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Fig. 1- Effect of rotation crop type in 4" year on functional groups of weed seed bank
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There are no significant differences between averageswith similar overlap range for each crop according to slandard error.
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Fig. 2- Effect of rotation crop typeand Stellaria media in soil samplesof 4" year on the seed number s Senecio vulgaris
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There are no significant differences between averageswith similar overlap range for each crop according to stlandard error.
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There are no significant differences between averageswith similar overlap range for each crop according to slandard error.
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There are no significant differences between averages with similar overlap range for each crop according to standard error.
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