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Fig. 4- TDW, RGR, LAI and CGR of millet in different levels of nitrogen and competition with corn
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Table 2- Correlation coefficients between grain yield and growth indexes of maize and redroot pigweed

= ® @ 3) (4) (%) (6) (7 (8) 9
Traits
1> 3,8l 1071 026™ 012 045" -049® -059° -0.2" -0.31"
Grain yield (1)
O S5 S osle g 1 055 0.16™ 084~ -08" 075 075 -0.76"
TDW of maize (2)
O Sy gl o3l 1 0.28" 0.27® -0.13" -0.45" 0.04" 0.05™

LAI of maize (3)
O (ooanss Sy sy
RGR of maize (4)
O Jyase by Cas po
CGR of maize (5)

Jo 8 ddyy g gl U5 Sid ole g
TDW of redroot pigweed (6)
Jo8 adny o9 26 Sy (a3
LAI of redroot pigweed (7)
R adny o9 gl (el 2y s
RGR of redroot pigweed (8)
Jo 8 adyy g gl Jpae 48) Lo puo
CGR of redroot pigweed (9)

1 0.51™ -0.35™ -0.41™ -0.35™ -0.37"

1 0.74" -064" -081" -0.77"

*k *k >k

1 0.91 0.91 0.95

* ke

1 0.73 0.82

*k

1 0.96

M3sne i ™ g doyd gy paw 3 B sine | Woyd Sy e 1 (g sine |
" Significant at 1% level, ™: Significant at 5% level and ™ non-significant.
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Table 3- Correlation coefficients between grain yield and growth indexes of maize and milt
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" Significant at 1% level, ™: Significant at 5% level and ™ non-significant.
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