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4- Weed tolerance ability
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1- Competitive ability

2- Descuraini sophia

3- Goldbachia laevigata (M.Bieb.) DC.
4- Avena fatua
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Table 1- Average rainfall and temperature in 2012-2013 and last 30 years (2)
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3- Eurea sativa
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1- Competitive Index
2- Weed Interference Tolerance Index
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Table 2- ANOVA wild mustard dry mass loss % and yield and component yield of wheat cultivars
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Table 3- Mean comparisons of wild mustard dry mass loss % and yield and component yield of wheat cultivars
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Table 4- Correlation coefficient of studied traits
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Figure 1- Three dimensional diagram of cultivars studied traits based on CI, WITI and grain yield in with presence of weed
1. Karkheh, 2. Alborz, 3. Azadi, 4. Karaj3, 5. Sepahan, 6. Falat, 7. Gods, 8. Roshan, 9. Sorkhtokhm, 10. Moghan3, 11. Alvand, 12.
MS-81-14, 13. Yarvarus. 14. Shahriyar, 15. Golestan, 16. Bam, 17. Niknajad, 18. Shahpasand
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Figure 2- Dendrograms of cluster analysis for 18 wheat cultivar based on tolerance and competitive indexes and yield and
component yield in with presence of weed
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