ol 9 j b slacile Curoz u ClS )b Sl

#o ObLS wlide 5 wsllas
04 = FV Silmis ) ojlad VY W

3955 42 o Al 5ladsyS

(VY40 ,le)

o dSLils el Al i8S axst gal 3l Celsos S Jbskiel  Celyy adsl el S at gl Sl
Ols S o &Sls (g3, 5LS Oleees S oS (63,58 0uSLiil Oleas S o8l (53,3LS el
ol ! (g ol ! (g Oyl (g

nasrin.teimoori@gmail.com irajtahmasebi@yahoo.com ehsanfathi1988@yahoo.com

S J st
ol 5 i Calie glag b 3 5 a glacile Sols Ol and sk 4 2308
dlic awlis

03 @ls Olws S o8l Slidiss as )50 3 ilesl 3 ae 0 5 il I sl S

o3 s g g oAb B s ol il 5SS pe AYTY el Jl s 09Sas Ol g

VWWAY - a5 b g a5 B b Jols ol sl el LSS A b sl S glaS Sk
AAARTARIRE Sy Bl 4 S (B8 5 35, Olol 3T ALCAB) 550 (slacs 65 o3 586 5 ol (5ol sl
WYY i w9 Sl s JH106 oy 586 B ool olantl ol sl &S 4 586 &y s
G ol 0L Ghll s sl elan] s sl S 4 S (s pdss o)

Sl 5 oy b 35 o0le 5 Wl SIS Sl S A esml SIS 55 e slad S sl
S35 sojly Somy ool S 53 5 Sstale ol CiS 5o bl sy LI gls 658 05l iS5
o oSI5 @ b o S S el S e G e Gl ol
Jsls e Sgale 5 Lls 1 50 glacile IS o Cuanl 1 e 350 45 g5k 4 0 p Spale

sps Sl s sl s Al Slosar s 4 ol Somy s e e
35S L aS o)ly ClS 3 ot 4 e sla cile Cnlul g pde ST e IS sl

cllS g @

“iSagy @
= N )j&)j’u)ﬁqﬁ_&“dﬁgv}jﬁx"}:&wlﬂ}‘jﬁgjwh)db).)@)b)

7 @
S gwle o

ol


mailto:tahmasebi@yahoo.com
mailto:nasrin.teimoori@gmail.com

e 2l g 5 slalie Comas S éf?J\; ALK y b

s, Shee Jal s ol — —
[a4] .
| e

ol b
Sl o b o5 oS cils
el 5l iy SOl J s
ool i MO T ol
P ol g wlsy o iS
CiS sl s slaci e
slacile ok Jpab 53 Sls
el 03 B Jlse sk e e
Ok e 2 Jo
JHs Sl el elS ool
Cale il 4 5 a glacile
0355 Jsb s a0 5 3,8 clacale
e a ke o5 elS U,
AR

S 0d S das e 0L sl gl

Sl e So ol olals

LU Ol b s aS sl sgmy ol
LMs,s Jons 5 e clacile

S sle il oS1S l

S s Db S5 3 Shes
AR ren S My Al

slasbdy Sl o, Shes

© o slacile o> Ok dals
by o8 wus LMLl s
Bl O aals o slacile
s st St S5 > Sas
Rl L Sl el Ol

Jsb Jtals 5 Soleyss dob

omals 5ya e 5l gole (s 0ys0

wos gl jlas 53 Al Olpe il
53y a5 53 55 slacile

[¥¥]

S YA dals [l U anslie

33 ..\J})Lﬁ_ﬂ‘)w@;ﬁ&\br@ﬁ@&:ﬁjl e 3l e Dl doddo
plie 53 e 5 Lasd 5l G A5 5 2S5 e Bl 1o i Dls
5555 el T s VG kS 3555 53 blG aa 51 s s 515 o s
RS ol g DS o e 5 S S 3 05558 Sl s w0 o es
IS s s Shes GUi 5 0 Gl | ol S L e sl
S 51 55 5 3 S L e 355 S L alals 3 5 e s 1
e s Ay Lad Jsb 53 olS s 55 5,5 el sl 5o Ges QS
S csby el s Ll dile a5 b GG e o
53 5y Jead Job oS OT L osdhe €lins 5 o3ub S 53 Ty e axlye

3 e sk =i b oS Lily 5 stusy Ads slaeyss 51 S a Jgb ames

[¥¥]

Sl Falin 350 0 Glaio (6 Sl 551~
g Sl Gl il 5 50l & B6 o oLS 5 55 Sols e Mo 4
S Ol 0 8 Lo M5 55 65805 s Ose 5 20580 655
Jlo o ™l e 2l s Slas a5 5 Al s ol OF & i osle
0 Olnl s L 5 5l Al 3 3550 5 e SIS (blE a3t sla
slacide sy (ol (e ) onl 5o a5 el ozl CiS Ol
SAs an el oS Sl Cllas ol e sdaze sla 551 S ol M BYES
ol 5 L B s baandls il Mss S a5 slacile ol
23 Ao 5 ale SO L ook o ad e ol (W) 5 ulB)) 5 slacale
S 4wl s G cade SO Ol st bl ol ol (il oo adkais
S e SLLE S Ol J S slasl r anm g5 4 5 0392 Ao OF 3 ke
g e Jmame S s o Cile SO Db el ol Dl L
53 dal e cile OF o e slaaal 4 2l a5 5 Coenl 15
Sl siS 55 570 G a slacile Sl Ol e a0y lay 528 s Lol b

M il oas 5T 700 5 i anw s s s
L slacide sy axalS H5eb 5l axin i U ol)5 OLLS 5 5
Al 58l lar 5 WG Oln 4 J grames Sl o (] O3t S o Lo
Lai5 1 OF 3l elys ol S5alr Sl m 58 slacile 5 Y b i,
ae mlie oS SLaj n B, ST 0l U 5 wlse (S n 5o bl S
" dias s 5y ool g Sl K oS (sl e jubie 5 T aile
S 8l 0T s Shee 5 (SasS ulsy Ul (el olS Sl o3l Olej
5o LS SS il bl sl an JRal o 6, b ciS e

S



(30 Jlg) 08 — £V Slowies o) o5l MY o 01,5 OLLSE wlidp g asliba

S Sl 285 el A s
SlolsS Sl sla e gl
Al eslanad (6 e il VY x4
slacide sl (g)ls o 4505 80
055 5 Sled 6,5 SS& w5
53 03l 3 5l e La O e
O gk a3 VO gles L 051
gl dd aals 55 53 Dl
ez 3 s e glaas S
J—ab 5 o5k Oy 5 plobis
053 3 ¢Sk &S Lol s,
ey 5 e glag S s
235 PSS S el 3 0

L Sl Sdew; Ol

Sl Sl G g s
omly CES 3 e e sk S
oolg s ol eis 5l S e
Syle 5 2y b Sy
Do Sbl by oS o
olbsl o iS s s Sl
olg S8 5 5 Sl acile
S e S 5 e
Sl S sy Sl 5o
ole CiS el 5 Sl
BN L;J;iS«;:.ﬂnujf LS edalie
Lol et sdalie (g LLatil S
CiS s s i S el
sy OLES oS s ) sa 050l
s s Lglas S el
o) Sl 5555 w550 53 05y

(O

£

oL (o lee) dald s cd 5 om Slacile b plad 2105 Lyl 0 5o
Col, Ss il s 55,8 iy alS YFL Ol 4y ool
Aol sl L acslie 3 3S laas s i) Jhals o se 58 slacile
e o p slacile b 3 Y5k Sl s 36k s gl s S
RSP Cu:)\“”.;; Iy sl sme LialS o a Cile 0 cald jles
LS s cide sl il s cd e glacile L iy Sl el
S YL 35 ) s &ils Ao 055 58 slacdls ) g (i en "oy

Mol 2als 5oa slacile 51 )le aali o
e e Comer ol 5 LB G S GLlS e S5 G s
35 Shae o) g oA slacile G nds Dol Ol ez 5SS 0

Jﬁ),suo)wgom;;owﬁgLil,;)guquji b9 9 3lge
=y db 5 LSS an b dslas S glacs sl Cjb B s oL el
5> SIS Gl Il L sSB |l Ol S o850 Sl 4550 55 AY-1TA)
ILCAB2 o iy 53 3555 sLac 55 a3 LsS toler 5 (65l wosuly o 4w
L ealayl ;3 Lol sla o, S )5Sl oy w0 S B 5 5 0 Oleyl ool
A Gls DS A aS FW pde 5 5 slacdle IS mha 53 53 0 e 5S U
A r@\;ﬁdgiojy@ydusﬂjﬁ SialesT s esls ol
(o 1SS sba el Sl e e Ga S RS1 5 Conds e
RIS P S CIUN ISR [ JC SO U SRR
(Vakl )
e ¢S5 (550 08 oS15 Sl ] 5 m Cile sls 658 JS (S15 ¢ gams) XV 0
(¥ ahal )
Sl Ao = (s e T s 5,5 55 S Lo S sl / e S IS slaw) XV ee
(¥ aal )
et AT (50 68 Sl s 68 IS Sl 3) X e
(¥ akaly)
s (S e Gl
2

o Caeal = (

wubﬂ?J}k@@\fb@dbb@ﬁﬁ.)ﬁ&}\oJﬁu)\ﬁ]ﬁ
QM)JQCJ;ﬁ.Jﬁﬂ&b?;ﬁg})d})ﬁﬁ%b}ﬂ&bf'

Sy ain pa s b oled oS A 8 e glacdle s O 5 s



&bh&}j,&dhuﬂ&%ﬁw@)u;| O e 5 o

.3}51-.; A)Lé.f"d)%‘ u}ﬁ‘% 6‘.&&.&5 ):}JA 6@;&1& u"-":’ (\d}b

Table 1) Abundance of weed species in autumn, waiting and spring sowing dates of chickpea

. sowing dates
Weed species = =
autumn waiting spring
Galium tricornotum 100 33.33 60
Turgenia Latifolia 100 100 0
Centaurea depresa 73.33 46.66 20
Hypecoum pendulum 20 6.66 20
Fumaria vaillantii 40 13.33 0
Goldbachia laevigata 13.33 0 6.66
Carthamus oxyacantha 26.66 33.33 20
Geranium tuberosum 20 46.66 33.33
Alium vineale 40 26.66 13.33
Convolvulus arvensis 6.66 6.66 100

Table 2) Relative density of weed species in autumn, waiting and spring sowing dates of chickpea

. sowing dates
Weed species = -
autumn waiting spring
Galium tricornotum 10.7 7 19.8
Turgenia Latifolia 79.8 61.2 0
Centaurea depresa 2.7 25 3.9
Hypecoum pendulum 0.3 0.7 44
Fumaria vaillantii 0.5 0.2 0
Goldbachia laevigata 0.3 0 0.5
Carthamus oxyacantha 0.9 3.2 2.2
Geranium tuberosum 4.1 23.7 29.5
Alium vineale 0.5 0.3 0.6
Convolvulus arvensis 0.4 1.3 39.31

Table 3) Relative abundance of weed species in autumn, waiting and spring sowing dates

. sowing dates
Weed species
autumn autumn

Galium tricornotum 19.24 6.26 16.99
Turgenia Latifolia 19.24 18.79 0
Centaurea depresa 6.49 12.49 5.66
Hypecoum pendulum 3.85 12.52 5.66
Fumaria vaillantii 7.7 6.22 0
Goldbachia laevigata 6.37 0 18.88
Carthamus oxyacantha 12.75 6.26 5.66
Geranium tuberosum 3.85 12.49 9.44
Alium vineale 7.7 12.45 9.38
Convolvulus arvensis 12.81 12.52 28.32

é‘,:'r.; eJL@.}éJL&‘SJ‘ ‘e}zl: ‘_;Llh ;,..:S);J',a ‘_gLAhﬂ.GwSC’-:-mM (fd}.&?

Table 4) Relative importance of weed species in autumn, waiting and spring sowing dates

. sowing dates
Weed species .. -
autumn waiting spring

Galium tricornotum 14.97 6.63 18.39
Latifolia Turgenia 49.52 39.99 0
Centaurea depresa 4.59 7.49 4.78
Hypecoum pendulum 2.07 6.61 5.03
Fumaria vaillantii 4.1 3.21 0
Goldbachia laevigata 3.33 0 9.69
Carthamus oxyacantha 6.82 4.73 3.93
Geranium tuberosum 3.97 18.09 19.47
Alium vineale 4.1 6.37 4.99
Convolvulus arvensis 6.6 6.91 33.71
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Table 5) The effect of sowing dates, genotype and weed interference on density and dry weight of weed species

mean square

Sources of variation df

weed density weed dry weight
Replication 2 5477.36%* 5134.55™
Sowing date 2 34344.10** 54453.74**
Genotype 4 562.21™ 2272.80™
Sowing date x genotype 8 578.08™ 1810™
Error a 28 859.48 2253.86
Weed interference 1 217427.8** 381160.54**
Weed interference x sowing date 2 34344.10** 54453.74**
Weed interference x genotype 4 562.21™ 2272.80™
Weed interference x sowing date x genotype 8 578.08™ 1810ns
Error b 30 1167.34 244591
CV(%) 69.51 76

** ks

VA jo JLA2>|dﬁ.w)))‘zdl.’uc)‘aéwdw‘tiﬁe.,\;ﬂh:dw%jg

ns, *, ** not significant, significant at 5 and 1% level of probability respectively
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Figure 1) The effect of pea sowing dates on density of weeds
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Figure 2) The effect of pea sowing dates on dry weight of weeds
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Figure 3) The effect of sowing dates on yield loss of chickpea in different sowing dates
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ABSTRACT  This study was conducted to determine the amount of weed damages and to identify
dominant weed species in chickpea. The experiment carried out as factorial split plot based on randomized
complete block design with three replications at Kurdistan research station in 2012-2013. Three sowing dates
(autumn, waiting, spring) and five genotypes (ILC482, Azad, Arman, Pirouz and Kaka) assigned to main
plots as factorial and weed interference (weeding and no weeding) assigned to sub-plots. Results showed that
the abundance of weed species in autumn was more than waiting and spring sowing dates. Threehorn
bedstraw (Galium tricornutum) and greater bur parsley (Turgenia latifolia) in autumn sowing (turgenia
latifolia) were dominant but in waiting and spring sowing dates greater bur parsley and field bindweed
(convolvulus arvensis) dominated respectively. The most relative density

was belong to threehorn bedstraw in autumn sowing so that it had about ~Keywords:

half of the total relative importance of weed species. Threehorn bedstraw,  early planting
greater bur parsley and fieldbind interfere with chickpea harvest due to Galium tricornotum
morphological and growth characteristics. Improper management of weed, o interference
especially in spring sowing that crop with a lack of moisture is o late plating

encountered, can reduce chickpea yield drastically. o relative density
o Turgenia latifolia
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