[ Downloaded from arpe.gonbad.ac.ir on 2026-06-20 ]

[ DOI: 10.22034/arpe.9.17.138 |

U.:”Ls‘ A.Mf olils

" PLS 5909 s 60y iz @y 2
1F¥ lineo) g 3l Y o Lol (ot 0590
http://arpe.gonbad.ac.ir

o Wl S59898 500 Wlao 30 ot p 3 R slale Ly e il Slo gy g Cwils G U Wl

Tooa% doguaro (g lole st laodé bl T (2w gl Lt < y9205 Sndionr
09535 05 oSl xrlo plie 5 (55,58 psle 0aSitils o pacslacile psle wb )l culid IS 4 gl !
O939lS 9 oSS xer e 5 (55)5LaS psle aSails (LS Sladgi eg,F olnl™
09935 05 oSl xrbo qlin 5 (55ysliS psle 0aStils LS Sladg 09,8 Lol
VESYLBIYY s pmdy g ¢ VEY YT il e m s

ol

Wi oo Gl Dk 4 1) ol o ySles 50 ladile jpa> 5wl e elu 5 hend 5pp gladile 50 Sz Lyl aeadio
(@l yolie (ush) ju p 5 ladale 35,00 Jled @ Jpaze Gl SO 3 e Plowe 5 (S0 50 slacile 58S cnlple
Sty Baa b ialesl cnl bl gy o0 jleia o5 slapllas ;o adgs @lge 51 g wiilop oo s8ly5 olS b o, 4y Lad 5 455
5 pll oz Ll 0 Sloe (Rl Caz S pe (395 e 5 S Ll e 0]

S5,9S 0aSils 4z e 50 5,5 A yo ola oS slaSsl mib b p by joa Giulesl ool by g dlge
ol 5 QANTA 5 AANNY QAND cesls b s Jolis Jgl Jole s 1l VWAY-0A o5 Jlo oy 5o LmglSansS olKetils
S ey JLSer M S o I VDl 4 Sl Gy Sjpe a4 (M85 Bl mhaw Sz o eaile Co e pgd
ivgy lSe yo S VIB ol 4 g3l S S ot iSe 50 i) So Gl 4 Jiite) o oS olle (1SS Sl ez
beady had sl jo ol a8 3k 0 wals lyie 4 jrecale ol jen a5 550 ale onr S5 Biod (ol o eiaren
O399 als Voo 55 e jo alls slasd gy [0 B slaws Slaws 5 Ol &) o 5l ua Log) A Vo slacils ol jl Bde
bl 4z 5l 8 S spSeilall ales o Shes 5 qupeyie ;o s (g wSudloy (atly 5 Sufslse o Sles iy S
oeSilo duglio 018 5 18 o)l 1325 5,90 SAS 38l 5 Lasgi uas i Jloys MiNitab 1531 o 5 1 Jlo s sloosls
s Lol LSD 9051 asgs Laols

el (3 sime Slis (FIF ) pgs cotlS o5 L oS 395 (OIFF) Jol cuslS o i o aigs s M shass a5 ols Lt s syl
sl el b ye pled o 8es Caled 505 ails (59 (el (APl (Sujslan 0,Sles (IS )0 wls Sl o iy (riores

avarseji@gonbad.ac.ir : Jsius ooy ¥

YA


mailto:avarseji@gonbad.ac.ir
http://dx.doi.org/10.22034/arpe.9.17.138
https://arpe.gonbad.ac.ir/article-1-457-en.html

[ Downloaded from arpe.gonbad.ac.ir on 2026-06-20 ]

[ DOI: 10.22034/arpe.9.17.138 |

eyt 3RS BULE Co e cilie s by, o CdlS b il

Slao gl (b 9o Sl gl 50 Lol al Coway Gazrg g slend 51 T 0 yieS g ol sy (D5 5 (g Jlgo e
il Sy ey G slen 51 Ol Sy 0 Jolo B 5 JalST e el ous S8
tdusy 01,8 Bl 4z 0 YYIY @ Logd 205 0,90 50 10 (slod (xKle a5 Jlej ol (lis ol imgh auls (S (g S asmii

Ligd SIS o5 o8 35 o ot (ol w0 iy Logd 5 cgobadl o Shae 5 s st pae 5 gl 0l 5 DS o
S OYANVNY) pgo cals 20,6 sloj 5l yols SialesT jo atdl 5 (10,558 Lawlsl 51 Lo & wggls oS adlate jo o>
oS Stalesl ol @l ol ey (DB 5 ey Jlisd (e G35 5 ol B Gl 5l (e Lyl 9 ,8hes (it 055 bl
e m 30 slodle £ 5 x5 dls 5 ladile g S 5 45 ol ol i ool b (slachle e ol o
Shoslital fizmen WS (oo Joo (plierd Cope l S (SSe Copae (L Lugl e sladile Copae j0 g 0)ls ol

Al ansls callae ol sla S ale sgame S anels b as 5o 10 09290 5,0 slacale aF og wlss oo oy o iSale

ey Jsb o Shas «Syislshy90 Slis (S Gle isuels slosly

dodilo

(Delfan et al., 2018) ..ib . Fabaceae oolgls 5l 25545 aLS Phaseolus vulgaris ol ob L Loyl
OxSgy Bpas a5 olo,eidS 10 5 dblbco (S Ollae 0o 0 0F B 0. g (i o, 0 YO LY. slyls Lugl ails
Ghamal’l ) MLvGA uLwJ‘ )Lu Sy90 k)"‘i"5)" wl.: g wL.A L}")i’b OLS L)”‘ Cel o‘).o.b Codgdone L> ‘5"9.0
BLS gy b 5l oolatul (g 4 958 59, Lo g Camex lj8l 4 a5 L. @nd Ahmadvand , 2014
Jls Ll bl 5o (Eshaghi et al., 2011) il oo o3¢ sie O yiage Sbgas e 51 Ly 5 el ol 381 U0
ol (Delfan et al., 2018) ceul 039y o5 YYFYFALT adgs o S VIFYYY 5l 5o Logl ceiS 5 mhaw ) FAY-AY
LS b ool o b g (i (ol Sjgo a5 ol SI gralols (lil con (398 (e S b OlLS
5 E95 ln g b Ll (65,5LeS slapllas )k ,o (oot B 5 035 T ol S el el
S1Lg) (Shahsavani et al., 2017) sgi o a28,5 ,La 10 jliens Jgame SO Glgie & O 5 e CoiS slapllis
(Farajii et al., 2011) b o Lol Jlows 5,0 sladile L cols, o Js ol 698 slaig o, b alS ax
Sal’pal’ast ) MGA J.:_o.?u u‘))sl-MS > ‘) GHi"“J LgLQ Al J?M g.,\_uos 9 g/.».D.»S L)’“’le x» 09)15 ))QL;LQ;QLC
erM » LQLQF‘,B) u.:l.?i.b‘ 9 C)Lo‘ L ém o0l )910 L c’a.w ~.\>‘5 e u.cb) ul.QLS »))SJ.o.C QMJ‘)B‘ (et al, 2010
0d, slaed, a3l oS [s sebe o,Shee (il g bals 4 0,5 olge JE! g ialy 5 siug, &,
08, 4 s (g s o Shos 5,0 slacile b oyl o0, o)l oe Yo L g e i olgs o 4 Logd ogammals
.Jamalzehi et al., 2017) & ls sgae o,

aibgo YU By SHad b LelB)) 5l eolwl i Copoe peas j0 550 sladale Lol oSl 5l S
aiile 30,8 Logd odig, slapd, a5 wis,S i,l;5 Jamalzehi et al., 2017) ) Kea 3 2l (Miri et al, 2019)
ﬁ‘ﬁ)b (& o &5’*’1‘9) Q‘ﬁ‘ oo@‘ LgLQ’fVS) l.: MLM 90 el jﬁ Cja.w ua>Lw5YlA Jui-l) sy J.:Jé L ‘}f 05)
ol 5o sladale S o b aSale 5l oslinl §,» slacale b Log) cold, o5 &, 4 amgs b ouils 3o slacile
as oS s)ly5 (Farajii et al 2011) s, 5 >,5 (Rastgordani et al., 2018) ol 3L Clis! Jgaxe

'va


http://dx.doi.org/10.22034/arpe.9.17.138
https://arpe.gonbad.ac.ir/article-1-457-en.html

[ Downloaded from arpe.gonbad.ac.ir on 2026-06-20 ]

[ DOI: 10.22034/arpe.9.17.138 |

VET o) g 52l VY 0 lowd ot 0593 | (AUS (55992 528951 (63 2)8 lidod 4y il

=S Gl pols Jb 0 a8 sites Lgw el colaisl gl iSile alox 5 aygiul 5 Oyilassd oLyl
S 5l kS aS woyS bl bl izmes Wigye SIS A susiom 9 eeute Dose & Lagd e sladile
b4 BaS Brae axgi des 5l alizee Vo 4 090 oo ool plol g pdlisld U1 eyl yold 6 5 slo 1S ale
w5 sladile Cuglie pien 5 L iSiile by @l 5 Cun lae (Sogll 5 (S1)55 olge ;0 pgens ouibe
5 PR Bais ol (Amini et al., 2014) cul ool 0SE 550 sla by, 5l eolatuwl &jgps 4 do imSiale
2 GyaS o5 gy Dyge a4 Lokl iSdle 58 a5 ol olas (Behgam et al., 2019) .l Kan
0 sbadale i8S s wlg e gl s sy dile gt jé slaloss i ooliial 5 3,0 50 slacile S
Ca o sladile 0 pae sloyles 5 cotlS b o te Ol s cnl jl Gas il anils g 5L LS

ibse (G bagd 0 Shoe JSla> o>

095 9 dlgo

oSzl (65,9LaS” 0uSLails ac e 5o 1S5 jo (Bolas ulS slacSsl )b 4l p )5Sl g0 Giulesl ol
5 AANVYA 5 QANNY QAN cls go,b aw Jols Jgl Jole s 1ol OYAV-2A els Jlo Jlen o oslSans
S M5 S 5o S VD (lie 4 SA iy D jge 4 WS el mhans [l 5o 5 redale Sy poe pes ele
VIO ol 4 053y S S ot b 50 2l S ol 4 dete )b nSslle S S Sl iezs 5l ces
wd)F s wald laie 4 e ale olyen 4y g 550 ale o oD S Godod (nl )O Grizen Wog LS )3 1]
ol VO iy, 53, ass alols 5 e il YO Lk, s alols ud 51 e /0 alold 4y 5 YxO &5 1 slayl ain
5 oo Sllas ey 0,5 oolel (gl i8S 15 K0S 5l g ¥ alold b 5 Ssl ol 4 S L o i
5 S Ul elal  aly 5 aland slaosS aen 5 55l (lyieds pomcSy (liods 09l (alord 355 5 plonl S
0,5 osliiul HgileisS 5l S pad 0 5l plaebl 5 eoeS” al bglse (gl 5 0ads ALl (e 2 (6355 s
S oo Lawgs (09,98 VA 5 WV 0 cdlS )b 3ol )l )0 2 VIB (e 0 ciS ) 52 50 DB
a USG pl a5, WV IV e 090 Jobo b liwl (dlone dgaome 0y o8 5l 5L 990 Hdy ol bgloe S L iy
A 3s9e s gl Sl plisebsl g ud e Sl am atia g0 35 Sl cA &l e sl eSS O Ol
o) el o) gy akold e il 25 L g LSy gy S alolh 4 bl Slles ol S Lo slasy
)5 Jlosl baeesS o)l (olod sl cetS 5l am 5o, ¥ 5 Jete)losd oS gl (ESS Sl pgiliny (iSile
Jsb s ady; S (59 5 St (9 0l S S (il slaasly slas gl | (Sas 5 09T ey Sz
R pSile Bpae sl aia Sl ey 5 05 8 0 (Bolad b 4 oS FexFe slaclolsS Sl S el ol s
(=thy Jad Job 5o a5 e o )0 S Sl slalolsS Sl sz Logl obS o Shas ad Sz b sliiul wisd S
Lo G2 Ve eslactle SIS 8o ey had sleitl 5o u3,5 ooliitnl 108,50 &j50 gl 3 (o050 ()0 paiged
o, las igy S 39 9 aild Voo 55 (B 0 Al slasd igy Ho BN Slawy Slas 5 Sl O e 3l Sl
slosls v lol s 5l b8 03 sl ples 9,Sles 5 myeyte o dils (5 il (a3l 5 Sijslse
ools :Silee aglie 028,518 4525 5,90 SAS 138l 5 Lagi s 9 Wil Jo 3 iisine S8 05 50 Sl
29,5 solituwl (o mo bl o o sme blite Sl aS > ,e g ol plosl LSD (903 lawes

Vf-.


http://dx.doi.org/10.22034/arpe.9.17.138
https://arpe.gonbad.ac.ir/article-1-457-en.html

[ Downloaded from arpe.gonbad.ac.ir on 2026-06-20 ]

[ DOI: 10.22034/arpe.9.17.138 |

eyt 3RS BULE Co e cilie s by, o CdlS b il

il 5l as a0l )3 ile 4z 0 YVIY @ Tga sles (1 S0kee cpos <lilS 2o U jlad jo dol> mls ulal
5 4l adgi pos o 4y ey BT Gyl I 08 6ol o] 8, s 4 (T s 4 5 iz L) s S
B g ol 432 51 0 Shae
ghw )3 W i (09 p dadd LBl b aS ols L Gl s 4 mls fFe leg! SQSgled 90 wlhe
S g S (g g At Job atn) SUAS (s p e sladile Cupoe (Bg) 9 95 s we s SG Jleim]
b jled 51 SO ed 130 Cowd Sy olawd 5 il 4L slaws glay )| Slas Lol Lol jlo pixe do 0 G Jleis | mdaw o
() Jguz) 285513
039 (R ddyy SAS (s Supde by ool FI Gad b cae a4 az gl b gury ey A SAS ()9
TEEN) gt ¢ (psF 10-8) (5 slolaws b a5 ael Cesiy (0,5 IOTY) JolS pamg slans 5l Ay, St
YY) ey pas jled 5l Al ) Sis 5g jlaie (e LBl o pxe Dglds (a5 < ITVY) azg Jlgs 5 (05
odle goz (e SRl ) LT H Y5k ol 5 550 slacile [ oS w0 Sl & (Y J9o) 0 Jolb> (o5
0936 Ay i (59 (p i a5 Ol slas (Miriat al., 2019) ) SKea 5 (6 e ol sl 035 g ady, Sis
B Eadgw 02 5 ey sled b 5losie SN A5 0l Jol> g oS olla (g3l Lol jles 51 (558
Ol duslie @l @ a4z b () Jgoz) P<0/)) 39 o gime Logl ata ) Job 2 S o () Sliade ;) Job
5 Gragilo WITE) ol (razrg (slojlond L a8 el sy (o los VAIEY) ez 5lig Lo 5l ay Job i
3 ey Job oS cdlas (g lo gime D9l (ol WYY (M5 5 (o Bl WWIAA) (razrg LS DB 5
Slas ols las (Seyedi et al, 2018) ) Kee 5 (gouw 3uizs gl ol Jool> (o il VEIFR) g poe Lo
&b 00 ayeS g Jol i Gl yo At Job tn i 5 el o gme (8 09505 a5k p 68, 5 <5 &6
ol Casy B clls
Lugl 4590 a3 (359 o oo e gy 9 B G B ool S Joua bt 4 4z b g lugd S 059
Sless 5l s2lyy oS S (39 Cr e 4 slacile S oy, (el anlie Jooz bl 09 Sl sne Sz
05 b M 5 (0,5 MFA) oy Jlgo sl jlos b oS el oy (o5 AOY) JlS" (g 5 (0,5 AISD) (D5
Jol> (0,5 FIVY) (zg pas Lo 5l 50 Caio (ol Jlade o iaS (Y Jgaz) caiilas (g)lo cine glas (5,5 VIEY)
o S sald Jles @ bgspe (Blo 2l plail SAS (59 (im0l (liS (oS (eSls duslie gl ad
(rore 5> 05 YEFY) (Sl Ju alopo 90 b (iSile (il Lot T 5lam 5 951 (e e ) 0,5 YAIPD)
e 5 (@i 55 )5 VVAY) GoemslenileS JbSy slod 0 bgape ilo (29 plail Sas (359 (S 5 Sells )3
(Ahmadi, 2016) o coaliv (xype e y0 0,5 Y+/IYY) jracale J,uS oo aals


http://dx.doi.org/10.22034/arpe.9.17.138
https://arpe.gonbad.ac.ir/article-1-457-en.html

e RGBS Co e liee S Sg, 9 S &)U U

30 sladile Cupae gy 5 B )l 58U Cod (e Logd Sujeledyge Dlho (Slaye (2S0Le) (bl 41525 ) Jgu
Table 1- Analysis of variance (MS) of some morphological traits of pinto bean affected by planting dates and weed management methods

s i azry® £lis)| sl asls slaws S oolaws Ao, SS9 ady,y Job (We V) oz bog) Sis
SO V' b3 Hei )ht Number of side Number of Root dry Root Dry weight of pinto beans (10
e DF g branches leaves weight length plants)
1
Blosfl;k 2 0.0095" 0.19™ 2.16™ 0.6000" 0.18™ 4.11™
wlf &b 1 0.0001™ 0.07m™ 3.44" 0.0115™ 5.38™ 242"
Planting date (P)
Capde (3
Weed management 5 0.0059" 0.19" 1.18™ 0.0390™ 11.76™ 14.8™
(W)
S “Pf?;xv‘fs &b 5 o037 0.09™ 0.74™ 0.0031" 1.95m 0.99™
Uas-
Error 22 0.0027 0.13 1.66 0.0042 1.62 1.15
St w8 13.04 11.54 9.73 147.59 7.57 14,56
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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Table 2- The mean comparison of the measured traits of pinto bean affected by weed management methods.

ke b, gy S 5 ey Jsb (@ G5V ) oz Logd Sz (3
- Root dry weight Root length Dry weight of pinto beans
Weed management @ (cm) (10 plants (g))
Ryt g5l . . .
Bentazone + haloxyfop-r- 0.356 15.63" 6.29
methyl
ey S+ M 0.4612 17.882 7.42%
Treflan+one time weeding
o7 0.5092 17.022 8.65%
Treflan
Gezs oy 53 0.473° 18.41° 8.48"
Two times weeding
oS O 0.329° 14.69° 4.73°
Weed infested
S oo 0.523 17.240 8.522
Weed free
LSD (0.05) 7.72 1.52 1.28

Bl gl e B oo iy Jlei gl ;0 LSD fygeT bl o ygin 5o 30 S e By (gl slael
Similar letters in each column have no significance difference at the 5% probability level.
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Table 3- Analysis of variance (MS) of yield and component yield of pinto bean affected by planting dates
and weed management methods.

B olaxs o dils slass

- o 0o ) > Sles ol 5 &l 3
Sledi e B9 TP SN caly e oSk
il Number Number 100seeds .~~~ . ! :
S.O.V. DF  ofpods ofseeds Weight Biological  Harvest  Grain Final yield
P yield index  weight
per plant  per pod
csls &)k
Planting date 2 1.38™  0.001™  3.99™ 67.5m 0.0013™ .21 625.3"
(P)
o e b9
ma:;/g(]aeer(rj]ent 1 628"  0.024™ 466.42" 157151  0.862™  7837.9™ 783790.5"
(W)
P9l &b
Copde 5 7.23" 0.147m 23.89™ 6556.8"™ 0.0163™ 2277.4™  227857.6™
PxW
Uas - * - - -
Error 1.24" 0.262 7.92" 666.5 0.0056 347.6 34781.1
6\7((y;0 17.30 11.05 8.22 10.06 5.57 10.76 10.76
0

Aoy Sy g i Jleiml sl 10 lo gixe BT 5 Jls e BB 052 pas o iy s
ns, * and **: non-significant difference, significant difference at the level of five and one percent probability,
respectively.
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Table 4- The mean comparison of the measured traits of pinto bean affected by weed management methods.

VRV Wgr o B slasy aloVer e
Weed management Number of pods per plant 100 seeds Weight (g)
Y g5 4.43¢ 24.49¢
Bentazone + haloxyfop-r-methyl
U9 )L"S-’ oMo ) 4.68bc 26.21%
Treflan+one time weeding
ok 6.25° 27.67°
Treflan
O3 e 53 5.55% 28.27°
Two times weeding
o 09 3.29¢ 23.61°
Weed infested
S e 5.90° 28.23¢
Weed free
LSD (0.05) 1.03 2.60

3l gl e B oo ity Jleil gl 10 LSD fygel bl o cygim 58 30 S e By (gl slael
Similar letters in each column have no significance difference at the 5% probability level.
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Table 5- The mean comparison of planting dates effect on the measured traits of pinto bean.

@ Ve 05 oz Loy Sas 059

S 53 M Sl (05 @ls Ve (5
Dry weight of pinto beans (10 plants S o o P 2

Number of pods per plant 100 seeds Weight (g)

csls g
Planting dates

(9))
58 e 8.16° 5.442 30.01°
First planting dates
pod eBlS )b
Second planting 6.52° 4.60° 22.81
dates
LSD (0.05) 0.73 0.32 151

3l gl gme WS e 0 gty Jloirl s ;0 LSD g1 oll o ciygins 12 50 S pidn By (gl sl
Similar letters in each row have no significance difference at the 5% probability level based on LSD test.

J9uz) (P<+/+1) c3,5 1,3 Co e by, 9 <eudlS Fu,l ool Hil 13U cow gz Lagd il Voo 514310 Yoo (39
Ot a5 0l las g Lagd il Voo 59 0 (V Jguz) Copae oy, (nuSilba dnlie ool il ases (Y
Jlows b aS 545 (5 YEIEV) M85 5 ()5 YAIYY) (uzg 5bgs ((YVYAINY) JolS (g slojloss as bgsye o] lade
Cawds (p,5 YYIFV) cpzg pas jload 5l i ails Voo 5g 0 eS 5 Cudlas (g5l cire BT (YEIYY) (D8 5+ g
a5 jabyles .l oals oole HLas O Jeaz o ails Ver 5e n cllS )l )_UL Sils dunlie ol (F Jgoz) ol
CllS Fu,b 5l i ghlogime BMLSTL ()5 Ye/o V) Jgl cdls Zu,b jo o Logd dilo Voo 59 000 oo odaline
sl olg ot selys olS L5 slacale laigs o Sl Gl o (2] ol LS o 550 lacile g a5l
2012 ) L)‘)&A.Q 9 “;)L»S 05...4640 kSc‘)) OLS alo Ve )9 w.%ls LE o8 )9 Sl 6:‘.\.(‘— \)‘9.40 9 wj.'a) <\.;.l.>u 90
a5 5 5bds 00 o cire aui Lugl ails Voo 35 i slacale Culs) g cils &Ll Sl wis S s (Kiani et al
Jlite Jlas ols las (Behgam et al, 2019) 1, Sen ¢ o540 ol .l |y ails duo (59 o yieS pous CulS Fu )6
e il gle wals Jlad 5l jlo pae 1Y ol mlaw jo Log) ails do (59 jeade oo g iSGle 5o
Sg 1) Ay we (59 Gt (Fdiny Jles Sunse SLUbe) (e ) Geies b ol &l ws 5y (i
GilS Lugd ls w39 cuils o o3 L as ols yLes (Golchin et al., 2008) ol Sow § ol Guios gulis 0,5
csls e b Lol o po3b cinS o wls Gad 090 b obsS 5l LB Cenl S 039 2B opl 9 2L
Oy90 A g (6 yidwgid Slgo ldlls ol AT S)L?u—‘ 3l 0gd g0 yeS wls ol 0,90 Job g a8, YU Lo (glos
3l See ralS cpl 1 sl o Bl g bl (Saww, Lo ol L s o sbbeis [0 ailb o 20,0

AT ez gr o sbeeaS )5 Loguases ails ol 4y 0,90 (s olisS
CllS F b ye BMe o wils slaws o i (P Jaux) ol bl ClllS b s jo (S8 2o hpm cplplo (F
(YIVE) JulS s 5 (VIPY) (3065 Jlas L o el ity (VIAY) g5 5 (VIAV) g Jlgo sl 5 sl
I8 rhe SO o Lo ya b les 4y el 4 oogll Jles 5l e @ ped Cls Z b o clla gyl gome Dglas
9 (S, B CllS 0,90 Jsb g (205 0,90 Jsb oyod oligS .ok sdmlive o] o (5,0 gire DS g anals

A


http://dx.doi.org/10.22034/arpe.9.17.138
https://arpe.gonbad.ac.ir/article-1-457-en.html

[ Downloaded from arpe.gonbad.ac.ir on 2026-06-20 ]

[ DOI: 10.22034/arpe.9.17.138 |

VET o) g 52l VY 0 lowd ot 0593 | (AUS (55992 528951 (63 2)8 lidod 4y il

(Kiani etal., 2012) sl oo e ;o ails slows zals ,0 5o Jolge 5l csls o J.,.>b

B3E) saale Co e 6“"&’5} b s os Loy Q)Sl.o.c ;l}?| P) o)ﬂ‘,.c » cusls ‘@)U ),l ‘_,SUL.A dslie -7 Jgo
Table 6- The mean comparison of planting dates effect on yield and yield component of pinto bean affected

by weed management methods.
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Similar letters in each row have no significance difference at the 5% probability level based on LSD test.
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