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Table 1- Expences of cotton weed control (Rial)
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Water & seed & Labor Seed bed  Harvestin ot
property  fertilizer 9  Treatment Sum
application (Million
Rials)
e O 6000000 332000 1420000 700000 1867800 1600000 11.92
Weeding
o 6000000 332000 1420000 700000 2169000 150000 10.77
Harrowing
Bﬁ?kl’; 9 6000000 332000 1420000 700000 1477200 1063000 10.97
G2 s 52 6000000 332000 1420000 700000 1892400 2400000 12.74
Two times weeding
O O 6000000 332000 1420000 700000 1892400 1750000 12.09
Weeding+ Harrowing
‘;‘A}U.’” T 0y 6000000 332000 1420000 700000 2169000 2663000 13.28
Weeding+ Burning
LA 6000000 332000 1420000 700000 2200200 3000000 10.85
Harrowing + Harrowing
G O OR 6000000 332000 1420000 700000 2261400 950000 11.64
Harrowing + Weeding
‘;‘Afb’“ ot 6000000 332000 1420000 700000 1353600 1213000 11.01
Harrowing + Burning
R )
Weeding+ Harrowing+ 6000000 332000 1420000 700000 2430600 2813000 13.66
Burning
S S 6000000 332000 1420000 700000 2452200 3200000 14.01
Weed free
- 6000000 332000 1420000 700000 1322800 - 9.78
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Table 2- Observed weeds in this experiment
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. L Growth
Persian name Scientific name -
period
s gy b Amaranthus viridis
ol (520 Solanum nigrum AL,
oy dolu Chenopodium album Annual
b 5 Alhagi pseudalhagi
e S Convolvolus arvensis
b S Glechoma hederace
. . Aot
Ol 4l Sophora alopecuroides :
. . Perennial
A Prosopis stephaniana
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Fig. 1- Weeds biomass in studied treatments
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Fig. 2- Weeds density per m?in studied plots
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Table 3- Mean comparisons of investigated treatments
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Plant (no.plant™) 20 Boll Weight 20 Boll Cottn lint Cottn lint Cottn lint
Height(cm) Boll (9) (9) (g.plant™) (Kg.ha®)
I 64.87b 11.87abc 166.5 abc 125.7ab 56h 3113bcd
Weeding
R 63.10b 11.60abc 165.2abc 124.3ab 63f 3615ab
Harrowing
O“"'?“’ 63.40hc 10.73bc 167.4abc 124.9ab 58g 2462cde
Burning
e Oy 92 63.13bc 16.73a 171.6ab 131.7a 85a 3154hc
Two times weeding
AT Oy 63.47bc 13.53abc 176.2a 133.4a 67e 3154bc
Weeding+ Harrowing
Oligert (e g 65.73a 14.00abc 172.9a 131.0a 78¢ 3615ab
Weeding+ Burning
il 65.07ab 11.53abc 151.9bc 133.4a 81b 3667ab
Harrowing + Harrowing
2 OO 63.07b 14.20abc 165.7abc 125.8ab 73d 3769ab
Harrowing + Weeding
oligtons 65.33a 12.67abc 170.8ab 128.6ab 65f 2256de
Harrowing + Burning
O gt oyt s> (g
Weeding+ Harrowing+ 66.47a 15.53ab 174.4a 130.9a 75d 4051a
Burning
J S8 68.00a 14.20abc 174.2a 132.6a 83a 4087a
Weed free
aald 59.13¢ 9.40c 149.6¢ 113.7b 50i 1923e
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* Means with minimum one same letters aren't significantly different at 5% base on Duncan test
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Fig. 3- Comparison of costs , net & gross incomes among investigated treatments
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