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Table 1- The weeds in the experiment

)b e wole o

Persian name Scientific name

o gl
Relative frequency

Coils 05U aigy
New Seeded alfalfa  Established alfalfa

nno 425 93

Syl wass Descurania sophia
&b pass Sisymberium irio.
Sgidyd Malcolmia africana
iy Sgals Lactuca serriola
Sy Sonchus asper.
s Veronica persica
g S5 Carthamus oxyacantha

Fkk *
Fkk *
Fk *
* Fk
* Fk
*
*

*** High, ** Medium, * Low
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Table 2- Analysis of variance (MS) of decrease percentage of weeds density in response to herbicide treatments in comparison

to weedy check

I JOVES 2 V0 PRI Syl piss A& iSE S gind )
Source of DE ’ Descurania  Sisymbrium  Malcolmia
variation sophia irio africana
__f,b. . 3 5919.10614 940.33277 144.29420
Replication
o 11 932.32830**  2465.29638* 4884.45826*
Treatment
s
33 108.56378 195.37041 197.49875
Error
S s 17.67 19.12 23.59
C.V.(%)

* **:significant at level 0.05 and 0.01, respectively

o 1 gD a3 bine i 4 F

*

IS 9 98D 4 Comnd SIS (6o jlo 5T g 5 paladdle o515 LS w0 y3 (pSile dmglio -3 Jgao
Table 3- Mean comparison of weed density decrease percentage in response to herbicide treatments in comparison to weedy check
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Within each column, means followed by the same letter are not significantly different based on Duncans Multiple Range Test at the

0.05 level
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Table 4- Analysis of variance (MS) of decrease percentage of weeds biomass in response to herbicide treatments in
comparison to weedy check

Ol ypdi gk

&3 da y &l eSS & iS5 S i
Source of - . . L . .
. s DF Descurania sophia Sisymbrium irio Malcolmia africana
variation
S
At 3 188.51482 1388.37937 33.50177
Replication
o 11 - . .
1450.55267 3713.13317 6130.80290
Treatment
(159
33 108.56378 195.37041 197.49875
Error
S s 17.67 19.12 20.94
C.V.(%)

** *:significant at level 0.01and 0.05, respectively
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Table 5- Mean comparison of weed biomass decrease percentage in response to herbicide treatments in comparison to weedy

check
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Within each column, means followed by the same letter are not significantly different based on Duncans Multiple Range Test at the
0.05 level
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Table 6- Analysis of varianve (MS) of Alfalfa yield in response to herbicide treatments during 3 harvestings

SOUrCe Ol i auio

of @313l e Jol o2 £9° (2 P O
e First Harvesting Second Harvesting Third Harvesting
variation
"?ﬁ . 191.3600 861.538 2612.820
Replication
o 15988.789" 4964.102"" 10302.5641"
Treatment
(159
1701.291 1617.094 2246.1538
Error
St 16.8 19.80 215
C.V.(%)

2031 55 aw 3l ime s

*k *k *
’

9

** *:significant at level 0.01and 0.05, respectively
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Table 7- Mean comparison of Alfalfa yield in response to herbicide treatments during 3 harvestings
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Within each column, means followed by the same letter are not significantly different based on Duncans Multiple Range Test at the
0.05 level
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Table 8- Analysis of varianve (MS) of decrease percentage of weeds density in response to herbicide treatments in comparison
to weedy check
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Table 9- Mean comparison of decrease percentage of weeds density in response to herbicide treatments in comparison to
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Within each column, means followed by the same letter are not significantly different based on Duncans Multiple Range Test at the
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Table 10- Analysis of varianve (MS) of decrease percentage of weeds biomass in response to herbicide treatments in
comparison to weedy check
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Table 11- Means Comparison of weed density decrease percent in comparison to weedy check
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Within each column, means followed by the same letter are not significantly different based on Duncans Multiple Range Test at the
0.05 level
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Table 12- Analysis of varianve (MS) of Alfalfa yield in response to herbicide treatments during 3 harvestings
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Table 13- Mean comparison of Alfalfa yield in response to herbicide treatments during 3 harvestings
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