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The Effect of Mungbean (Vigna radiata L.) Living Mulch on Weeds Management
and Yield and Yield Components of Corn (Zea mays L.)
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Table 1- Analysis of variance of some traits of corn
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weight Harvest Biological ram yie
X ; DF
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S e (28 e Ol
8685.18™ 109.64™ 292082993 376190486 5 (T)
Time of mungbean
suppression
1254.66 8.63 3519870 515254.1 15 Error Lol sl
*ok . D . :.Lﬁ ‘ -
45.20™ 85.46 316950™ 2870260.4 2 (D) 5o e o515
Mungbean density
1214.62" 19.29™ 14829313" 1277502.4™ 10 (TxD) (oS5 % 0b;
8.72 9.79 9.01 885 o JCV

sl eyl gae 8 %0 0N Ck“): 13 (Sae S 5 4N g o

*, ** and ns: Significant at 5% and 1% level of probability and non-significant, respectively.
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Table 2- Analysis of variance of weed traits
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----- 8 2 12 4 3 DF (3137 a3
* sk sk . 3 L& y |5
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Weeds density
lacale oSt 0
13.16 100.507  734.72" 24.97 902.86" 23.89™

Weeds dry ;,»
weight

sl e sl e e %00 Y0 cb))é)‘}@”\ﬁ:; G NS 5wk o

*,** and ns: Significant at 5% and 1% level of probability and non-significant, respectively.



1A 5l Fosled h wlo DL 3ol § oas ol Ao

A

Sliv &y p bl lajlas 56 - s

Table 3- The effects of experiment treatments on some traits.

e 15
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Pl 258 e Ol
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7328 d 3283 ¢ 35721 a 41.02 a 244408 b 9952.1 a 8 leaf stage (t3)
11776 b 50.16 b 28826 ¢ 3534 b 19256.0 ¢ 6791.0 cd 10 leaf stage (ty4)
S e J ST Ol
149.04 a 7150 a 323.63 b 3629 b 135454 e 49044 ¢ (ts)
Without weeds
control
i als STl
-— - -— -- 31746 bc 3503 b 207056 c¢ 7197.6 ¢ (te)
With weeds
control
(D) jo e (S5
Mungbean density
0
12760 a 5745 a 31916 a 3750 a 203438 a 7524.4 50% more (d)
than optimum
0
11683 b 5700 a 32025 a 3707 a 204899 a 7569.0 100% more (dy)
than optimum
0
9930 ¢ 4165 b 31752 a 3404 b 205705 a 69490 b  >0%more (&)

than optimum

I gyl gae Mt %00 Jlex| ch—d 23 5SSls (glaals Lo 03037 5 31 O g 53 e o5 > gyl ‘5LA&:§ZL_.»
Mean in each column, followed by similar letter (s) shows not-significant different at 5% probability level, using Duncan test.
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Table 4- The effects of experiment treatments on some traits.

Sy e e
IA el BT als 5152 055 . &jj 4l aj.il.«.c s
- el N5 9 5 o :

Weed dry Weed 1000 grain ” > Grain yield

weight (gr) Harvest Biological (kg/ha) Treatment

éﬁ}i@; ?gﬁiﬁg index (%) yield (kg/ha)

15584 a 7325 b 27393 b 4082 ab 1476738 ¢ 602750 < T,
108.02 ¢ 4350 d 33438 a 3015 d 2745891 a 829107 b T,
8267 d 3575 o 34733 a 4441 a 2336315 b 1034205 a T,
12031 b 5525 ¢ 31395 a 3512 od 2119671 b 739431 b T, O
16215 a 7950 a 31262 ab 3646 bc 1383290 ¢ 500846 d s
-------- L e - 33274 a 3805 b 2144352 b 808292 b To
13576 b 7400 a 31204 b 3716 b 2007575 ¢ 735997 b T,
8576 ¢ 3775 ¢ 34251 a 3400 b 2844092 a 962666 a T
7862 ¢ 3825 ¢ 35935 a 4260 a 2348595 b 998506 a Ti
13607 b 5975 b 28622 b 3620 b 18718.64 ¢ 6777.69 b T, 2
14794 a 7525 a 32000 ab 3653 b 1377328 d  5030.14 ¢ s
-------- .. 30128 b 3595 b 1844502 ¢ 663459 b T,
140.65 a 5950 a 28350 cd 3491 a 1763339 ¢ 615759 ¢ T,
7238 ¢ 2900 ¢ 33549 ab 31.61 a 2620525 a 825638 b T,
5855 d 2450 ¢ 36494 a 3604 a 2647331 a 952909 a T,
8700 b 3550 b 26460 d 3471 a 1785263 ¢ 620095 ¢ T,
137.03 a 5975 a 33825 a 3588 a 1303007 d 467457 d s
-------- .l . 31834 be 3100 a 2222805 b 687525 ¢ Te

LI gyl e oM %00 JL;::»lc!a‘u).s Qi}l; Slals Q}AJTlijl Ogtw o 3 alie oy > slyls Lgl.n_-).:ijl:.«
Mean in each column, followed by similar letter (s) shows not-significant different at 5% probability level, using Duncan test.
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