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Evaluation of light absorption and use efficiency of soybean (Glysine max (L.) Merr.)
in competition with redroot pigweed (Amaranthus retroflexus)
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Fig 1- The effect of pigweed density treatments on soybean leaf area index
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Fig 2- The effect of pigweed density treatments on soybean light absorption
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Fig 3- The effect of pigweed density treatments on soybean total dry weight
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