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Table 1- ANOVA results of survival percentage and dry weight of kochia affected by 2,4-D dose, salt type and ammonium
sulfate (AMS) application
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Figure 1- Interaction of 2,4-D dose and salt on dry weight and survival of kochia 3 weeks after treatment.
Means followed by the same letter are not significantly different according to LSD at 5% level.
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Figure 2- Interaction of 2,4-D dose and ammonium sulfate on dry weight and survival of kochia3 weeks after treatment
Means followed by the same letter are not significantly different according to LSD at 5% level.
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Figure 3- Interaction of salt and ammonium sulfate on dry weight and survival of kochia 3 weeks after treatment
Means followed by the same letter are not significantly different according to LSD at 5% level.
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Table 2- ANOVA results of survival percentage and dry weight of redroot pigweed affected by 2,4-D dose, salt type and AMS
application
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Figure 4- Interaction of 2,4-D dose and salt on dry weight and survival of redroot pigweed 3 weeks after treatment
Means followed by the same letter are not significantly different according to LSD at 5% level.

Jo 8 i) et g0 slodiy Spe s oo daSes glgl jga
(WM ghlsen 5 63)90L8 (7 JS—) 0 L latS (99,
Pl B (ke Sl Sl il ) paigel Slilg (saiedgu
Ly (Picnomon acarna (L.) Cass) jLss,; 5,a cale J i
9 Cowgtt S (63,9895 Jolob s sl sl S ile
LS 5 GeolSsgy eizman (1F) 303,515 Al sl
oS (sl 0 lS ) 1 ade )3 posigel Olilgw (caiadgw
Laalsils 5 (63,9855 Jobo ol Jsloxo 3 39290 53500 5 o2 e
ol e g 05 Aol o8 ady) (woyS g5 U8 Cu
o9 (YY) Bdge5 5,155 1, (Conyza canadensis (L.) Crong)
oS (sl y0lS 4 Sl b paigel Sligur 50 39390 lilgus
o2l 035,103 5B 5l e bliam (330 13 35250 mades g e
LS o S Sl chamd (Gl (laiS e clled  lagyaslS

(V%)

48 ob Lt pyigel Slilgw g 53)5-855 5 Jlite 5l ol
lagw L olyam (635955 ;LS 43 0350 0dle )5 VYD 5,8
03lo )5 OF+ Joleo) 2o 42 52)355 il ez 2,08 5] posigel
(0 JS) casls (g o) (i 45 0550
T 625295 2 )18 g 4w G posigel Cldgw jo>
dylS pae byly b 0 a Sl 0w sdalin gy sxe OS]
Bl 3y (I3 me OS] (63,6995 (slajd 'y powigel g
(o bl)_o.as P}—'-‘}‘J L.:LQ]Q_M: D).g)l_g 4SS el O”] Ji:l.u EJL’ (J"l
s acdy (ogyd &b Uy o piSile ool LB 359895
253 ,5 le Slwaile o Laledl by Lials 8l ool jles 51 i
Cawgty NS 1> (529380 Dlgo &y Fuwly 10 5y cale alises (sladisS
3,8 pizmad (VV) Wilod S Jos glite st L;LMJ Jpa> )
2 LacSas glosl jgan ae OlySl oy pasgel Sligu
2 = powgel Cllguw 38 a4y 0k 4 w8 e Slow Jolove



WA bl ¥ 0 led F') al (5 553LiS aluo 9 pole) LS cbilis 4y i YVY

—_—
=
=

(=R B -" - LY
= —

[ZE I
= =

Survival (%) & e e
e
=

[— =]
= =

d d

=

B sy i Liwith ammonium sulfate
0 st il s suwithout ammonium sulfate

(<)

m
14D Dose (g aim2)
(o e o sber §) o 3

B 5 il with ammonium sulfate

Survival (%e) & e e —_
| [ k. = _ry [—) e | [~ -] e —1 [—)
= — - - A - ]
L . L . L L L L L )

B
b
=3

d d d

=

1

d

0 sl il e puithont ammonium sulfat

(<)

d

PYRIC Y PPN Y QPO P QP AP S

NaHCo3  CaCod CaCl2

Hardness cs

Mgl

deionized
water

=
=2
|

—
o
L

= = = —
. = =2 —_ =
L 1 1 L 1

=
=
1

Dry mater (gripot) {Olals o r_,g) St 3 4

=

B 2 il Uit ammonium sulfate
0 sl il 2 uwithout ammonium sulfate

C

()

—
E=N

m
24D Dose (g aim?)

()l&ﬁn‘;jaﬁhr;)‘ﬁ”ﬁj}
slosi Jlos! 51 oy lid duw 508 duiy g B EU () iy oy 5 (W) Sid (359 31 powigel g 9 (63,5855 53 Julle 31 -0 JSCd
Wil g0 45 sre WA W31 o yd 0 mhaw 3 LSD (903 (] o S piino By S J8lis U (gld (1aSilio ¢ yl3g05 2 43
Figure 5- Interaction of 2,4-D dose and ammonium sulfate on dry weight and survival of redroot pigweed 3 weeks after

treatment
Means followed by the same letter are not significantly different according to LSD at 5% level.
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Figure 6- Interaction of salt and ammonium sulfate on dry weight and survival of redroot pigweed 3 weeks after treatment
Means followed by the same letter are not significantly different according to LSD at 5% level.
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