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Table 1- Analysis of variance (MS) of mallow seed production and control efficiency
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ns, * and **: non-significant difference, significant difference at the level of five and one percent probability,
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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
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ns, * and **: non-significant difference, significant difference at the level of five and one percent probability,
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Table 2- Analysis of variance (MS) of wheat yield components in investigated treatments
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ns, * and **: non-significant difference, significant difference at the level of five and one percent probability,
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Table 3- Mean interaction comparison of herbicide and density on wheat yield and yield components
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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
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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. 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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