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Table 1- Physical and chemical properties of soil test site
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Fig. 1- Variation the minimum, maximum and average temperatures during the safflower growing season (2008-2009)
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Table 2- Analysis of variance (sum of squares) for yield and yield components of safflower under weed free and weed infested
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Table 3- Means comparison of yield and yield components of safflower under weed-free and weed-infested treatments
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* Means with same letters for each column have not significantly different at a=5% probability level based on Duncan's Multiple Range.
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Table 4- Analysis of variance (sum of squares) for dry weight of weeds in weed free treatments
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Table 5- Means comparison of dry weight of weeds (g.m™) at end of the season in weed free treatments
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* Means with same letters for each column have not significantly different at 0=5% probability level based on Duncan's Multiple
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Table 6- Analysis of variance (sum of squares) from analysis of variance for dry weight of weeds in weed-infested treatments
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(122
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ns, * and ** are non-significant and significant at 5 and 1% probability levels, respectively.
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Table 7- Means comparison of dry weight of weeds (g.m-?) at during growing season of safflower in weed-infested treatments
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* Means with same letters for each column have not significantly different at a=5% probability level based on Duncan's Multiple

Range.
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Fig. 2 _ Relationship between free period of weed interference and weed dry weight
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Table 8- Growth stages of safflower based on days after planting (DAP)
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Fig. 3- Critical period of weed control in safflower in Yasouj region during 2008-2009
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Table 9- Parameters of Gompertz and Logistic equation estimated with standard deviation and correlation coefficients
Logistic equation y=((1/(a*exp(b*(x-c))+d))+((d-1)/d))*100 S alslso
d c b A R’ SE p
0.427 268.081 0.014 0.124 0.974 4.388 <0.001

Gompertz equation y=a*exp(-b*exp(-c*x)) 3 yol5 dlslxo
c b A R’ SE p
0.024 6.336  96.500 0.990 2.811 <0.001
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