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Table 1- Variance analysis (mean square) of yield and components of seed yield, biomass yield and green pod yield of faba bean
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S.0.vV 5 od per plant rain per pod 100 seed reen pod yield  Biomass yield rain yield harvest index
DE poa per p g perp weight g pody y g y
Bifk 2 18.95™ 0.36 ™ 346.55" 5181698.00"™ 2416573.14" 305497.98™ 40.13™
_“’3’ 4 452.72" 10.18™ 5236.82™ 16819109.00™ 6197634.98™  1037156.94™ 8.78™
Cultivar (C)
EurarZr 8 34.57 0.51 46.80 18967904.00 6723078.83 764708.49 71.17
22 ‘d_"’lé 1 15.00™ 0.15" 55.10™ 50590378.00™" 2947475.11" 27099.28M 17.88"
Row Spacing (R)
C*R 4 58.79™ 0.67" 178.73" 30279407.00" 9092579.13™ 616302.13" 43,99
EurarZr 10 27.88 0.34 175.16 9323759.00 2057228.95 509522.79 66.85
D 1 141.06™ 0.006ns 20182.06™ 1265491941.00™ 31333641.50™ 50497420.64™" 2271.20"
Weed (W)
c*wW 4 53.35™ 0.14ns 742.98™ 3205709.00" 1750344.96™  2235595.09" 29.04"
R*W 1 3.26™ 0.30m 984.96™ 17815473.00" 4493387.74" 551055.08" 0.01m
C*R*W 4 10.39m 0.27m 283.46™ 4584321.00™ 1018232.08™ 692312.41" 23.46ns
s
o 20 10.23 0.22 46.87 3582078.00 659139.70 222056.13 22.40
Total error
et 2 16.48 13.94 9.03 10.14 7.98 11.98 12.23
CV (%)
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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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Figure 1- A: comparison of the mean interaction effect of cultivar x row spacing and B: comparison of the
mean interaction effect of cultivar x weed management on the number of pods per plant (small letters, not in
italics: comparison of the mean cultivars (a) or weeding treatment (b) In the row spacing of 30 cm; small
italic letters: comparison of the mean of cultivars (a) or no weeding treatment (b) in the row spacing of 50
cm; capital letters: comparison of the mean of two row spacing of 30 and 50 cm (a) or comparison of the
mean of two weeding and no weeding treatments (b) are at each cultivar level)
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Figure 2- Comparison of the mean interaction effect of variety x row spacing on the number of grain in pods
(small letters, not in italics: comparison of the mean of cultivars at a row spacing of 30 cm; small italic

letters: comparison of the mean of cultivars at a row spacing of 50 cm; capital letters: comparison of the
mean in two row spacing of 30 and 50 cm in each cultivars level)
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Figure 3- A: Comparison of the mean interaction effect of variety x weed management and B: Comparison of
the mean interaction effect of row spacing x weed management on the 100 grain weight of faba bean (small
letters, not in italics: comparison of the mean of cultivars (a) or comparison of the mean row spacing (b) in
weeding conditions; small italic letters: comparison of the mean of cultivars (a) or comparison of the mean
row spacing (b) in weeding conditions; capital letters: comparison of the mean in weeding and no weeding
conditions at each level of cultivars (a) or row spacing (b)
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Figure 4- Comparison of seed yield of faba bean at a row spacing of 30 and 50 cm in two conditions: A:
weeding and B: no weeding (small letters, not in italics: comparison of the mean cultivars at a row spacing of
30 cm; small italic letters: comparison of the mean cultivars at the row spacing of 50 cm; capital letters:
comparison of the mean of two row spacing of 30 and 50 cm in each cultivar level). ** indicates a significant
difference between seed yield in two conditions of weeding and no weeding.
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Figure 5- a: comparison of interaction effect of cultivar x row spacing and b: comparison of interaction effect
of row spacing x weed management on faba bean biomass yield (small letters, not italics: comparison of the
mean cultivars at the 30 cm row spacing (a) or comparison of the mean of row spacing in weeding conditions
(b); small italic letters: comparison of the mean cultivars at the 50 cm row spacing (a) or comparison of the
mean of row spacing in no weeding conditions (b); capital letters: comparison of the mean of row spacing in
each cultivar level (a) or comparing the mean of weeding and no weeding conditions at each row spacing
level (b))
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Figure 6- harvest index of faba bean in weeding and no weeding conditions
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Figure 7- a: comparison of interaction effect of cultivar x row spacing and b: comparison of interaction effect

of row spacing x weed management on green pod yield of faba beans (small letters, not italics: comparison of
the mean of cultivars at 30 cm row spacing (a) and or comparison of the mean of row spacing in weeding

conditions (b); small italic letters: comparison of the mean of cultivars at 50 cm row spacing (a) and or

comparison of the mean of row spacing in no weeding conditions (b); capital letters: comparison of the mean

of row spacing in each cultivars (a) or the mean comparison of weeding and no weeding conditions in each
row spacing level (b))
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