FAVEYF amio ATAF (i (FFIF oot ents Al e csl3 GLS (63551 5udsST cimghy — sole 4523

90 CaiaS )3 FOF oy cladale )3 5,5has y 50 cocile 5105 0,90 Job i

=Y u-’SC)s Jlﬁ)—e 5“5)*9-“ b)“

oS

Sledo 5 Jparme sy anze fall 4 e e Gle ) Glow ojes elel 2 e sladile S
slacile 5l s)le laoygo 15U Godod Gl 13 09,5 o0 58 slacile 7S bt slaghs) 5l 00,0 ool
T Sue ) 5,0 slacile 25 slaoyg0 5 (2 slacale JolS 7S g @b 5l g 59, 70 9 ¥ V0) 550
390 FOF o) sladgle &)8 5 Shoe slizl g 0 Shoe () 0590 JS 50 S5 g 5 5l G 59, 70 5 ¥
VO o &dly 5y axly ool sl oRiils Sladow sac e ;0 VWAV el )5 Jlo jo (iolejl o, 18wy
a)i0 SIS & 3l Gl s B 2l LSS YL (Belas JolS slaSTol )b B )0 S 355 s yeekS
S 0 aiS o0 xSz )3 elag 18l 1SS Sl G 59, Vo U e lacale J3a5 g 55, 70 9 ¥ B
O3 oolege 59, Fr g e lom e Slacile JpuS g 58 slacdle J2I ¢ 5o, Ve jlaw i slacile (olos
b s 0 sile 3l cow L2alS oyl 5 amo e il ao,s VYO 5 YO XD FVIY o |, gl
559,V S e sladile JH Sjge 30l jalb olS I il sla it )0 55e ladile jpa> 090
JrsS ©ige 50 05 eanlin Sy g adle 5 55 (P 5 g 50 pRRL ad; 0y90 IS 30 50 sladile JSlas
JrS Syge 50 e dBle 5 0j9 9 I 09 el 1 (AU eles po el gy Pl am 5pe slacale
oS g8 Pl Sleogas 09 &3 Ble 5 59 Rl (LU wleg )3 Rl 55 59, T jlam e slacale
ey Vo slam e sladale 31 slajless 156 cos L Job 1285 )18 550 slacile 8 lajlos 136
do s YVIY 5 VYIS FVIF YRR i iay 59, £ 5 Fr 5l am 3o cladale Jou8 0 lacile J51 pos
S g 5m sbecile 21 lajles S50 L ale jlad ojlasl jo jlo gime (1alS a57 > jo auidly ralS
xS ol a2 o iy oy 2l @IS @ azg b (S 50 o esaline 59, £ 5l am e slacale
Foo Ve 0y50 Jsb yo 5m le g slaanse 2all 5 &5 alege adgs 5 08 2 50 sladile o jlus

e JyS &yd olS al,y sl 5,

5o sladale wuld) w3 wloge :goudS (51

O3l 395 e ool S13T olEiilS ¢33 pud a>lg (8559l 0USi1S <5 yp slaile J yuS g (o uwlicdh ool (swolicy S (g gl il -
farahvash@iaut.ac.ir (J g (500515 %) (5l ! 39y ¢ oDl 3T olKAS1S « 3y pi Aolg (65 yglieS” ouSitils easly) 09,5 ybobw! -
A¥/A0 bl o gyl
UF/AIY 1oy f )b

T

\ N

&7
®



b33 iS5 FOF o5, slabsle &8 5 Shas s 5, (slonile J5105 50 Jsbo - s 5 5 pee 1Y

(Kumar, 2005) iy ssm | ok o, wilsi oo
S 5m gladile S Gl oy 5l o]
slagts) sl e glacile o pae slaghs) nlo
loiSale 5,5 Sleds omo o Lialidl 1, el
slocile 7S Gl o0 5l (2T Oy y0 5
Sy 0,90 (LOrzadeh, 2011) ol o oS 5,0
@ dh Gl aibie ;o sl e glacale S
o ol lsr s Ol lulyd g e slacale g4
5 ! (Mahmoodi and Rahimi, 2009) ss 5
oS Wloges byl djlal et al., 2011) ), San
4 a2y oS L e dile Sy Sl 0)90
slacale ;b oS 5 o ol)5 olS Candy 5 b
5 52 sl a4 (Sl (FopS il e
S s 4 azg b ol Dglite Jame Lyl
JraS Sl 0,90 s aslllae ol 5l Gaw ool
g2 e dblate o sladsle &S sl 5 e slacile
g g olge

ac,i0 0 \WWAY —el)y Jw 0 el

5o ably 3 5 axly Ml ol JKiils Sladow
shls Jowe (ot Ll 5055 355 (6 yeghs VO
st saiEs 1Y 5 ar s ¥F pLilir Jyb
L Jlob aido b g am,o VA oldlin (o)
Sile il 0131 5L yo a5l e VYE glis )
Sl Sl ¢ wgmndaw a0 Ve a¥le gleo
Jlaz (Sl 5 wgmndw a0 V7 a¥ls sloo
S sl agades a0 VIV bl cloo
PH el o s YV amls ol eVl (S b
8 Lgio b oLl cosgima 4o dilaie LS
PV gl yo sladaxde LB )98 s g o)l
Szl Jme S ajm cyz 0l 0g2g LS
Slosl sl ae)ie galais 7 5l SIS aiged So )b
S )l olfinlojl 4 5 angd o il Y

doddlo

Sl Glnl 5o 2y OlS et 3l )3

s e o S plo g ludl s Gl aS
oealS Cal a1y O ode a5 else St
32 sbal Bl cul e sbale was o
ez gl 3 e sladle S5 od, e
30 @05 o 0,8les (g0, VYA ialS 4 e
Ol 2 ladile JyuS pae Bjg0 y0 &5 J>
Gy o sy YAIY 4 O o Slee oS
Jrss Slypu 0,50 (Ghanizadeh et al., 2010)
, &, (Pooryousef Myandoab et al., 2011)
S 5o gladale Colsy 4 ol adsl ol
&b 500 5,m ladile oo yie o 4 )8
(Larbi et al., 2013) cuisls walgss oS ol p
Sbl (Uremis et al, 2009) o San 5 (o,ss
algx b 5, glacale S @‘)?u 0,90 45 wuile
Wdged ()15 ebhme (nl pdiee Sl 058 5
SHd i e a9 0 dewl iSle a5
cle 5l gl aan O LY gl ac,i0 g 05d B pan
9 S D55 Sl 093 B 09d (5)leSS e
sl by, 5l ool colawl auie gals glp
cnlin 0,90 y0ged atin §» sleaale U8
55l ( L8 Slidos .l mgo 3,0 slacile S
50 slaile J8 S, 0,58 Sslise (slasll
@31y A aiusly ol 4y a5 Canl ooy las &y
S 50 ladale jeeb oy 5 (B, ©)a8
0,99 u...a.u ucs.»a} B (Ghan|zajeh et aj., 2010)
) gladoye sl e sladile Jpu5 Sl
o ol Al ely; olS 0y a5 0,5 slubs
el o5 ol oS gy e 5 evada,
Az e ol jo LS Wl oS sgame cplpls



FAY VWAE (i «F9)F 0,las ot b« oly5 LT 655)5s 58551 gy - sole i3 I

A lrome loadinn ;o g oad cuilsy S o
=3l esslol iz 5l e 3 Jasie olStyle]
J=do 9 40328 (s g plasl Lovosls (y09) Jlo 5
Slacs 6,5 o5lail 5l o] Caws a4 slassls g,k
Al plosl Mstate 1581 o 5 5l oolaswl b jlas o 50
gl 30 Sl ol 5l L e Silie s (sl
LSS moms 3 gy s ool aoys O Jlozs!
50,5 oolawl EXcel 38l o 5

aS oy lis ardllas 0,90 Olao il )lg 45
039 g gl Sl yo 550 slacile S8 Gl
W 0 S ool (Pb YL Sy oolows (PL 5
ghe o Gologe S U lesm 9 P sk
P oy Ble 5 o5s Slie )0 g ey o Jles
g Jlixl mhe o )lsgme S Pl Hhad 5 Sy
U e glale Ja8 gl cdly awspo
A8 5 Pl gy sboS p (55 Slae p 6)lo e
(¥ Jgoz) cuilas asle

G e Gl Slw awslio dig glas,l
ol lis jye glecale S Gl o8l Co )3
Som 59y Fr g ¥ lam e glacale J S oS
Jead bogsy Vool 5 glacale ol 5 cuidls
s 55y i) 5 51 50 (slacale JolS' J 8
o &S Jb o il ssnlin g)lo pae S
A o 31 e Juls s 55y 6l ) s b
U510 la )l el Cass 4 5y0 glacale LolS
oo sladile J3uS g 59, 70 sln 5e slacile
Wl 5o 1y el ol (i (2B 51 Gy 59,
oy £l e 9 ol )0 04,5 el ol b iy
aS 0g s gl VYO o WYY Cwog o4 Jub L
3 TVIY als 5, slacale JalS 58 4 o
cladale 3105 b Lo ol lis | gao s YFIY
Foslamsm sle e S g 59, Vo lom 5

o S pled 5 (Kb Condg oS 5l
Tl B o Gilejl nlad e ) Jgu 255
ol s ol S5 L olas JlS slacSsly
s e ¥ VA sl b S YE slaws b iales
Ao ding S5 Do 4 SO @3, 0 DS e
Jolgd g o il o @) m abold g 20 ¥ Job
08 Ao Kaer e Lo Ve laciug, 5,
YV Sl o o g OIS L S ) o alold
0)99 Sy 99 silojl jlad b a3 L o
I 5 s 5l 59y 7o BV o000 e Sl le
Fofe X Sradide a0l (g 5 (0 Juad
et Sl o (08 Jad S g 2 5l e 5,
5 e 5l oolal lilas s aladl cotls asis
s obe 3 V) Fl )0 s )S ady 5 g9z obxl
Ol Els Jme jo e lw Ve alolbay o)d
I8 o ) ol e alolh 4 oS plaandy
D )gmo A dliey (e SHlw B Ges o 9wl
W3 03liasl 3 yge o) i 4 BlS (5,5 aSis
515U sl plejls 31 T iy oS 05 Ly FOF
7200 O e 3 plisebl sl b agd sy
CtlS 5l iy aloliMl s eolital 3y e g0 o Jove
5o 50 F e sl i plasl bl (sl
Sl S sy Ve kol b om sl el 5 s
P ES kS VO plie 4y aife s 355 al ploxl
ado o 50 S ;5 0 SokS Fr il e g0 0 S
2P S o D jgo SIS o 0, FelS PO 5 il
Sy Sl ados LS a0 (S 7 ao e
Bi> 5l ey g slel ctls p Sldes Sojels 58
@,y jlase A slass (&, S e g ,lS slacass,
g cenly laa sl 3l e ¢ /0 BA> L gl
Y sla Sojlasl cgr &S e SIS
aalls &S 50 5y sladile 05 Jae oKiyles]
5| e 10 D 0l S 5l eoliiul Uy S sae



b3 S 0 FOF o5, clabsle 5,3 5 Slas s 5,0 (slocile S5 059 Jsb S -hoz b 5 5 paee #1¥

@5 sldile L5 7S 4 cans 1) &8 oYL
30 s o paS ol melS wsye YEIF e
U5l 5 o3 b @Vl S, sl
@S 5 9k i osaline 5o, P slaw e slacile
s 1y oy Pl 6 gloSy slasi Lo o
cladale 5105 gl Lo ol (2alS soys O o5
52 slecile JpuS s Jol 59, Frog Ve slom 550
L YL S slass 55 55, ¥ g Ve 5l o
SolS 0o, YAV 510 e X e |, o
oS b e 5 slhaale Bl (Y SKS) ol
LSy o wnld s Bk 5l LS Sl
9 «Racan and Swanton, 2001)sss co
Godle I3 &y ,o 4 sols ol b sy
JSas ladig 5l oYL glee S 0 oDl 5
Reid et <Fournier and Andrieu, 2000) 4.5 o
£80 sl sy (ol a0 Hha3 4y (@, 2014
Sl b ocwl 5 cladle oy 0 &
lodile 15105 b oyl pily onsl bl o eyl
Dgd o AwlS P YL oS olows 51 550
Coly cwyp opl p e j0 S oolow
3 Sl jo ) glo g Juals 5 slacale
O A o5 Gl (Jg 08 el )3 Wi
By Dglite asyie 0 5 gladdle jpa> Gl
e 5o &g 50 S ool o el o i
St ol )0 08 evalin e slecale JSlas
Slowd 4 Cad a5 vg dae VY &0 Wy Sy olaws
Loy TV Glie 2 50 glacile LS J s
ol e gladdle S5 jlasd 5l Guy o9 oS
0 sladile JpuS e 59, Vo jlan e slacile
59y 70 low e slacale S g 59, ¥ 5l o
D aigr o0 Sy oolass o 1y (2ol (liee G i
Shaw 5o glacale 25 glojless aings S el
579 59, Fr sl am e slacale 508 5, Ve

Ol & cd ity ) Jul b D)0 gy elis ] 5 5,
slocale |5 J 08 a4 s oo, YT 5 YA/0
O JSS8) ol rals 5,0
21858 ok g g gl 0 palS o it
Sl o aan g0 0 e slecale Cul, O g0
B8 yg] Cawsts ,8 Bl Gl e atas £ LGS
3 (Magsood et al., 1999) . Ken g Sgaie
P 5Rdle Sl 0y58 et sk 4 1) piales]
sl oy 0 45 Aidges sadlive g ools bl )3
g el sl 5 glacle JpuS Slou )90
as clls lai o csl sezg (pul b ogr aan Y0
Jolse & aiy 5p glocile S5 lon o
3 Sl s g 3l g ales e e
S learg el ioldl o siog oS cubls las
Gl ao ol b &3 oLE s, adsl Jolhe 4o
st S5 S gl oye0 ol 5l e g WBloe
,° 9 (Lukeba et al., 2013) cuils walgss Slas
556 0yes Gl 5l o e gladdle Sl A
Aol ails Wlg ad &3 Wiy glay )l Sl
awlie MW YL S e oluw
ooy i o Pl sV 5y sl (sl oSl
JrsS e po a8 ol plas e glacale Jyus
S Gyt oSy FY L e sladile LS
2l yo Jy cals 0g2g &5 Pl Vb 0 S
YL 0 656S Sy olass adllae 5,90 sla,les
YL I olaws o pieS 000,85 samlice &) PL
a5 sbale Bl 0 S YO L P
o slale S S 4 o a5 sl cws
IS e Gl pl 5l G 0 yeS oo TP
ly Gl Gliee cnidan 59, 7 5loam 58 ladile
Jlesd 0,8 el Pb YL oS olaws o
S slass 5o, P 5l am i e e S



£10 VWAE (i «F9)F 0,las ot b« oly5 LT 655)5s 58551 gy - sole i3 I

4 S &5 0 e (Sl VF )8 (PL sk jles
woys FVF Ol @ 5he gladile L5 s
Voslam e sleaale J3 sla e o S
J5sS 5 s, Brosham e gledale J S o,
y@nd b dsb 5 59, 70 5o 50 sladile
@ e 5 gldle LS S 4 S
JS2) sls zals as,s YVIY 5 YVIE YUY ol
G b PL ab, a5 Klooges o l35 pdde (Y
Sl SB35 Giers pax A dlaly Sal
Wlodges 5,155 laa=e .(Amjed Ali et al., 2013)
) 093 53 0590 (39 5l oo 5 Gl )8 &S
ol S s i 28 b b (S A oo o
) olS o) 0595 Jsbo 51 59, Vo Lo Wil o0 090
ST 50 6,90 opl (Butzen, 2013) ossi  Joli
slocale JyuS Gl 0)99 5l Gy 090 «Olinios
Abbaspour and Rezvani ) <l &, 58
5o Klodges yo,35 widze (Moghaddam, 2004
cmlin (20055 5 S 5oy mel Do
oeals Gul 4 e glacale J3las 5l Ll o lus
Slgo 5l yiogy S 8 sla S Lal,l o .l o0
500 slacile g ol)5 olS o) gl 5l 3,50 (2l
Obey 9 gl Codgame gahals g 0gd o0 alSY
3y Swyee 1B 5095 e sladile i Sl
5 d5dse S Yok jeaale ) le Sl s0y90
Slm o9 90 nl om Sloy alall 1Y
Sehss Sl o 5e gledle Lol
.(Abbaspour and Rezvani moghaddam, 2004)
JrsS 0)s0 30 Oisres sl Syge o nlple
Gals S0 Wlgige @5 P Job 5,0 lacile
OWSan 5 CasSand il ials (S o550
L a5 Woges o,l3¥ (Lindquist et al., 2010)
SRlS e sledile S5 090 Jsb il
5 el 3gd o0 odalive &) b Job )0 (57t

S g2 )3 Spolass 59, 7l am 58 lacile
iy 3, e JolS J oS @ el 1, &3
Sl jmals wsye YPIO o YYY FYI0 e w
SHd W 4o S oolaws jo malS e o S
59 70 5haw e glacale B les 4y bg s
A VWYF Wy sloF p olaws Jles ol jo 0
oS e sladale JolS oS 4 Cawd a5 oy
Pl sl les ol lis 1) sasye AN Lo
0 sladdle JyuS g 59, ¥e lan e slacile
G Camd |, O3 Wi 0 S polass 55 39, Ve 5law
9 VO (e 4 e 50 sladdle L5 o8
Ol b gwypm (V7 JS3) ols oS as o VPIY
6[.(&3).3 S Hy» slcale culd, a5 ol oolo
WS eo mped ) 0y abex 5l el lelS
aS o0 ol (Rajcan and Swanton, 2001)
Sl 1y e e g D)0 o Bl i
o0g obgS LJo a4 wl; adyl el 0 013K
omb ilslale 5 o8 e sdle slbwy
oLl yo ey walgs sezg LS o (oo OB,
5,3 YL el )l do a5 )8 olS gul) 0490
O g dalys S B3 L e slacale i,
s sladle 5 058 JBI op i al> e 90
Cble Jales 34>
b sloiniles amsli 13 S Job
ol e gladile JyuS8 oloy 53U con )8 (DL
39, ¥ooslaw e slecale 3l Gyge jo aS ol
Bl 59, Vo sl o 5,0 slacile S8 5 5, 7
plo s cel o3 L Job o 1) s)losime
Jsb 5 1y s sime 2lS aallle 550 o o
ceb gy glaale oS J 8 @ cans 8 PL
I Dyge o el Ol i s
Ol 50 00,8 cvaline Wl 0,90 4o 5y slacale



b33 iS5 FOF 13, slabsle 03 5 Shas s 5, slonile S5 )50 Jsbo S -Ghsz b 5 5 paee P18

sl j0eb ol loj S2dS L (Jy bl
Shoo (Rl as )50 )3 g> gU e 5l g e
ol ,o (Sarabi et al., 2011; Sarabi et al., 2013)
I3 a5 w05 daliv as)ie v )0 5 asdllas
520 59y 7r 5l o aeyie e 50 e slacile
5 (Shadlan et al., 2014) ) Sen 5 (VLG 59
32 slale oS als L oas woged ocvnlie
Ot sbdle Sas i 50 e GRIF
Oebize opl 0ghoe salin S SHL g Sy
32 sladile b adgl ol jo a5 aniils bl
a Ll JpuS pas 5 il 55 2Vl 0l e s
Dl8l e 50 slacale oleg ol

eor o e ey aede S (59
3 S VT Lo packe SUAS (s Olime G2 i
ol Cawd a4y al) 0,90 50 52 slacale 2l [Les
Loopacke Sas 0 ot oles cnl 5l om
59,70 3l e sladale J3uS e jo 05 VI
o 50 otk SS s (nyeS el Cussay
ol ooty 550 lacile Jol5 S Jlod )0 g e
Db G sbadle L5 S e 1
F slajles 4 Bt opaele SiS (5
S 959, Fe slam g 59, Ve sl o 558 lacile
S obesd aw Cnl e 092 59, Vo lam 550 glacale
S8 aels cawoay (g o pxe BT g LT las
(VY

4 axg by glale J5 Sls )9
S plege sl anslie jl Jol> mls
oo sleale JpS oley cod jre gladile 5
p5 PN L e sladale SaS oo (it
Ay oyg8 o e gledle Bl 4 Gl
Se 5 slacale S Jles oless cnl 5l G 0
52 sladile Sz (59 Ol 2y 59, 70
B 0 5m sbale 2w lo )l 5l e aszils

L aS woges 5,35 (Amiri et al., 2014) | Ken
dsb 3l e sledile J2I oj50 Job I
5 L ede atulS gd Ole 4 DL
sy, (Daniyaand Abdullahi, 2013) _Jlose
s 0,99 Jlos 4y iy 45 Wiy odmline allus g0
B FO (o P Job cio lp 50 gladile o8
el 59, 8

52 sladde 215 sla Lo 1055 SN Hla3
ey Froslom e sladile J3I5 g, Vel o
slacile JyuS e, 7o 5l w50 slacile Sl
Yoslom s glacale J5uS g 59, Ve 5l aw 50
A3 ke sledale oS S Lo b o,
dola L g il gylogime BT DU
S 5 glacale S8 g0l 090 )0 5ye slacile
S8 Pk e L) il el e, Pl
& Comnd D)3 Pyl jlacs 90 cnl jo 05 el
2oy WIB 5 Ve i ja j 0 gladile LS 8
Daniya and ) stdlae g Lils (0 JS8) 0 yeS
o1 s b kb o e (Abdollahi, 2013
sloale Jyu8 5 50 gladale Jo5 a8 les
R R S TTARB

osel Cuwoy @i gy gl SUS (39
slacile S8 loj cod (g5 gl Sas (3
b wgr> gl S ()9 cnybian 45 0o i 550
slajles @ Blaie o o )3 @) VI8 5 VAUV
slocale S 5 b 050 50 5,0 slacale ol
039 rweS aslllae (nl )5 w39 59, P05l G 52
slacile Jol5 J S jlos 99 50 (9,5 gl Sas
el Cewday 55, Pl e gladile J3lss 550
o oo gl 5 e B a0 Sl
by (7 JS8) Wb oo ialS ©)5 )0 59, 7o
lacile sl e cpyides a5 Conl eols ol
Bl 5l ;o 9 oS (gud) oys0 blsl o 5ye



7Y VWAF Gl «(FP)F o lads coid > 2ly5 HolS (65009 5:865T cidghy - sl &y i I

50 @amdi et al., 2010) ol Son 5 Jlox
oobegm Ho Glidl iy a5 Wisges cdwlin
g oS cul; 0,90 blgl 4 beye 50 slacale
Olme 3 Gologre el ey <3S L s
ol Cawd w5 slacale wleg il

Sl (& S dms

Slidn (swyp 2l @l @ 4y L S 0
25 gladile Sjlus Sl 655l Cur 3ph e
Wl slaanje halS 5 &)8 eleg oy 9 o)

Sl gy P 5lam e slacale S8 5wl 090
039 R 59y Vol 5o sladile S
S plazl s 4 | e shal Sis
JHI e, Vo shom e slacile J2las slalos
Sa 5y slacale 2105 ¢ 59)F e 5lam 550 gladile
A <59, Vol am e ladale s e
slocale Jol5 7S5 55, 7 5l om0 slacale
sl 1y e slacale Ss wloge (S 50
b5y slocale o) (lie (n i oo Hl3 &

Feoslam e sladile 2105 55 9 009 Jol 55, 7
AJSE) 0505 caslin o5 jecale wlogo o9,

Gyd ol ol Jol 5o, P IV by e e
ogd J 7S

Olalojl oo S o350 528 Sloogas —) Jgux
Table 1- Soil physico-chemical properties of experimental site
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- i ~ 0595 JB yaud Ly X
S s 5 Slgo Sy O s G o o o) L
EC ebal s OC. p K Sand gt Clay .
T.N (%) . . Soil texture
(as/m) PH  owps (%) available available
TNV mgkg? mgkg?
1.84 787 1725 224 0215 5322 194 67% 21% 12% o !
Sandy loam
Sy8 50 gy 8550 Slao il lg 4528 =Y Joue
Table 2- Analysis of variance for measured characteristics of maize
I JVRIREY o ol
2 9lasd ISl ks
NN ~
SR spewy SEEE gy SRR T b
i @l @il Height of 0.0 No. of Length of : Total
SOV df bush upper ¢ ear Diameter ) omass
it . leavesof  '€VESO of ear
ear bush
AN 2 56.568 0.024 0.112 9.665 0.042 0.009
Replication
spile J A5 090 7 2250.088**  2.533**  10.421**  65.541** 0.351* 0.048**
Weed control time
o> 14 95.849 0.027 0.127 9.832 0.092 0.01
Error
Ol 7.02 342 3.75 159 8.1 15.66
CV (%)

Aoy S g ey sl mha (o s s g jlo s e S 5 A g%, NS
ns: non significant * and ** significant at 5% and 1% probability level, respectively
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Table 2-Continued
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et @l o  Diameter Fresh , PomeR Siebgs b
SO.V. ¢l of stem weight of Fresh weight Fre§1 Fresh weight of ear+
df. leaf of stem + weight of coat
tassel ear coat
el 2 0.272 0 0.003 0.001 0.002
Replication
iople S 0y90 7 0.813™ 0.0004* 0.011* 0.001™ 0.009**
Weed control time
s 14 0.459 0.00014 0.003 0.0004 0.001
Error
Sl o pd 30.23 18.84 2053 26.34 1255
CV (%)

0,0 Sy gty gy Jleisl e 10l pixe g lo ciee yuf oS 4 s o %, NS
ns: non significant * and ** significant at 5% and 1% probability level, respectively
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Table 3- Variance analysis of understudy traitsin weeds

9> gl S (39 oy dolw SLiS (439 sbdile J5 i pwloga
¥ gl df. Dry weight of Dry weight of i
SO.V. @ol3l az o Amaranthus Chenopudium album Total dry biomass of
retroflexus weeds
A 2 2.418 4.375 4.118
Replication
)’mu.l.c J).HS g.)’é 7 97.226** 69.039** 710.989**
Weed control time
g 14 4,75 2.696 8.483
Error
O g g 18.28 14.3 8.15
CV (%)

o0 Sy gty gy Jleisl mhaw jo o pxe g I cixe e oS 4 s o %, NS
ns: non significant * and ** significant at 5% and 1% probability level, respectively
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Figure 1- Mean comparison for height means of bush affected by different times of weeds control
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Abstract

Controling weeds at their critical periods of growth leads to low production costs and
injurious effects of using chemical weed controling methods. In this experiment we studied
the timinig effects of weed control (interference of weeds after 20, 40 and 60 days and
complete control of weeds) and weed interference periods for 20, 40 and 60 days after
planting and complete interference) on growth and yield of forage maize CV. 454. The
experiment was conducted incomplete randomized blocks design with three replications at the
Research Farm of Islamic Azad University of Tabriz Branch in 2013. According to the
results, maintenaning the farm for 40 and 60 days under weed interference after 20 days
prevented reduction of maize biomass, while weeds interference after 20 days, weed
interference and controling weeds after 40 and 60 days resulted in 41.2%, 35%, 25% and
32.5% reduction of forage maize biomass, respectively. Reduction in fresh weight of corn and
fresh weight of leaf and stem were also observed due to interference of weeds after 20 days. If
weeds are controlled after 60 days, reduction of corn weight and fresh weight of stem will
also results in reduction of biomass. Also, if weeds are controlled after 40 days, stem fresh
weight of maize will result in biomass reduction. Corn traits were affected by weeds control
treatments. Being affected by treatments of weeds interference after 20 days, weeds non-
interference, controlling weeds after 40 and 60 days, the height of corn was reduced by
29.9%, 41.4%, 27.6% and 37.2%, respectively. The stem diameter demonstrated a significant
reduction, although it was only affected by treatments of weeds interference and weeds
control after 60 days. Based on the results of this study, it may be suggested that controling
weeds during initial 20-60 days of maize growth would prevent the undesirable effect of
weeds on growth, production and biomass production of maize and also results in production
costs.
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