
CV (%)
o gz e S

ns: Non significant
2o Sy g gy Jlei gobw 3 o ne i 4t FH ¥
* and **: significant at 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively

3y dold g (g cbgliue CudlS i (S)lod Tobaw ;3 (o) (5212 Sl (ke A lio —€ Jgo


www.SID.ir

IAY Ll oF o lodd F alo> (55 y9lieS owlids pgs 4 it Y'Y o

Table 4- Means comparison of land equivalent ratio (LER) in intercropping system, weeding and row distance treatment

balojl s o G e Sl iy Comnd 030l e (6 il ot S I om0 sl pt Comnd
Treatments LER maize LER peanut LER total
Sowing system
Pl o pd B + &) Ao > O 0.60b 047b 1.10b
50% Maize + 50% Peanut
Heipbly 2o Ve ¥ 0 nop 0.75 a 0.61 a 136a
100% Maize + 100% Peanut ' ' ’
o9
Weeding
09 09N 0.60b 0.46b 1.06 ¢
Non weeding
o2y b 0.66 b 0.57a 1.24 b
Once weeding
- Lgd
Rl 0.76 a 0.60 a 1.39a
Twice weeding
J.g‘b) alold
Row distance
o sl ¥ 0.67 a 0.51-b 1.19b
40 cm
sl 0 0.68 a 057 a 127a
50 cm

B85 (gl grme gl duoyd gty Jlosn] e )3 (Sl (gl diald i gl bl s S jnie g gl &S GlaSile gt b )
Means in each column follow by similar letter(s) are not significantly different at 5% probability level, using
Duncan’s Multiple Range Test.

3 8des pibly 420 5l ol @l (¥ Joda) cudl )3 ine
B+ ogM e ay & ao B0 Hled aS b L dSee s34
CiS el 5y Lalas plie G (e plol 20
o031l o > Ve r gD e & Cd duopd Vo v Sy bgle
25 cplply 2l (olaidl s e Ty s ply G o il
A Cond Yo Slas &y ol Caa cuiS go oyl ddlaio gy

b doog b6 @y el cus

=)y, (Hiebisch et al., 1995) l)LSen 5 Hiud
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15) 93 L &) S 3 3 WF BN 5l e sl s e oS
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Mosine o) Gplp s g i lacile g fl003)80 )S
029 59 Jless 3 (e S plp S (i (W J952) 39
Sl ()lesd gobaw plo b (g)lol Llod 1 a8 sel cowy (V¥)
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