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Fig. 1- Mean comparison of interaction effects of companion crops x sowing date on corn height
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* Means, For each planting date, followed by similar letter are not significantly different at the 1% probability level- using Duncan’s
Multiple Range Test.
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Fig. 2- mean comparison of interaction effects of companion crops x sowing date on biomass of weeds
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* Means, for each planting date, followed by similar letter are not significantly different at the 5% probability level- using Duncan’s
Multiple Range Test.

2912 9 (b GBLS 5 ©5)3 Sy Bl (le -V g
Table 2- Means of corn leaves number affected by cover and medicinal plants
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* Means with similar letters are not significantly different at the 5% probability level- using Duncan’s Multiple Range Test.

©yd CulS 1 aar 59590 9 plojer Slaglej ;3 )3 )5 S dlaad ol 5l (Kb dulio - Jou
Table 3- Means of number corn leaves in times synchronic and 15 days after corn cultivation
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*Means with similar letters are not significantly different at the 5% probability level- using Duncan’s Multiple Range Test.
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Fig. 3- Correlation between grain yield of corn and weeds biomass
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*Means, for each planting date, followed by similar letter are not significantly different at the 1% probability level- using Duncan’s
Multiple Range Test.
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