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Table 1- Analysis of variance (mean of squares) for grain yield and biological yield of lentil in different patterns in
intercropping of lentil and cumin
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Fig. 1- Effect of different intercropping patterns of lentil and cumin on grain and biological yield of lentil
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1: Monoculture of lentil, 2: Replacement intercropping, 3: Row intercropping, 4: Strip intercropping with two row lentil and one row
cumin, 5: Strip intercropping with three row lentil and one row cumin, 6: Strip intercropping with four row lentil and two row cumin,
7: Strip intercropping with six row lentil and two row cumin.
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# Means with different letters in each shape are significantly different based on Duncan’s multiple range test P<0.05.
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Table 1- Analysis of variance (mean of squares) for grain yield, biological yield, essential oil percentage and essential oil yield
of cumin in different patterns in intercropping of lentil and cumin
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Fig. 2- The effect of different intercropping patterns of lentil and cumin on the grain and biological yield of cumin
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1: Monoculture of lentil, 2: Replacement intercropping, 3: Row intercropping, 4: Strip intercropping with two row lentil and one row

cumin, 5: Strip intercropping with three row lentil and one row cumin, 6: Strip intercropping with four row lentil and two row cumin,
7: Strip intercropping with six row lentil and two row cumin.
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Means with different letters in each shape are significantly different based on Duncan’s multiple range test p<0.05.
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Fig. 3— The effect of different intercropping patterns of lentil and cumin on essential oil percentage and essential oil yield of

cumin
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1: Monoculture of lentil, 2: Replacement intercropping, 3: Row intercropping, 4: Strip intercropping with two row lentil and one row
cumin, 5: Strip intercropping with three row lentil and one row cumin, 6: Strip intercropping with four row lentil and two row cumin, 7:
Strip intercropping with six row lentil and two row cumin.
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Means with different letters in each shape are significantly different based on Duncan’s multiple range test p<0.05.
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Fig. 4- The effect of different intercropping patterns of lentil and cumin on partial land equivalent ratio
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1: Monoculture of lentil, 2: Replacement intercropping, 3: Row intercropping, 4: Strip intercropping with two row lentil and one row

cumin, 5: Strip intercropping with three row lentil and one row cumin, 6: Strip intercropping with four row lentil and two row cumin,
7: Strip intercropping with six row lentil and two row cumin.
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Fig. 5- The effect of different intercropping patterns of lentil and cumin on land equivalent ratio
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1: Monoculture of lentil, 2: Replacement intercropping, 3: Row intercropping, 4: Strip intercropping with two row lentil and one row

cumin, 5: Strip intercropping with three row lentil and one row cumin, 6: Strip intercropping with four row lentil and two row cumin,
7: Strip intercropping with six row lentil and two row cumin.
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