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Figure 1- Effect of nitrogen on shoot dry weight of wheat in different levels of wild oat density
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Figure 2- Effect of nitrogen on shoot dry weight of wild oat (at mean of densities) when
competing and no-competing with wheat
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Figure 3- Effect of nitrogen (at mean of wild oat densities) on root dry weight of wheat
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Figure 4- Effect of wild oat density (at mean of nitrogen levels) on root dry weight of wheat
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Figure 5- Effect of nitrogen (at mean of wild oat densities) on root dry weight of wild oat when competing and
no-competing with wheat
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Table 1- Effect of wild oat density at different levels of nitrogen on competitive balance index of wheat

to wild oat
(P{?aeris/gg 0 Nitrogen levels (mM)
' 1 4 8 12 16
2 1.145° 0.711° 0.599" 0.721% 0.736°
4 1.100° 0.307° 0.360% 0.286°" 0.375%
6 0.635" 0.1028 0.302¢" 0.234°" 0.1327%
8 0.524° 0.182°% 0.355% 0.201°% 0.151%

a=/40) Kyl o2 b (l3 sme 9D FLSD &405T ol s aslas o5 > b slsesls
Data followed by the same letters are not significantly different based on FLSD test (a= 0.05).

CKQQEJCK&)J&)J‘Y}:ﬁﬁ&aj)ﬁdbw%\y—" J)J:-

Table 2- Parameters of 1/w equation for wild oat when competing with wheat

Nitrogen levels

(mM) B B B . R’ P
1 1.809 0.0172 0.382 0.91 <0.001
4 1.300 -0.0077 0.144 0.94 <0.001
8 1.180 -0.0144 0.152 0.95 <0.001
12 1.094 -0.0129 0.127 0.96 <0.001
16 1.177 -0.0203 0.123 0.96 <0.001
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