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Table 1- Analysis of variance for final height and also peak Leaf Area Index (LAI), dry matter accumulation and crop
growth rate (CGR) in intercropping with additive and replacement series for hemp and sesame

L e e L Suis 0dle gosi (34 olS ud, cs
Boabe M s £ S sl Dr matieru’w Cro )rowi:
ks e Final height Leaf Area IndeXmay y mat PY
Change 1 accumulationyay ratemax
resources DF ailaals s PHRE S PHRE e S alaals a8
Hemp Sesame Hemp Sesame Hemp Sesame Hemp Sesame
1<
éé: 2 100.35 4.072 0.04 0.016 234.00 4689.00 10.20 9.20
L&J Aok Aok Aok ek Aok ok ok
T) “t 5 111.21" 17.554 0.99 0.525 18802.00 114241.00 1435.90 172.75
reat.
s
10 82.60 2.33 0.03 0.094 1369.00 4335.00 1.00 0.95
Error
& 17 - - - - - - - -
Total

o)V Jlinl waw )3 I3 e g (Sme (2 G A g yns
™ and ** are non- significant and significantly at 0=0.01, respectively.

7Y 0 cilaaldl /Y0 g S 7V0) (S) woxiS g (H) ailualid oo 350l g (o581 bgleo CudS Glies (5 )low 31 (paileo dus o —F Jgu

(2lod LT g (LA CuiS g ailualld 70« 5 usS 7Y v e dilaald 7Y e e g usuS 70+ iluald 70+ g uzuS 70+ cailual /Y0 5 uxS
Jgpasu diy G pw 5STas g Sis 03l 2ood pwSTas (S mhaw ad Ll 2SS Tas

Table2- Comparison of means for final height and also peak LAI, dry matter accumulationy,,x and CGR . in intercropping

with additive and replacement series for hemp (H) and sesame (S) (75%S+ 25%H, 25%S+ 75%H, 50%S+ 50%H, 50%S+
100%H and sesame and hemp monoculture)
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Fig. 1- The effect of intercropping with additive and replacement series for hemp (H) and sesame (S) (75%S+ 25%H, 25%S+
75%H, 50%S+ 50%H, 50%S+ 100%H and sesame and hemp monoculture) on the their height (Cm) trend
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Fig. 2- The effect of intercropping with additive and replacement series for hemp (H) and sesame (S) (75%S+ 25%H, 25%S+
75%H, 50%S+ 50%H, 50%S+ 100%H and sesame and hemp monoculture) on the their LAI trend
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Fig. 3- The effect of intercropping with additive and replacement series for hemp (H) and sesame (S) (75%S+ 25%H, 25%S+
75%H, 50%S+ 50%H, 50%S+ 100%H and sesame and hemp monoculture) on the their dry matter accumulation (g.m?)
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Fig. 4- The effect of intercropping with additive and replacement series for hemp (H) and sesame (S) (75%S+ 25%H, 25%S+
75%H, 50%S+ 50%H, 50%S+ 100%H and sesame and hemp monoculture) on the their crop growth rate (g.m?2day™)
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