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b glies Calio
Table 1. Relative yield total (RYT) and relative crowding coefficient (RCC) of Cross Azadi wheat cultivar

and wild oat in mixture.

b pline Sl ol sla el
Mixture ratios Competition index
r.\.‘!: Yy . "
Wheat : Oat RCC RCC RYT
13 1.80 047 1.2
2:2 0.96 119 0.92
31 0.52 180 1.00
Mean .Sl 1.08 1.10 1.08
RCC of wheat to wild oat EISTE, PTG e P
RCC of wild oat to wheat ,...—h,,;., I P P Lo

3 grte s Y g 9 3155 WS o3, pliS (RCC) (i o gt ot i 3 (RYT) S o 3 Sdas Y s
b ol Calsbas s
Table 2. Relative yield total (RYT) and relative crowding coefficient (RCC) of Niknejad wheat cultivar

and wild oat in mixture.

bl Sl iy csle pui L
Mixture ratios Competition index
f.lf: i), e . ”
Wheat : Oat RCC RCC RYT
1.3 1.90 0.53 123
2:2 0.80 120 0.96
31 0.57 1.70 0.94
Mean %L 11 114 104
ROC of wheat o wild oat LIS, JFRVPRT: g yE PO
RCC of wild oaf to wheat i ey Y gl ™

S 53 s IV g 3 b o) pAS (ROC) i (g 3t g s 3 (RYT) JS i 3 Shae ¥ St
L I- . l .
Table 3. /Relative yield total (RYT) and relative crowding coefficient (RCC) of Darab wheat cuitivar

and wild oat in mixture

gl g alh; sla anl
Mixture ratios Competition index
(S O, . -
Wheat : Oat RCC RCC RYT
13 209 0.46 0.85
22 0.66 130 073
31 026 3.40 0.75
Mean . Sil. 1.02 17 08
ROCC of wheat to wild oat YL FRTPST SV PUr
RCC of wild oat to wheat (XL JIREIVPIE, P YT DOVPE b
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Table 4. Effect of wild oat densities on final height (cm) of wheat cultivars

Ol p 43 ey DYy Gy S

Number of cat plant per pot Wheat cultivans pa.8,6,)
Yoyl sy oS ST ol
Darab 2 Niknejad Cross Azadi
0 76.17 a 9419 a2 96.58 a
1 7272 ab 89.92 ab 94.48 ab
2 70.05 be 90.16 cd 90.40 cd
3 6238 d 3.804d 3808 4
4 Oe e Oe

XD ST} s S0k ime M g g 33 5 by e Sl cSla Sl

Means having similar letters are not significantly different (Duncan 5%).

05 08,1 (om /pant) oy o s o5 IV saeS17 5D Jpim

Table 5. Effect of wild oat densities on leaf area of wheat cultivars

al.l.f,t)au:.—,ds_gﬂ_gal&u'

Number of oat plant per pot Wheat cultivars g% pli
¥ ot ay o il 8
Darab 2 Niknejad Cross Azadi
0 1227 a 1257 a 123.0 a
1 120.7 » 120.7 b 1187 b
2 1n23sv 1163 ¢ 1140 ¢
3 106.3 ¢ 111.0d 1123 ¢
4 0d e 0d

LD SM2) i ghs G5 e IR g a3 S ke 3y S0 ($la Sl

Means having similar letters are not significantly differeat (Duncan 5%).

d;_pql&uh%;:ép,&yx,(r)?)r.uflu‘l;)l}oj, b ga N Jaus

Table 6. Mean weight {g) of 1000 kernels of wheat and wild oat in mixture

o plins Sl Wheat cultivars pa o5 1
Mixture ratios LN A eSS L waliT ey
Danab 2 Nikaejad Cross Azadi
ey Yy e iy Yy it g A, Pt g iy Yy o
Oat Wheat Oat Wheat Oat Wheat Oat Wheat
0 4 0.00 a 1817 a 0.00 a 1752 a 0.00 a 17.84 a
1 3 9291 15750 791 b 16.86 ab 174 b 16.65 b
2 2 10,11 1427 ¢ 341 b 1423 ¢ 778 b 15.79
3 1 1118 ¢ 1154 4d 929 ¢ 1266 d 343 ¢ 13.37d
4 1] 1225 ¢ 000 ¢ 1023 4 000 ¢ 9324 000 e

RS S s S0 pae OB g A e 2SSk Iy gl ._‘MOJ;L_-
Means baving similar letters are not significantly different (Duncan 5%).
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Fig. 1. Shoot dry weight of Cross Azadi wheat cultivar and wild cat in mixture
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Fig. 2. Shoot dry weight of Nicknejad wheat cultivar and wild oat in mixture
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Fig. 2. Shoot dry weight of Darab 2 wheat cultivar and wild oat in mixture
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Fig. 4. Number of inflorescence of Cross Azadi wheat cultivar and wild oat in mixture
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Fig. 5. Number of inflorescence of Niknejad wheat cultivar and wild oat in mixture
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