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Fig. 1 Influence of the critical time of weed control on dry weight of different species in 1999
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Fig. 9 Influence of the length of weed free period on dry weight (% of unweeded control) in 1999
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Table 2 Analysis of variance of quality and quantity traits under weed critical period in 1999
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Table 3 Analysis of variance quality and quantity trails weed critical period in 2000
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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) yva Jlo

(1999) yvA Jlo

2 ) Shes A5 2o adyy 3)Slee Gy o515 A5 3 ySlos A3 o)y gy 3)Slos g2 o515 Sl
(s (S 3 %) SR (ks 5 ) (kse 55 5) Jisa > Treatment

SY(thal) SC(%) RY(tha™) PNR SY(tha™) SC(%) RY(tha™) PNR
4.36 10.70 40.83 78760 2.40 11.75 20.43 63890 WF4 _Suin Y5 s
5.13 11.79 43.57 80960 3.92 11.57 33.9 76600 WEF6 Szin 56 s
4.81 11.17 43.12 83340 443 12.49 35.5 79400 WF8 _Szin A 8
4.53 10.89 41.66 85420 4.83 12.15 38.7 78100 WF10 _Sin \-b 8
4.26 10.56 40.42 88120 476 11.76 40.5 90970 WF12 _Sn WG 8
5.79 11.73 4938 89250 5.09 12.47 40.83 93820 WF14 Sz V¥ 8
8.39 11.04 76.00 92930 5.99 12.74 47.03 96300 CHI ols S anls
9.17 11.90 77.08 100620 6.91 12.96 53.32 94440 WI4 Siin ¥ b Jsls
6.35 10.00 63.58 86360 5.64 12.86 43.92 78930 WI6 Suin 5 b Jsls
5.61 9.74 57.71 80410 5.05 12.30 41.11 75370 WIS _Sin AL Jsls
5.75 9.91 58.12 76660 5.54 13.60 40.74 70510 WI0 Ssan V- b sl
6.06 10.70 56.66 75950 3.12 11.96 26.16 69910 WII2 Sain WY b J3ly
4.64 10.33 45.00 73030 224 10.71 20.94 62770 WI14 Sian \F b sl
3.52 9.60 36.67 69650 2.29 11.76 19.53 46760 CH2 ;5 90als
2.10 2.74 16.96 2149 270 2.47 19.19 2268 LSD5%
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Table S 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
Jw e o> (ire Jloio! oasis w3 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
WYA  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 (%) x? 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
YVA X1 -0.724563 -2.768 0.0504
(2000)  Weeded- root Intercept 75915137 6.547 0.0028 0.8628
Y(%) 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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