Okl 3Ll 59 1> w8 jida o0 gl IS Jlpoe 093 (o)
Critical period of weed competition with sugar beet in
Kabotarabad-Esfahan

" bbodl ol Lo jaes 5 3500 o alblb Lay o ST ales Lo ytece

ool Sl a8 > aBpaiie jya shacide S8 Gl 0)90 cpp AVAY L lomdl il 2 9 351 o lbLb L, pS T3k e
VY-AY (V)Y + 8 ki

oSy

2 sladlke (Beta vulgaris) ad,was casly; 40 jmb ghdle J oS &1y 8,90 Cpmti joliio
oSyl )3 AYYA 9 ITVA gl b S5 e 5 o VE U 3lad JolS slacSohs £ ,b B
AT slea U552 ghdile S35 o 5 a1 (g 95 55 Bjlowd elp3 ol & Gledieol 3Ll 598 (S linioss
295 S 9 9y bad Ol B 5,0 SIS 85y s 5 83k CudlS 1 g 4580 VE 5 1Y )+
ol U 500 ghcile Bl yuww 9 CadlS 1 g 4i@d V€ 5 1T e, A 1 eE U 500 ghdile J315
5,5 adwine 0] Cuwd 00 gl (g J 48 oy wali o JolS J S sl U dunlio jd cwdy had
Sg 4 by Coml Cely (s (g Gayb 31 552 lacile SRS ,CullS Iy i o U oS
3 Sgllael piler Cudls 1w dn s U 5 ghhdile J5105 g dgus 0 &8 ks 4Bl ) yiiwl 03U
amlhion 0393 ot 3 ot S5 s 9505 3laj ot Sl 5 3,15 &gy o815 5 B g iy 3, Kkes
iy 3 Shos wlwl i b gladide (o J S 899 medd sl spbalojl ol @l 4 dagi b
Shaiia o dold Jgl Jhwyd el Cawd 00 552 (gadle J)HS canlio (Sloj 093 slea B 3, Sosy
Jw 50 deold ol (Jg il 0315 Lawdeid Cawlin duivy 3,50es pSTas Joas glp o235 U i
Jl Jlas 53 55 555 3,5ka 3,90 9 129 S 1 g o5 3 ot 4580 G e 460 1 5 5 Vsl o9
el 050 g Cony 482 U 0o 48 31 293 Jlws ;5 g pdadd iaa U o) lor i 1 Sloj abold (o
3 Sdes pSlas Jgas (gl odel Cowd 00 gl Gab J 5 Olles 40 Sgosme 43 i 0313 Lyausdenld
J S adllbe ol 51 Jeols OleYbl (bl 39w 0 drogi 053 9 Comt U o)l aid 58 g 4l
Splgd aiB g audy s 3)Shos 4 Gy o] Sy 050 9 Cunny Al I Jd 3 T g (Sidn o 51 U3
3 by i B Moy )3 (51 gm0 T b sladils R} L PRI 23 (33,8 J SIS
D, Ay geio Wl

Sl 58 b slacale colsy S Slimo 0y93 il yiie 4 ldol 1 gaIST g0}l

E-mail: JAHADAKBAR@ICRASNLIR g lial oo solio 5 osysliS clisios 5o ale cun cslizel — )



b.:)m R L;Lh: wle J)...S u.>l).’>u 0)9d (o)

g4l als jiScale Bpas flie & 3980
Sl 13 355 18 S 5 IS dile 6 )luk 5 plod
Zimdahi )0l ials 56 S¢)l g caoglio g,
(1987
O 3¢l > (Achard  1799) »,L_s]
o S §1 115 45 ctls gl paionn
Sy g Sl y9p2 b gladile JpuS a8 s
sle Jad Lol )3 50 hdile p wdjuise A3,
Do s Ay Jad y 3l )3 5ym slacile A3,
5y Jad bl 3 55e slacile S p basoy
P EF T ey e 465 VO 1Ak e gt
Ve &S 3 e il 4B atie cuiS Lol sblie
Sy, dopy ¥e g S oy |y byl as s
3 ol ey s oo JeSuits (]S oS
ain Cuin o Gl e clbdile S pas
S 93 el Gy didn Hlax b cSl
ady) 3 Sles Al cage 15 (o ol a3 rke
4SS gjyp ghcale 5 Nad o Aoy Ver BYS
alsyo jl py pogad @ Cll I ey atin cutn
9y S ab Ll il b WB)uise (S Culn
Ot 5 slacile A5 e 81 ) 0 Sles
A Con (b C By Yy ams Sy Sy
g iy il 459 an ey )b ALy sla ]S
Sdo &y jyacile Jood 4 B 8k S F)b
090 y—8l e yo—als | Ly attn cuin U aw

e S S e e s e —o

Y¥

S

EVRER

g o910 Jelge Sl (S5 slacile
b g )low 9 GBI cdel By a5 wsb o i3 0050
Al o )5)aie o)) & St (St aler |l
Sogmo 5 50 slacile (515 5 aiil 0 x50 oI
A8 gy 3es )3 (6 pSedyr Rl S pas
.(Cock and Scott 1993) u L e sk
ey , 510 jogasyd oad alssl cle Jlas
A yie &S 5 (oS 35 Jos 1 50 sk Je
ceel Lo pe j—o chcile culs, aS ol olis
9B do)d p 9 395 e Al 0y Slee lalS
glabasV_p g -GSl ol e Bl
, , Abdollahian- Noghabi 1999) »
oiblS ol lade (WY bl g 5 (g3boad
Jad Job 5 i e o515 ey Ul 4 (S
Ady Jab Jsb y3 jrmcile 38 ce )b el
029 9 B (olord (sla by, jl B )uike
B o (WF W5dsS) 29 o odlaiwl iuwd
b ey plow L 508 5 pgen s> 5l Gl 9 49500
aiair ll 50 Wlgi oo calie ploj & a2y g
Slacile Cooglio joy 5 Cunj e (Sl L0y
il i o0 B b fSh e 4y )
S 0 0359 s (MVD (g2 )asl
oo i b S cile Bpas (ialS ) e (il
Mol hlis an Sbls SaS g o)l ol

celoygd ol b iScale jloslawl sl o



\4

035 5 )35l5:0S BT B S 5l epgd 090 S5
Adle A3y 0y93 36 ,glsdeS 8T ) e
i laide p o5 Col (S 0y93 Su S8
L 84S ol 2 Ro il a il gas 0)90
Al aB)S @y YU gy gl gl s le
2 09 Sl ado o p i Sitie Jgl )93 53 J S
A dB)lian g 035 SgS dalS ads e o
9o (135 )9laslsS 9 3 (5 peS Jeod S ile
0)9> > EMKde (ol D9 o gy (38) SB- o
025 091l b plgioe () 00 9 2)05 3929 g2
Py 0993 33 D905 JyiS |y jyp slacile baeis; oy
Oliey (s ©ygo )3 3B )rike Sladlg 95
o=l x> enleoe JpST) e cladile sl
2l o ai8yiin o Bb oo S8 4 5l @90
sl @iz 3 plas 0)90 (s (g lals
ale dw ;> 5 ASbiee S slacile b <ol )5 M
ohle & ks 5o Al jlasyie 9 s)le Ay ol
Dy om 3l 88y Jelye ple )3 58 slacile L
o gbdle b ey a8,uie 15 0)90 (b
H =8 5 gaade =) 358 (oo plxl ©jg0 4w
b plojon o5 (5550 slacile =V a8 )0ie (00 o
S5 Sladile VA8 o b 8 )ase (S e
2L Jol g 9 S5 Gldas plodl jlas aS
Sles (JrS ol oy M8y 5 ) g e
ldes 31 B e 4 o)ld Sls oS cwl

>y 9 slome gla) 33,5 (e 2)ly By 5 J S

WAY /) ojlod /Y A /i3 jaise

Miller and ) 545 yolssS Sy S50 sladiy
.(Fornestrom 1989
aS coab Lebl (Dawson 1977) yewel>
A yhisy CuleS Gl g atin WY IV s (g
Hle aspio ey plin L5 a8 4 cage
2y T 48 lajn Gide g ley 3L jyacile
clacile s bl a)y wlo w8 juise cold)y win)S
Sg-dse ol A 0)90 Laulyl 5 & (Sl 50
bgie L) (BLS Jids A Al > o0
gy o jl g oad
= 093 (WVA) pladlie 5 (sila—d
o8 Bl 1y gLl 55k 53 e ladile <o,
slrcale 0058 pMel W8 )0k b jaw ) dx dion
gy D ey ag adlas ol i
pas jlosi )3 48 39 g9 9 S22 el
P g e ¥ dgue (&S5 L pgecme > S
JrS pas g adgs St osle (5 1V 290 3 ,lSs
Jbes o VY Pl (G)lud 50 slo e LS
abar 30 cile 3903 3ol §ym slacile JalS ]S
Siis ole (632,80 4 Comd Foml o515 029 b
il ol ecde a8 5,8 g ol 4 Cons i
Gy gL SUS (09 58 g deko sy £l (09
P92 §E 4 G dols
(Schweizer and May 1993) o 4 ,5ls
a |y 1)atse celyy ) 5ym cile OMSEe S0l 5

B cubls 51 eJsl 090 0dg0d pud yaduive 09 duw



b.:)m R L;Lh: wle J)...S u.>l).’>u 0)9d (o)

250505 )35 (WYYY) less) 5 00l5 (ola
5 Lgws g l30 13 5ym ile ]| 5l obsS 090 Sy oS
J=B ialS eel bgw (3 Jow 5l o) VY
Cy g gldile dlas g SS9 2 ey
O a2 b Wl 4y Cand Joyd Vo g duoyd AD
C2ge y95 Oyl Cawds sl 5yp ladile L culs,
ORIBIL &S a8 b 1> Sojgledye b Shg s
9 48l b gals g koS e alold g gy £l
Dy olpen (2345
gl oy 2 o gl Jl—p
095 opns gl (Hall et al. 1992 ) hul__
A pldl sl @)y o e sladde S Sl
Slooygd lp Syitwcd g 1yl SeodS )8 93
5 3= ol i 5 & S slaile J3G 5 S
Oloms 4o yd 33 (S WU aw Jolpe o alold
b s gladile ST Sl 0y93
ceely;oad Slwld vie jy» slacale
o9 gl rdald Gled—el il 4Bt
Cardaria ;I Amaranthus retroflexus
Chenopodium album o, s4.l_. «draba
Ob—= cpy—b Echinochloa  crus-galli
Solanum  (¢;—,zLs < Glycyrrhiza glabra
g3 9 Polygonum patulum . ccan nigrum
2 (OYFY ebls) wiil . Setaria viridis als,

Sy 5 o bl g5 I e olad! ol

\td

IS (Shou 0y93 L(WWFF WadeS
A8ysisz oS (S5 b2 I gewd jp sbile
2 L8y a8) ol olS Ly Jold s> o5 e
==)j oS 48 0)9 Laulsl b (3,15 3929 (o (]
o=l e o)y Aol WS e Ay i glacale oS
Ol ady) 3)Slos 4 Ll 03 0 slacdle 0)90
Esile VD 23b (o ) A8 5 lg (o)l sine
(VYYD 6y VYYD las
JAES Sl 0)9d (el sl sl sy 9
U ayje egl (s 53 2950 ) 0 jp il
oal iy g 00 gle 5 (slacile I ume o
Jgaswe Ly iy 0)93 ()bl U jp» cile oS 39 o3l
sbcale 4y pgd (gyw > ASL atil colsy ly;
Obb U g 9 39850 031> 0jlal (une o U 50
25 0 0jlke jymcile b g Go)b ) Ay Juad
ool 228l 4ty 2929 (Sl 0)93 ST aomilix U
oebely g (S 0y90 £9,-5 dajless (6w gl
s slaile JpuS Sl 0)9 (bl sy (o9
o 0)93 e (nl (e Juold s> 4y 09 poles
hbSer 5 (Se55) 23,5 (o Gl jadile 8
S5 Jte Jlls e (; Zimdahi 1987)vva
(B 55 5 68 jyacile o gy ploj o pcils
Cagby «oylys as)d il asls alS 4s5 STy
culS G, 5 5pmiile 68 (SB gidols (S



v

g 93 )0 prly Sl p S9SNV 5 it
Wb Bpa o S5l g a9 cudlS 5l S caas
o)gl ge jl pAld @l o S5kS V0 Hlude i o
Spas Lajlos (35 S5l gy Sy 050 00
alisl ay pldl S5 giluodlol I oy g8
P33 (g v3) 9 0423)5 (S el 7o (slng b
ol o 0 azslS’ 2> IS ki Loy 7233
Jsl s 9 (Weed Free) 5, » slace e J, S
Sy oolaws wlwlp (Weed Infested) ;,0 slacale
Jlw yd ccils jl juo laazan o WWYA Jlo
5 (WF4) ¥ U 5, glacile J,uS 5501V

5 (WF12)\Y « (WF10)\- . (WF8) A (WF6)
Ay e 9 ClS 1 ey asan (WF14) V¥
slacile Jols g ad) Jad (bl U 50 lacale
(WIL0) Y+ (WIB)A « (WIB) 5 (WI4)¥ L5 ;,»
L8 yhixe CuslSl o atan (WIL4)VY 4 (WI12) VY
WYA Jlaw 3o Sy olass bl 9 VYV Lo jo
Bl 398 gl lej 0 w9 40,8 sl
o 93 Lyolpon aby fad LL U 50 (lacile
Jab plos > J3l5 5 (CHL) b plos ) J 8
adllas oyl 55 s (glaylog lsis oo (CH2) i,
O Oyge 0 dlsye pa p3 S A jolate
i glacide | gl passes (d)S ©ygo gl
g o2 g dege 2 0 Bl lales
= Jad slagl o 5 el g)le la)les

58S Gygo XY LS jleslaiwl g ey y

WAY /) ojlod /Y A /i3 jaise

sy Sl s sl

o]y Sl 93 a0 48 dgy A3 iz

8,5 ool ol 2l 5gS Sladss

5595 9 3190
lacide J, 8 (Shou 0)93 (30058 Car
SlaJlw (b pldsl )3 4 8jue colyj jya
laadllas db] 5gsS  Sliriow olSius] 13 VYYA §)YVA
3955 Lilog JLasl 5 Ltoea Yo b plol
SV I N A e e 4 e
sl b By Jlo 9o yo 0 ddllles g
2SS e 3 sled VY L (Solas LS
plosl olo (123)9)8 Vo )3 widjaiie cuiS Jlo 9 0
L 93 9 b e Jold (55,95 Clles .0
)5 Oygo e L5l 3 o8 2 3ges S S
e Jobs yo V¥ (20 g po Ve Jb 05
5l e s Bls b lawg Casdy g a5 2 cuilS (i,
Ot 9 S5 45905 shm 08 1 e e 9 VU
el il plsis o (5)US lackd) 5 0 Sles
A 488 L5 50 e 93 bS5 g Joled il
i )bl gy 4o g g 1 ealitl b ()l
5T ol g2 9580 9 95 lo (slodgs .85 <50

3 o8 pgisel Slind p S5l 1 ee Jels S



b.z)m R L;Lh: wle J)...S G}l)?(.) 0)9d (o)

bl 4035 5,61, (Reinefeld et al. 1974)
(SY) Lallal aid 5 Slos cli8 duoyd g didyy 3,Shos
WUT s oass plovl cliiog wluly A Cpuss
i slacile Sl 0)93 e 4 bgaye Sl
ool k-iuu.u-’?d 9)4).../::‘_? A_i.._w% ‘n)J 99
o aallls oyl 5 .(Knezevic et al. 2002 )» o
odag by ladle Sl ey me jolate
Uisy 5 i aalss (S48 LYs g ooy Sy,
wbes Jleeg (b p 25l eliul b oo (5510
S a5 edlarwl (exponential polynomial)
vy o=l o e b 00 asid (Sowd
ol deuogs (WAY ) o )LSar g 00lj (oola oy
o waw  LSD  eojl 5l 3)lgs plo ;> .l

b oolatwl 1a 1SSl duslde (gly duoyd

8 ool adlian ol sboyless Jlacl olej

3533 13 ) ojless Jgin bl s o ylag

YA

A b slacale Dl g i 39 la

Sy b oo 1 0 atube a5 5 uin SuSE
Olidas )b S wian 93 3o Jolgd 4 alsyo 0 )3
g odd o S G (gladile 5 85 Ojg0 (g
9 O g 3l J8 sles 2l e e S
STLAYA Jlw 5 oll i s p3Y aleMbl
gy i Jlesl ol O LATYA Loy g 4,
9d sladig A sy S g oS 0 Sles yusd
o oly 5 YUl e o8 Bl 1y Loy i)
g by JolS ol o cind) 93 ) adls lgis
3 ySdes dndSr (njs 9 hled (yomd o
odd Cudlyy (g b ady) Sl Ad s 5 (RY) Ay,
ool by g dpd pead digad S pnod olSiwd SaS &
Sl a8 s ed oS Olis YL oK
Sl (s y5or gy 4 (SC)pal 43 sm s
5 Sregd ps s by) 4 (K) uly 5 (N@) o
b g pSeiuil gl sae gy 4 (N) opio (59500

Aoy Jge 8 5l ooliial L 35 (MS) (oMo 45 30

Tablel Applied time of treatments base on week after planting

WA Loy ol
(date in 2000)

VYA Jlo 3 gu,bs
(date in 1999)

jloss Jlas! als yo
(Applied stage of treatments)

Ya/yIve YAIYIY -
\AATAY YAIYIY
Ya/v/vy YAXI\Y
YA/¥IY YAIYIYY
YA/FIY YN¥/V ¥

(After Plasnting)c.sls” 51
(4 WeekK)cusls 5l o ain ¥
(6 Week)cuwsls 5l ain &
(8 WeeK)cwsls 51 s azin A

(10 Week)cwsls 51 oy ain V-




YA

va/al¥ YN/¥IYA
va/n/\A YA/B/NY

WAY /Y o)l /Y Al /038,005

(12 WeekK)cusls 51 oy win VY
(14 Week)cuwsls 51 Ly win VF

L S b (o oS (ogps gl 5 cile o 2i2g0
55 am & ol 5l il 53,8 ) G omdley dan
Epad & bgye dlgie o] cle sl (Sogl ol
selos 5l (8L &3 o <) )3 ey Bl i
o) 5 03l (92lo) 4l oo ol aily eS| yooman
23 ain U 5 ogaal 5y dile Jyus (WYY
s didde ol cole oy g bST5 Lials el
Jlw 53 52 )3 dm a eodjley A jlg S
So 1 3 (5ol 5 05 g5 s 0dal ilo]]
s sdalie ol Mgy 315 cla oy 50k
Jbw o o WWVA Lo 3 g Sl colle cle
2 5 e jol g cglate cde 4 Wl o YWYA
azan L5 WWYA Jluw o asb asBag, 9 ols
FS 5 1) @Yl ao ) opdele e cile w3 )lex
azan U hadd wg) cpl WWYA Jlo a8 Jbjo ,0b
S ile e a3l win 5l g Ab odnlie wa
GV ¥ sl JSis)ecsly JolS cudle ugigle

(¥

Jlosl flo; ,Jods jd zydn oo,

b slacade pyedes WS o asuie |y b jles
o)) )llym ailaie ;> 4B uiis £)l50 40 9390
<(Salsola sp) ,eo cale Jolis (5Ll g8  Slisaoss
Slacile 9 ogacke 9 Jlee Somy s el
(el o)) S iy B9y S (55—
) a8y @) old @S J5 udSh (pdog)lise

ol oxs 035 pb 5ym (slacile plo lgie 4 bl
05 Ao i ile 39290 1 slacile JS o 5
039 ey 9 w815 PVl e ile g g )s U
LLod jl s glg 0ol Joladl g o 1) Sis
Sy iy ladide JS a0 Cuns clle ao
) e o J S slajles JS 50 (15 Y JSis)eusls
Sbol L cladiy pad din U ja slhdde o
oS A oadlex wan B ol 5l a9 3905 (554
azan jlola sl by 9 Sl i slacale )

Ay day ols 5 slacale , ST u s @ o)l



gladde bz ()

Weed Dry Weight(percent)

gladle dis 03y

b.:)m R L;Lh: wle J)...S u.>|).’>u 0)9d (o)

100
[B@ others Weeds

Chenopodum album
B Convulvolus arvensis

O Amaranthus retrofulxus
B Salsola sp
— 2l
-0
10 -
o |EHHH HEHH FEER
i @ ® 5 B R
S A A A

Weed Interference till each stage
LS5 e dde Js1 45
VYA Jlo jd o] s S5 @ 0 ladile Siid 59 duoyd b gl S35 olaylo 51 JS5
Fig. 1 Influence of the critical time of weed control on dry weight of different species in 1999
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Fig. 10 Influence of the length of weed free period on dry weight (% of unweeded control) in 2000
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Table 2 Analysis of variance of quality and quantity traits under weed critical period in 1999

265 Slos e &) ks PR X Aoyd a5 Slee PO olsl as s ot
SY NO3z-N Kk Na SC RY PNR df SOV
1.40 1.74 0.67 8.64 4.9 119 662 3 (Rep),,ss

10 ** 1.06 0.35 2.19 2.39 464 ** 870 ** 13 (Treat) ks
3.57 0.84 0.34 6.44 2.90 180 251 39 (Error oLzl

** significant at %1 level probability
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Table 3 Analysis of variance quality and quantity trails weed critical period in 2000

waSles yasc o e WBaon adyoShe SpSly S 4y i e
SY NOz-N k Na sc RY PNR df sov
5.75 1.05 2.06 2.10 2.81 107 657 3 (Rep),),ss

7947 1.34 1.58 2.16 2.42 577 ** 227 13 (Treat) L
2.12 1.35 3.76 4.67 3.64 139 223 39 (Error)ses

**significant at %1 level probability
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Table 4 Comparison of mean of quality and quantity traits for critical period treatments of weeds in Kabotarabad-Esfahan Station during 1999-2000

%

(2000) rva (1999) YA L

23 P 5 Sles A5 2o gy 3Sdes Gy oS5 R W5 Loy Ay 3ySles Gg o515 Slos
(s (e 5 ) Jse (e ) (s > 05) s 5 Treatment

SY(tha™) SC(%) RY(t ha™) PNR SY(tha) SC(%) RY(t ha™) PNR
4.36 10.70 40.83 78760 2.40 11.75 20.43 63890 WF4 S F6 s
5.13 11.79 43.57 80960 3.92 11.57 33.9 76600 WF6 S 55 s
481 11.17 43.12 83340 4.43 12.49 35.5 79400 WE8  Sin AG s
453 10.89 41.66 85420 4.83 12.15 38.7 78100 WF10 _Sin Vb s
4.26 10.56 40.42 88120 4.76 11.76 40.5 90970 WF12 S WU s
5.79 11.73 49.38 89250 5.09 12.47 40.83 93820 WF14 S VF6 J s
8.39 11.04 76.00 92930 5.99 12.74 47.03 96300 CH1 LS J usaals
9.17 11.90 77.08 100620 6.91 12.96 53.32 94440 WI4 S ¥ Jsly
6.35 10.00 63.58 86860 5.64 12.86 43.92 78930 WIG  Suan s b5 Jsly
5.61 9.74 57.71 80410 5.05 12.30 41.11 75370 WI8 s Al Jols
5.75 9.91 58.12 76660 5.54 13.60 40.74 70510 WI10 _Sin Ve b sl
6.06 10.70 56.66 75950 3.12 11.96 26.16 69910 WI12 _Sin VY U sl
4.64 10.33 45.00 73030 2.24 10.71 20.94 62770 WI14  Szn VF b Jsls
3.52 9.60 36.67 69650 2.29 11.76 19.53 46760 CH2 8 opgnanlis
2.10 2.74 16.96 2149 2.70 2.47 19.19 2268 LSD5%
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Table 5 Parameter values for fitted equations of critical weeded and weed infested vs days after planting during 2001-2002
in Kabotarabad-Esfahan Station

(Year) (Variable) Parameter Estimate T value Prob> T Coefficient of Determination
Jb ) Do) (e Jlos] pasess coys(r? Adj)
Intercept 24.295971 1.902 0.130
Weeded- root Y (%) X2 -0.003935 -2.220 0.091 0.8403
X1 1.083132 3.339 0.028
Intercept 153.438130 8.841 0.0009
ywwyA  Infested Weed-root Y (%) X2 0.005103 2.120 0.1014 0.8774
(1999) X1 -1.52474 -3.461 0.0258
Intercept -61.277843 -3.867 0.0118
Weeded- sugar Y (%) 0.9250
Ln(X) 32.464461 8.661 0.0003
Infested Weed-sugar Intercept 286.309359 6.964 0.0009
Y (%) 0.8137
Ln(X) -50.736636 -5.216 0.0034
Weeded- root Intercept 76.199572 7.457 0.0017 0.8925
Y (%) X2 0.006219 4.387 0.0118
X1 -0.786230 -3.030 0.0388
Infested Weed-root Intercept 115.79923 11.234 0.0004 0.8874
Y (%) X2 0.001842 1.288 0.2672
ATVa X1 -0.724563 -2.768 0.0504
(2000)  Weeded- root () Intercept 75.915137 6.547 0.0028 0.8628
x? 0.006115 3.801 0.0191
X1 -0.767889 -2.608 0.0596
Infested Weed-sugar Intercept 124.217443 6.266 0.0033 0.7212
Y (%) X? 0.003276 1.191 0.0994

X1 -1.027684 -2.041 0.1108
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