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Tablel. Crop rotations scheme and agronomic practices applied in selected farms.
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Fig 1. Comparison of weed seed bank populations in corn-barley rotation system with and without
chemical control between two samplings, a and b indicate samplings for year 2004 and 2005,

respectively.
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Table 2. Mean seed bank density of weed species in farms with spraying practice at two samplings.
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Table 3. Mean seed bank density of weed species in farms without spraying at two samplings .
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Fig 2. Biplot for weed seed bank populations in farms with applying herbicide (Farms 1 and 2) and with
no herbicide application (Farms 3.and 4) using principle component analysis (PCA).
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Table 4. Shannon-Weiner diversity index (H) in farms under spraying and farms
without chemical control during two years of sampling.
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Table 5. T-observed values between the calculated Shannon-Weiner diversity indices
(H") in chemical controlled and non chemical controlled farms during 2004 and 2005.
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2005 2004 2005 2004
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S e
Management
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