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- Setaria viridis (L.) P.Beauv
- Echinochloa crus-galli

- Sorghum halepense

- Amaranthus retroflexus
- A. blitoides

- Chenopodium album

- Convolvulus arvensis

- Acroptilon repense

- Cardaria draba

10- Cirsium arvense

11- Centaurea picris

12- Raphanus sp.

13- Echinochloa crus-galli
14- Setaria faberi

15- Ambrosia artemisiifolia
16- Datura stramonium

OCOoO~NOOOT A WN -



1395 30 3 o leds 30 ale> (53,9l @luw g pole) LS cblis a5 370

4 olo 5 pgd dess g ole )1 Jol dad 5D (6)lg5 o yguar (2SS
8,5 )18 odlitul 3)90 755 9 oy 3 Y

i S35 8 0l £)55LS B0 olyen 4y pogel clins
3 am p)S oS 60 e a0yl 595 s ¢ a5 bl S

ohalejl ooy by po Gladudio (& p2-1 Jgir
Table 1- Characteristics related to the experiment location

alaie ob (3l 51 gl ! SBcdL PER PH Cuils &0 Coild g U

Region  The height of the sea  Soil texture Variety Sowing times  Harvest times
s 628 e pol sl 7.4 88/7/10 88/11/15
Jiroft sandy loam  Santeh 89/7/15 89/11/20
s 1235 o9 Ll 7.76 88/3/17 88/8/10
Karaj loamy Satina 89/3/17 89/8/10
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5- Amaranthus blitoides
6- Amatanthus viridis
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1- MATABI

2- Weed Control Efficacy

3- LSD (Least Significant Difference)
4- Orthogonal
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Table 2- List of dominant weeds of the experiment location

(Jiroft) cdma (Karaj) g 5
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Scientific names Family First year Ss,cegrr]d First year Ss,ce(;?d
Amaranthus blitoides S. Watson.  Amaranthaceae + + - -
Amaranths viridis L. Amaranthaceae + + - -
Amaranthus retroflexus L. Amaranthaceae - - + +
Convolvulus arvensis L. Convolvulaceae + + - -
Datura stramonium L. Solanaceae - - + +
Hibiscus trionum L. Malvaceae - - + +
Malva neglecta Wallr. Malvaceae + + - -
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Table 3- Affects of herbicide treatments on weed density and dry matter percent of pigweed in Jiroft

slowd Density laxs Dry matter SW& (439
Treatment Js! Jlw ©93 Jw ol Jol Jlw ©93 Jw ol
Firstyear  Second year Mean Firstyear  Second year Mean
1- paraquat (parag.) 61 ab 59 cd 60 cd 55c-e 58 b-d 57 d-e
2- metribuzin (metri.) 61 ab 57 d-e 59 cd 53 de 56 b-d 55 ef
3- pendimethalin (pendi.) 48 ¢ 43 f 45f 39e 41e 409
4- rimsulfuron(rims.) 56 a-c 41 d-f 53 de 53 de 54 cd 54 f
5- sulfosulfuron (sulfo.) 53 bc 47 ef 50 ef 49¢ 52d 51f
6- metri.+ rims. 66 a 69 ab 68 ab 67a 63 ab 65 ab
7- metri.+ pendi. 61 ab 59 cd 60 cd 58 b-c 58 b-d 58 c-e
8- metri.+ sulfos. 60 a 61 b-d 61 b-d 65 ab 61 a-c 63 bc
9- parag.+ rims. 67 a 73a 70a 70a 68 a 69 a
10- parag.+ pendi. 64 ab 65 a-c 64 a-c 63 a-c 60 a-c 62 b-d
11- parag.+ sulfo. 64 ab 66 a-c 65 a-c 65 ab 61 a-c 63 bc
12- control Oc 0g 0g 0g of Oh
LSD (a=0.05) 12.2 10.73 7.97 8.59 7.46 5.58

Bl 5 sixe (o ylol M3 w8 e gy G g3 s o playles (gt ya g
Means within each column followed by same letter are not significantly different
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Table 4- Effects of herbicide treatments on weed density and dry matter percent of pigweed in Karaj

slow Density laxs Dry matter SW& (39
Treatment Js! Jlw ©93 Jw ol Jol Jlw ©93 Jw ol
Firstyear  Second year Mean Firstyear ~ Second year Mean
1- paraquat (parag.) 98 ab 100 a 95 a 96 a 100 a 98 a
2- metribuzin (metri.) 83 bc 100 a 9la 99a 100 a 99a
3- pendimethalin (pendi.) 60d 87 ab 74 b 8lb 75d 78b
4- rimsulfuron(rims.) 100 a 9la 96 a 100 a 93b 96 a
5- sulfosulfuron (sulfo.) 72 cd 75b 74 b T4c 85¢ 79b
6- metri.+ rims. 100 a 100 a 100 a 100 a 100 a 100 a
7- metri.+ pendi. 100 a 100 a 100 a 100 a 100 a 100 a
8- metri.+ sulfos. 100 a 100 a 100 a 100 a 100 a 100 a
9- parag.+ rims. 100 a 100 a 100a 100 a 100 a 100 a
10- parag.+ pendi. 100 a 100 a 100 a 100 a 100 a 100 a
11- parag.+ sulfo. 100 a 97 a 98 a 100 a 99 ab 100 a
12- control Oe Oc Oc od Oe Oc
LSD (a=0.05) 16.55 13.6 10.53 5.31 5.78 3.85

Bl 5 sixe (g ylol OMB] A8 jtie gy G g3 s o olayless (gt ya )
Means within each column followed by same letter are not significantly different
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Table 5- Effects of herbicide treatments on weed density and dry matter percent of bindweed in Jiroft

slowd Density 3laxs Dry matter SW& (39
Treatment Js! Jlw ©93 Jw obe Jol Jlw ©93 Jw ol
Firstyear ~ Second year Mean Firstyear ~ Second year Mean
1- paraquat (parag.) 18¢e 13d 15f 18f 13f 169
2- metribuzin (metri.) 28 b-d 27 a-c 27 b-d 28 b-d 26 a-e 27 cd
3- pendimethalin (pendi.) 22 de 20 cd 21 ef 20 ef 18 ef 19fg
4- rimsulfuron(rims.) 26 b-d 23 bc 24 de 25c-e 21 cf 23 d-f
5- sulfosulfuron (sulfo.) 23 c-e 22 ¢ 22 de 23 d-f 19 d-f 21l e-g
6- metri.+ rims. 39a 32a 36a 36a 34a 35a
7- metri.+ pendi. 30 be 3lab 30 a-c 32ab 30a-c 3la-c
8- metri.+ sulfos. 31b 32 ab 3lab 36 a-c 32 ab 34 ab
9- parag.+ rims. 28 cd 25 a-c 26 b-e 30 b-e 28 a-d 29 be
10- parag.+ pendi. 27 b-d 23 bc 25 d-f 28 b-d 24 b-e 26 c-e
11- parag.+ sulfo. 28 b-d 25 a-c 26 b-e 29 b-d 25 a-e 27 cd
12- control of Oe 0g 0g 0g Oh
LSD (a=0.05) 7.22 9.02 5.67 6.67 9.41 5.66

Bl 5 sixe (o ylol OMB] A8 jtie gy G g3 s o playless (gt ya g
Means within each column followed by same letter are not significantly different
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Table 6- Effects of herbicide treatments on weed density and dry matter percent of malva in Jiroft

slowd Density 3laxs Dry matter SWia 39
Treatment Js! Jlw ©93 Jw obe Jo! Jlw ©93 Jw ol
Firstyear  Second year Mean Firstyear ~ Second year Mean
1- paraquat (parag.) 41c¢ 43 cd 42 de 38 ef 42 de 40 ef
2- metribuzin (metri.) 43 be 48 b-d 46 c-e 42 d-e 44 de 43 e-g
3- pendimethalin (pendi.) 42c 40d 41e 31f 34f 32h
4- rimsulfuron(rims.) 51 a-c 50 cd 50 b-d 50 a-d 45 c-e 47 c-d
5- sulfosulfuron (sulfo.) 46 a-c 45 cd 45 c-e 38 ef 39 ef 38¢g
6- metri.+ rims. 54 a-c 69a 6la 52 ab 60 a 56 a
7- metri.+ pendi. 52 a-c 49 b-d 51 bc 50 a-d 49 b-d 49 b-d
8- metri.+ sulfos. 58 a 52 cd 55 ab 52 a-c 53 ab 52 a-c
9- parag.+ rims. 57 ab 54 b 55 ab 47 b-e 52¢ 49 b-d
10- parag.+ pendi. 54 a-c 47 b-d 51 bc 43 c-e 47 b-d 45 d-f
11- parag.+ sulfo. 59 a 52 bc 56 ab 56 a 52 a-c 47 ab
12- control od Oe of 0g 0g 0i
LSD (a=0.05) 13.92 9.39 8.24 9.18 7.48 5.82

Bl 5 sixe (o ylol M3 w8 jtie gy G g3 s o plajless (gt ya )
Means within each column followed by same letter are not significantly different
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1- Setaria faberi
2- Ambrosia artemisiifolia
3- Datura stramonium
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Table 7- Effects of herbicide treatments on weed density and dry matter percent of datura in Karaj

I Density >laxs Dry matter L& (439
Treatment Jol Jw @93 Jlw Nbe Jo! Jw @93 Jlw Nk
Firstyear  Second year Mean First year  Second year Mean
1- paraquat (parag.) 59 a-c 60 c 59 cd 70 c-e 75b 73 de
2- metribuzin (metri.) 58 a-c 54 cd 56 c-e 69 c-e 73b T7le
3- pendimethalin (pendi.) 52¢ 56 ¢ 54 de 56 e 61lc 58 f
4- rimsulfuron(rims.) 64 a-c 53 cd 58 cde 82 a-c 68 bc 75 c-d
5- sulfosulfuron (sulfo.) 56 bc 45d 51f 66 de 76 b 71f
6- metri.+ rims. 68 ab 57¢c 63¢c 87 ab 79b 83 bc
7- metri.+ pendi. 65 a 81lb 75 ab 81 bc 76 b 78 c-d
8- metri.+ sulfos. 60 a-c 83D 72¢c 88 ab 75b 81 c-d
9- parag.+ rims. 69 ab 82b 75 ab 97 a 100 a 98 a
10- parag.+ pendi. 64 a-c 100 a 82a 79 b-d 100 a 90 ab
11- parag.+ sulfo. 63 a-c 82b 73b 87 ab 93a 90 ab
12- control od Oe of of od 0g
LSD (a0 =0.05) 12.36 9.02 7.51 15.50 11.39 9.05

Bl 5 sixe (g ylol OMB] w8 jtie gy G g3 s o olayless (gt ya )
Means within each column followed by same letter are not significantly different
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Table 8- Effects of herbicide treatments on weed density and dry matter percent of bladder hibiscus in Karaj

J Density >laxs Dry matter SWis 39
Treatment Jol Jw @93 Jlw Nbe Jo! Jw @93 Jlw obe
Firstyear  Second year Mean First year  Second year Mean
1- paraquat (parag.) 42¢ 75 bc 58 d 89a 80 c-d 84 bc
2- metribuzin (metri.) 58 d 100 a 79¢c 97 a 100 a 98 a
3- pendimethalin (pendi.) 66 c 50d 58 d 56 b 77 cd 67d
4- rimsulfuron(rims.) 45¢ 62 cd 54d 96 a 67 cd 82¢
5- sulfosulfuron (sulfo.) 45¢ 100 a 72¢ 96 a 100 a 98 a
6- metri.+ rims. 100 a 100 a 100 a 100 a 100 a 100 a
7- metri.+ pendi. 100 a 100 a 100 a 100 a 100 a 100 a
8- metri.+ sulfos. 100 a 100 a 100 a 100 a 100 a 100 a
9- parag.+ rims. 100 a 100 a 100 a 100 a 100 a 100 a
10- parag.+ pendi. 91b 87 ab 89b 95 a 90 a-c 92 ab
11- parag.+ sulfo. 100 a 88 ab 94 ab 100 a 91 ab 95 a
12- control of Oe Oe Oc Oe Oe
LSD (a0 =0.05) 8.05 14.18 8 13.94 13.50 9.53

Bl 5 sixe (o ylol M3 08 e gy G g3 s o olayless (gt ya )
Means within each column followed by same letter are not significantly different
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Table 9- Effects of herbicide treatments on percentage changes and tuber yield in Jiroft

LRV PN PV JUVES JEV S

(IS 3 o) 0 3,Sdas

Tre)al:r”;ent Percentage changes of tuber yield Tuber yield (ton/ha)

Jol Jw w30 Jlw oo Jol Jw g0 Jlw ol

Firstyear  Second year Mean Firstyear ~ Second year Mean

1- paraquat (parag.) 120 fg 123 fg 122 gh 35cd 38¢ 36 de
2- metribuzin (metri.) 128 c-f 132 c-e 130e 39 b-d 42 a-c 41 cd
3- pendimethalin (pendi.) 1199 122 ¢ 120 h 30d 34c 32e
4- rimsulfuron(rims.) 127 d-f 131 de 129 ef 40 b-d 42 a-c 41 cd
5- sulfosulfuron (sulfo.) 121 fg 128 ef 125 fg 36 cd 39 be 38 de
6- metri.+ rims. 139 ab 141 ab 140 ab 48 ab 49a 48 ab
7- metri.+ pendi. 133 b-d 137 b-d 135cd 43 a-c 43 a-c 43 b-d
8- metri.+ sulfos. 134 be 138 be 136 bc 44 a-c 48 ab 46 a-c
9- parag.+ rims. 129 c-e 133 c-e 131 de 40 b-d 42 a-c 41 cd
10- parag.+ pendi. 123 e-g 131e 127 ef 36 cd 36 bc 38 de
11- parag.+ sulfo. 126 d-f 129 e 128 ef 37cd 39 be 38 de
12- control 143 a 145a 144 a 51a 50 a 51a
LSD (a0 =0.05) 7.16 5.98 4.57 10.95 8.91 6.93

L1055 sixe (o ylol M3 w8 jdie gy G g3 s o plajles (gt ya )
Means within each column followed by same letter are not significantly different
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Table 10- Effects of herbicide treatments on percentage changes and tuber yield in Karaj

— 83€ 3 ,Sdos Ll i a2 43 (LU 45 o) 2 3o
Tre)a t;71ent Percentage changes of tuber yield Tuber yield (ton/ha)

Jol Jw w30 Jlw oo Jol Jw g0 Jlw ol

Firstyear  Second year Mean Firstyear ~ Second year Mean

1- paraquat (parag.) 125b 125 ab 125 b-d 22 cd 19 be 20 cf
2- metribuzin (metri.) 130 b 133 ab 131 b-d 23 b-d 20 bc 21 b-e
3- pendimethalin (pendi.) 116 b 117b 117d 20d 17 be 18 ef
4- rimsulfuron(rims.) 117b 120b 119 b-d 22 cd 18 bc 20 cf

5- sulfosulfuron (sulfo.) 116 b 118 b 117 cd 20d l4c 17f
6- metri.+ rims. 129 b 136 ab 132 b-d 24 b-d 2la-c 22 b-d
7- metri.+ pendi. 118 b 120b 119 b-d 20 cd 19 be 19 d-f
8- metri.+ sulfos. 132D 137 ab 135 b-d 25 be 22 ab 23 bc
9- parag.+ rims. 121b 152 a 136 b 27 ab 23 ab 25 ab
10- parag.+ pendi. 126 b 145 ab 136 bc 27 ab 23 ab 25 ab
11- parag.+ sulfo. 123 b 142 ab 132 b-d 23 b-d 21 ab 22 b-e
12- control 160 a 155 a 158 a 29a 27 a 28 a
LSD (a0 =0.05) 23.96 31.06 19.25 4.63 6.1 3.76

L1545 sixe (g ylol M3 w8 jtie gy G g3 s & playlass (gt ya g
Means within each column followed by same letter are not significantly different
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