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Effect of herbicides and handweeding in control of weed in winter seeding
and spring sown lentil (Lens culinaris)
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Tablel. Analysis of variance of the effects of sowing dates and pre- emergence herbicides on density
reduction of Common lamb’squarters and Amaranth and total broadleaved weeds

MS ey oSl

S.0. V. Sl e @3liTarss gl oy daku E o 5m sl § gee

df Amaranth Common lamb’ squarters Total broadleaved weeds
Replication S 3 0.01 0.02 0.08
Sowing date sl b 1 0.001™ 0.06™ 0.005™
Errors (A) () gl 3 0.09 0.03 0.05
Weed control (B) (©) ja slacale J 28 4 1.69** 0.71%** 1.36%**
(A x B) (o 5 ) folize 31 4 0.005™ 0.11" 0.01™
Error (B) (&) gl 24 0.058 0.07 0.04
(CV%) kS 442 25.06 39.01

Wl 7Y 50 law )3 s gme )l gme b 5 5 41 FF 5 s

ns, * and ** : Non significant, significant at the 5 and 1%evels of probability , respectively.

\As



WAY Hle ) oyled Lv.i..i' RIS L”QIJLI JGIJJ. f-’b I

3otk s 5 265 slacale 287 53 (s e sl iSile leily (SU13) (S0l e =Y J gl

()'J.asqa.l.c.s\.wﬁ&w;:wu\ﬂ)fﬂ&ﬁjﬁsuwtw

Table2. Mean comparison of the efficacy of pre- emergence herbicides on control of Common lamb’squarters
and Amaranth and total broadleaved weeds (based on reduction percentage of weed density)
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Levels of weeds control Amaranth Common lamb’ squarters Total broadleaved weeds
(%) (%) (%)
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(WD) 58 e 403 T als 0° 0° 0°
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Means followed by the same letters in each column are not significantly different (Duncan multiple rang test 5¥o
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Table3. Analysis of variance of the effects of sowing dates and weed control treatments on dry matter reduction
of dominant (Common lamb’squarters and Amaranth) and total broadleaved weeds
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Amaranth Common lamb’ squaters ~ Total broadleaved weeds
BNSTIAL Sy (& BNSTIAL Sty p&n BNSTIAL Sy fn
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S.0O. V. QIL._AJGL:.A ssl3T s om J s S o U pams Sy Jpams
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Table 4. Mean comparison of the efficacy of different weed control methods against dominant and

broadleaved weeds fifteen days after post- emergence application and at harvest maturity
(based on reduction percentage of weed dry matter)
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1 5ays after Phys. 15 days after Phys. 15 days after Phys.
application maturity application maturity application maturity
Tri. + pyr. s+ sk 5 93% 92 100° 96 852 86
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Tri. + han. s s+ ol 94 90 98* 96 g7 88
Pen. + pyr. oyt e sy 96 89 99° 98° g5ae 85b
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Pyr. s 77% 71 60 730 43 45°
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Means followed by the same letters in each column are not significantly different (Duncan multiple rang test 5%

.(Hernando, 1987; Singh, 1986; Podlesny, 1995)
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Fig. 1. The effects of different weed control methods on lentil seed yield
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