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Table 1- Analysis of variance (MS) of mallow seed production and control efficiency

Ol paiS o solil as o JysS oS JRVRRIR;
S.0.V. DF WCE Seed Number
<ok 2 1.08" 308.33™
Block
S ale 2 698.25™ 810300™
Herbicide (H)
o 3 343.22" 35842222
Density (D)
w17 X Sl 6 98.69™ 89633.33"
D x H
> 18 053 146.29
Error

Doy S g iy Jleiml zolaw (o lo e BT g jlo jixe WIS 0g2g pie (o i ik g 5 NS
ns, * and **: non-significant difference, significant difference at the level of five and one percent probability,
respectively.
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Figure 1- Interaction effect of density and herbicide on weed control efficiency
(Means in each column fallowed by similar letters are not significantly different)
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Figure 2- Interaction effect of density and herbicide on mallow seed production
(Means in each column fallowed by similar letters are not significantly different)
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Table 2- Analysis of variance (MS) of wheat yield components in investigated treatments

Ol s 2o ol a0 &y o alaw slass alis )0 alo slaws B S 0 dils slass
S.0.V. DF Spike/m Grain/Spike Grain/m
S5k 2 13.36™ 8.17™ 14546101
Block
“’Jdl; 2 118.02"™ 102.87™ 30230538™
Herbicide (H)
p_ﬂ): 3 154045.96™ 350.16™ 504656418
Density (D)
X S e 6 24.43" 8.75" 2588038
DxH
= 18 1.97 2.42 577088
Error

Aoy Sy g i Jleil sl )0 lo gixe B g ls e BT 0525 pas o iy s g 5 NS
ns, * and **: non-significant difference, significant difference at the level of five and one percent probability,
respectively.
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Table 2- Analysis of variance (MS) of wheat yield components in investigated treatments

Oy pie solil as o als e oy3g S5l gm o Slas als o, Slas
S.0.V. DF 1000-grain weight Biological yield Grain yield
<ok 2 0.49" 466.77" 171.19™
Block
oS e 2 413 1635.52™ 5860.41""
Herbicide (H)
ol 3 141.93" 23600.29" 114481.75™
Density (D)
(I B : . - .
w17 X e 6 5.81 1699.37 2130.29
D x H
Uas
18 0.99 386.12 616.28
Error
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ns, * and **: non-significant difference, significant difference at the level of five and one percent probability,
respectively.
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Table 3- Mean interaction comparison of herbicide and density on wheat yield and yield components

E3P &y alaw olass als o ails slaws By 0 &ils slass
Treatments Spike/m Grain/spike Grain/m
H1D1 358g 30efgy 10750 fg
H1D2 442e 3lef 14010 de
H1D3 527c 45a 23660 b
H1D4 670a 42ab 28110 a
H2D1 355g 28fg 10250 g
H2D2 441e 279 12030 fg
H2D3 523d 36c¢d 18930 ¢
H2D4 660b 38bc 25270 b
H3D1 366 f 33de 12310 ef
H3D2 442 e 32ef 14210 d
H3D3 526 cd 45a 23610 b
H3D4 669 a 42ab 28100 a

W, (gl pre Dol oo iy Jleizl s )0 (gl aials sz el Gelul p cdises S ie By > glyle a5 ol Kl (gt o 0
g O Foo oo oSy i D1, D2, D3, D4 iSdile osd drogs 50 5l doyo VO g Voo JolS S sy 4 :HL, H2 |, H3
e fo D L P

The same letters in each column indicate an insignificant difference at the P=0.05 level.

H1, H2 and H3: Complete control, reduced and recommended herbicide dose, respectively. D1, D2, D3 and D4:300, 400,
500 and 600 plant. m2, respectively.
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Table 3- Mean interaction comparison of herbicide and density on wheat yield and yield components

b Lo &y yS b Slows Slgm o Sles wls 5 Sloe
Treatments Spike/m Biological yield (g/m) Grain yield (g/m)

H1D1 358g 1032d 340c
H1D2 442e 1272 ¢ 380 b
H1D3 527c 1961 ab 545a
H1D4 670a 1963 ab 514 a
H2D1 355¢ 965 d 289d
H2D2 441e 1363 ¢ 297 cd
H2D3 523d 1798 b 496 a
H2D4 660b 1895 ab 515a
H3D1 366 f 1067 d 352bc
H3D2 442 e 1313 ¢ 358 bc
H3D3 526 cd 1845 ab 558 a
H3D4 669 a 1998 a 506 a
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The same letters in each column indicate an insignificant difference at the P=0.05 level.
H1, H2 and H3: Complete control, reduced and recommended herbicide dose, respectively. D1, D2, D3 and D4:300, 400,
500 and 600 plant/m™, respectively.
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Figure 3- Interaction effect of density and herbicide on wheat grain yield
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