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Fig. 1- A) Fresh weight of sweet basil in thefirst and second harvest, B) dry weight of sweet basil in first and second har vest
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Fig. 2- Total dry weight (g.m™) of sweet basil obtained of thefirst and second harvest in different treatments and under of

weed control and weed free.
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* Means with at least one similar letter, are not significant different (p<0.05) based on LSD test.
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Fig. 3- A) Leaf percent of dry mater obtained from thefirst and second harvest of sweet basil in different treatments, B) Stem
percent of dry mater obtained from the first and second harvest of sweet basil in different treatmentsand under of weed

control and weed free.
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Fig. 4- Leaf to stem ratio of dry mater obtained of first and second harvest of sweet basil in different treatments and under of
weed control and weed free
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* Means with at least one similar letter, are not significant different (p<0.05) based on LSD test.
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Fig. 5 A) Oil percent obtained from the second harvest of sweet basil in different treatments, B) Oil yield (kg/ha) obtained
from the second har vest of sweet basil in different treatments.
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Table2- Yield and Yield components of bean in different treatmentswith and without weeds
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Table3- Land equivalent ratio and relative yield of bean and sweet basil in different treatments.
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* Means of each row with at least one similar letter, are not significant different (p<0.05) based on LSD test.
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* Means with at least one similar letter, are not significant different (p<0.05) based on LSD test.
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