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Table 1- Analysis of varianceof weedcontroltreatments effectonweedbiomassreduction
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ns: non-significant and * and ** are significant at 5 and 1% probability level, respectively.
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Table 2- Mean comparison of the effect o fdifferent rates of pendimethalin (at different levels of supplemental control)on
weed biomass reduction percentage
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Means with common letters are not significantly different based on LSD test ( « =0.05).
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Table 3- Mean comparison of the effect of supplemental controls(at different levels of rates of pendimethalin) on weed
biomass reduction percentage
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Means with common letters are not significantly different based on LSD test ( « =0.05).
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Figure 1- The interaction effectof thevarious doses ofpendimethalinwithdifferent levels ofsupplementalcontrolon total
weedcontrolefficiency. Means with common letters are not significantly different based on LSD test (0=0.05).
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Table 4- Analysis of variance of weed control treatments effect on yield, yield components and number of branches of fennel
(reduction percentage compared to weed-free treatment)

(MS)&rlay o (1Nibne
N N N N N N - - N a5l e
P& 05 g dlasd Wy yd iy Dl 58 LS olawi Sl 5.0 e Ol yatd 2alio
Number of umblet Number of Number of Grain vield S Source of
in umbrella umbrella in plant branches Y df Variations
233.77 251.05 31041 456.09 2 Soh
Block
1574.68™ 1001.22™ 45452" 414154 3 (ol cslass) A 556
rates of pendimethal in
2669.63** 4687.64” 1351.19™ 5481.78" 2 (s J;25) B 55558
supplemental control
122,72 77.13"% 21.72" 377.11" 6 lize
AxB
s
89.13 212.59 27.79 39.75 22
Error
21.85 32.29 25.23 10.08 - (103) st a2
Cv%

23S gidlos bordauw )3 )15 xeiyitg ¥F g F gl e glis pacnS
ns: non-significant and * and ** are significant at 5 and 1% probability level, respectively.
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Figure 2- The interaction effect of the various doses of pendimethal in with different levels of supplemental control on
reduction percentage of fennel seed yield. Means with common letters are not significantly different based on LSD test (0=0.05).
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Table 5- Mean comparison of the effect of different rates of pendimethal in (at different levels of supplemental control)on
yield components and number of Accessories branches of fennel.
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Means with common letters are not significantly different based on LSD test ( « =0.05).
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Table 6- Mean comparison of the effect of supplemental treatment (at different levels of rates of pendimethalin)on yield
components and number of Accessories branches of fennel.
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Means with common letters are not significantly different based on LSD test ( « =0.05).
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