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Figure 1- Interaction effect of solvent type, Organ type and extract Concentration of Euphorbia heterophylla on Wild Oat
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Figure 2- Interaction effect of solvent type, Organ type and extract Concentration of Euphorbia heterophylla on Wild Oat leaf
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Figure 4- Interaction effect of solvent type, Organ type and extract Concentration of Euphorbia heterophylla on Wild Oat leaf
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Figure 5- Interaction effect of solvent type, Organ type and extract Concentration of Euphorbia heterophylla on Wild Oat
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Figure 6- Interaction effect of solvent type, Organ type and extract Concentration of Euphorbia heterophylla on Wild Oat leaf
area

Syl oad ) jpaddle SNy ol e lac o bonigind gl -V gas
Table 2. Result of Phytochemical methanol and aqueous extracts of Euphorbia heterophylla

G ojlas  adginl  wighy oegple  wgds
Extract plant Steroids Terpenoids Saponins Flavonoids Phenol
48l u’.)‘ _ + + _ +
Stem aqueous extract
Sr e - + + - +
Leaf aqueous extract
Wl I
Stem methanolic extract
Sy K N B R B B

Leaf methanolic extract

298+ | ypd> pie =
+: present / -: absent
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Table 3- Amount of phenolic and flavonoid compositions of methanol and aqueous extracts of Euphorbia heterophylla
ole
S P OluS 5 E Ol
(mg. GAE®/g dry sample) (mg. GAE/g dry sample)

WS o las

Plant extract

o 0.123+0. 015 250.46+3. 81
Stem aqueous extract
Sr el 0.0120. 002 40.65=+0. 78
Leaf aqueous extract
Sl (5 0.118+0. 013 195.07 2. 40
Stem methanolic extract
Sr 0.006 0. 001 4834=+1.27

Leaf methanolic extract
S35 K5 g 25 > I 1l 5.5 Lo
mg. GAE«/g dry sample

GBS Lyl o 45 owin 98¥ 1 0L b (g S 0313 Ol yuilyyl 4555 —) Jgua

Tables 1- Results of ANOVA Testing measured traits of wild oat plant in greenhouse conditions
] ~—

= D= = ][ =
3 3 % =F §F 95 3% D g 5
V. 4 3 3 d =z 4 3 = 4 = £
. 8 5 o 2 e .« ), = “ = =
i 28 a g, E %z < 3 3 < N3
7 @ s ) a 2 v o= X5 9 E 3 E o
g 3 M2 z ?Z
‘J){l} &y 1 146.76** 5.08** 0.12%* 24.46** 1.35%* 573.25%*
Solution type
HIPI !
Pl g5 1 11.21™ 0.81** 0.005%* 1.86** 0.20** 471.07**
Organs type
olas clle 4 67.95%* 0.25** 0.01% 0.39** 0.06**  140.12**
Extract concentration
16! £05 % IM> £65
Pl s x Pl &5 1 2900°* 096 0.0007™ 1.07** 0.14** 80.64™
Organs typex Solution type
ojlas clale x Mo g4
Solution typex Extract 4 48.95%* 0.15%* 0.004** 0.34* 0.08** 16.35™
concentration
ojlas clale xplul g5
Organs typex 4 46.04** 0.05* 0.003** 0.11" 0.03** 67.66"
Extract concentration
clale xplul goi x M £45
olas 4 6.04** 0.18%* 0.006** 0.55** 0.03** 29.03™
Solution typex Organs typex
Extract concentration
s 40 9.06 0.01 0.0006 0.07 0.001 25.28
Error
CJ‘ .“w .
)*(':Jv et 13.25 13.40 13.25 18.28 15.15 9.10

Jopd ) 50 Jloin] mdaw )3 4l dze )by dre b g
Slodol Cond 4y g 0 (pSlo 5l g3 Jgd el

It is non-significant, meaningful at the probability level of 5 and 1 percent
The figers in this table, are the mean of five plants
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Table 2—- Comparison of interactions of wild oat plant in greenhouse conditions

F 039

s 5 ..
£l P B R I
; ’ » Sy Blw )5 i ) S
slow Plant Leaf : a3lw .
: leaf dry Stem wet Leaf
treatment height wet weight(gr) weight(gr) Stem dry aren
(mm) weight ghtie weight(gr) 2
(em’)
(gr)
0 24.94 %< 0.85° 0.35° 2.68° 0.72° 79.68%
grz/ia 22.53 bedef 0.21° 0.25% 2.78% 0.23% 83.23%
gf/(})la sl 25.95 abed 0.45° 0.235de 2.03% 0.30° 74.18°
70 Stem 27.50% 0.25% 0.26 2.33% 0.56° 63.66°
er/ha 75 25 ) } 5 :
glr?l?a o 26.04° 0.16% 0.15%" 2.30" 0.70° 60.86"
0 Aqueous 5y goabede y/sved 0.21° 2.49% 0.56° 89.55°
gf/ia 23778l (65 0.20% 1.61%% 0.25% 86.93%
grs/?la Sy 24.258%cdet ) 5gbe 0.24%d 1.73%¢ 0.23% 66.93%
Leave
eix Pl &5 70 220000 () g7feh 0.21def 1.38% 0.22°% 76.40%
o lae claléxpll glrg lz)a
Solution typex gy 20,534 0.5 €hl 0.19°% 1.81¢ 0.18°F 73.16™
OrgEantS tyf’ex 0 24,5604 1,018 0.17% 0.72% 0.10¢" 78.06%
Xirac
concentration grz/ia 21.14%%f 0.341 0.10* 0.80 0.14% 51.81%
gf/(})la FEW 19.97°% 0.47% 0.17% 1.21¢ 0.10¢" 61.93%¢
Stem ) )
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