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5- Relative yield
6- Relative yield total
7- Relative competition coefficient
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3- Ability to withstand competition
4- Weed suppressive ability
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Table 2- Relative Competition Coefficient (RCC) for
Rapeseed and Wild mustard in Different Ratios of
Rapeseed and Wild mustard
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Table 1- Relative Yields of Rapeseed and Wild mustard in
Different Ratios of Rapeseed-Wild mustard Plantation

Density
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(Relative (RY of (RY of (Canola:
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ratio)
0.666 0.169 0.497 75:25
0.534 0.361 0.173 50:50
0.694 0.654 0.04 25:75
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Table 3- Analysis of variance for the effects of Different Ratios of Rapeseed-Wild mustard Plantation on studied traits for

rapeseed
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Table 4- Means comparison of rapeseed studied traits in different ratios of Rapeseed-Wild mustard Plantation
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