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Effect of various corn and bean intercropping densities on crop yield and weed
populations
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Table 1. Effect of various corn and bean intercropping treatments on relative frequency of dominant
weed species (based on percentage).
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Dominant weeds

B
C
B&(C+30%C)
C&(B+30%B)
B&(C+20%C)
C&(B+20%B)
B&(C+10%C)
C &(B+10%B)

6.2b 34b 139a 59b 114a 132a 6.1b 2.9b  Amaranthus retroflexu L.
82cd 142c¢ 107c 21.7a 11.3c 50c 193b 295a ChenopodiumalbumL.
11.8ab 162a 16b 37b 08b 23b 19b 42b Convolvulusarvensis L.
643a 459b 54la 239c 544a 6l7a 646a 47.4b CyperusrotunduslL.
98d 203b 197b 447a 221b 179bc 81d 16.1c PortulacaoleraceaelL.
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Statement: Means with same letters for each trait are not significantly different at =0.01 by Duncan’'s Multiple
Range for each weed spices alone.
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Table 2: Effect of various corn and bean intercropping treatments on broad and narrow leaf weed of dry
weight (g m-?).
@M 5 lacsle oSt 05,

Weed dry weight (g m?) L iee 58 slalog
agnc et Ko Treatments of intercropping
Narrow leaf weed  Broad leaf weed
2.58¢c 12.68bc C&(B+10%B) /) + wlsl 4 L b &yl b glies 228
2.20cd 9.62cd B&(C+10%C) 71+ 6lsl 4 Sy5 L L of b shies i8S
1.52e 7.77cde C&(B+20%B) 7Y+ lsl 4 Ly L )3 b yliwe ot
1.22ef 6.37ef B&(C+20%C) 7Y+ wlol 4 )3 Ll o) b glies o287
0.92f 5.3def C&(B+30%B) /¥+ wlsl 4 Ly b oyd b glses ciS
0.55g 4.97ef B&(C+30%C) /¥+ Lol 4 oy bl b glies 28
4.20a 29.17a (Corn sole) &3 Lalls s
2.95b 15.50b (Bean sole) L) alls i8S
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Statement: Means with same letters for each trait are not significantly different at ¢=0.01 by Duncan's
Multiple Range.
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Fig 1: Effect of various corn and bean intercropping treatments on biological and economical
yield of corn.
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Fig 2: Effect of various corn and bean intercropping treatments on harvest index of corn.
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Statement: Means with same letters for each trait are not significantly different at a=0.01 by Duncan's
Multiple Range.
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Table 3: Effect of various corn and bean intercropping treatments on partial and total
lend equivalent ratio (LER) in corn.
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Statement: Means with same letters for each trait are not significantly different at a=0.01 by
Duncan's Multiple Range.
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Fig 3: Effect of various corn and bean intercropping treatments on biological and
economical yield of bean.
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Statement: Means with same letters for each trait are not significantly different at 0=0.01 by
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Fig 4: Effect of various corn and bean intercropping treatments on bean of harvest index.
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Statement: Means with same letters for each trait are not significantly different at a=0.01 by
Duncan's Multiple Range.
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Table 4: Effect of various corn and bean intercropping treatments on partial and total lend
equivalent ratio (LER) in bean.
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Statement Means with same letters for each trait are not significantly different at 0=0.01 by
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