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Fig. 1- The relationship between cumulative absorbed PAR and chickpea and sesame dry matter in monocrop and
intercropping treatments based on row planting
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Fig. 2- The relationship between cumulative absorbed PAR and chickpea and sesame dry matter in monocrop and
intercropping treatments based on mixed planting
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Table 1- Radiation use efficiency (g dry matter per MJ PAR) of sesame and chickpea in monocrop and intercropping
treatments at row and mixed planting
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Fig. 3- Radiation absorption of chickpea and sesame canopy in intercropping treatments based on row planting
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Fig. 4- Radiation absorption of chickpea and sesame canopy in intercropping treatments based on row planting
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Table 2- The amount of cumulative absorbed PAR (MJ.m) of sesame and chickpea in monocrop and intercropping

treatments at row and mixed planting
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