"Ll P p gl Al
VEAS LY ot ey Al

Ay dy 9 dilear gty ) (Helianthus annuus L) o1 S9t8T s Olowsd uﬁgl”ﬂ'!' iy

(Gossypium hirsutum L.)

Allelopathic potential sunflower (Helianthus annuus L.) residuals on seed e‘mergence
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Tablel. Effect of sunflower residuals on seed emergence, height, and yield dry weight

: ol K g 2 Shas e gl K5 D3y Sy el

|w. Sunflower residuals Yield {g/plant) Plant height at harvest Dry weight(g/plant} Emergence (%)

M,‘ Treatment s 16% 3% 16% 8% 16% 8% 16% 8%

%u Leaf I, 404 m__. 57.01fcd 90.0ed 1099 ¢cb 66.6¢ 97.8cd 259 ef 29.8 ecd

u.,lnu.u. Stem Al 46.4ef 6528¢cd 91.94d 116.6¢ch 84.4d 103.7 ¢ 27.58d 328cd

=] Root < S124de 67.8b 987cd  121.2b 898ch  1266b 337c 383b
WJ\ Leal-stem PrN 3856 40.11g 66.9 efg 802 el 54Gef 620e 252ef 294 ecd

M.W. Leaf-Root adygfy 355hg 439efp 792elg 84.4ef 55.0ef 690e 269e 293 ecd
-.n Stem-Root aty g b 369hg 435fg T09efg 834ef 573ef 658e 26.2ef 298 ecd

M Leaf-Stem-Root g al g, 214 285 hi 528 h 61.2 gh 8 g 460 ¢ 208 f 245 ef

Check il 8715 a 1532.0 a 1684 a 46.7 a

g b e Y 10 e g3 5 b g e i S e Ky 3 o gl S0l Bt p a8

« Mean of each column having similar letter are not significantly different (Duncan %5).
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Table 2. Reduction perceniage of emergence, height, leal number and dry weight of cotion in relation to check

e Ll g £k by il gty
Sunflower residuals Yield (gplant) Plant height at harvest Dry weight(g/plant) Emergence (%)
Treatment 3 1% % 16% = 16% T 16% %
Leal 4, i3 139 a2 %0 sal 4l 60 530
Stem . 452 2.7 W0 22 w0 319 420 50
Root -, 502 06 6 B 4“5 U4 410 290
Leal-stem desd, 887 529 S48 03 670 61 619 526
Leaf-Root Cade 862 415 526 “o 67.39 587 560 517
Stem-Root cade 568 80 536 3 66.02 608 629 532
Leal-Stem-Root by s, 180 666 654 598 76.98 24 761 674
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