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Table 1- Analysis of variance for Soybean under different planting arrangements
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Table 2- Analysis of variance for Marygold under different planting arrangements
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Fig. 1- Comparsion of the dry inflorescences yield of Marygold intercropping and sole cropping
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Dissimilar letters indicate significant differences at the 5% level according to Duncan’s test.
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Dissimilar letters indicate significant differences at the 5% level according to Duncan’s test.
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