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Figurel. Predictions of weed patch diagonal by Isotropic Variogram.
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Figure2. Weed patch drawing by Isotropic method into seed bank.
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Figure3. Weed patch drawing by Isotropic method into floors.
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Table 1. Seedling seed in different sampling.

JuA Cile sl 4SS Ay s A Adsal 1ot 2 Lstd 3 Lsté
s 3

B B Sl 220586 523 127 68
Amaranthus oA gb 165960 382 25 17
Portulaca 43,a 131050 302 53 23
Convolvulus <o 9854 17 5 3
Xanthium @ss 10879 21 8 1
Chenopodium 4elw 17591 28 15 3
Polygonum iy <ida 12568 12 8 3
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Table2. Average seed and seedling populations and their germination percentage.

Joa e A58 gl BYYRES Job chle 4aals S Als aan
Weed Species Seed bank Seedling Emergence %
e Ll alaas BY) A%Al,ﬁ.'MM (A2aLE / k)
e i Sa

W K Sl 220586 719 2%0.32
Amaranthus «sa g\ 165960 425 20.25
Portulaca 43a 131050 380 20.28
Convolvulus <o 9854 8 20.08
Xanthium @& 10879 10 260.09
Chenopodium 4alw 17591 15 2%0.08
Polygonum i <éa 12568 7 % 0.05

4s 550 33 58 sl Cale ot e 55,0 Cale o &SOL dal ) — ¥ J g

Table3. Relationships between weed seed bank and seedling population in field.

Meed . Florl Flor 2 Flor 3 Total
lSeed Vol Yol Yol Js
Kb 0.94** 0.57** 0.56** 0.96**
Amaranthus Gss >z 0.63 ** 0.14 ns 0.14ns 0.64>>*
Portulaca 44, 0.61*%* 0.042 ns 0.056 ns 0.72*%*
Js Total 0.48** 0.36** 0.43 ** 0.83**
Reference &Uo S ygd

MA st &Sy DLl cp s Mo (Sl 55 5lT (6 205 AYAV . ((Shoxe

Baker, H. G. 1989. Some aspects of the natural history of seed banks. Pages 9-21 in M.
A. Leck, M. A., V. T. Parker, and R.L. Simpson (eds.) Ecology of Soil Seed Banks.
Academic Press. New York.

Ball,D. A. and S. D. Miller. 1989. Acomparison of techniques for estimation of arable
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