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Table 1- Experimental treatments as maize and faba bean densities

Er PP ORI e e YL ST

W loTreatments Maize density Faba bean density
(plants.m?) (plant.m?)
(Monocropped maize) > Lalls couss 6 0
Monocropped maize (&)
Monocropped maize (a,) 7 0
M onocropped maize (ag)
( Monocropped faba bean) Msl, a8 cois 8 0
M onocropped faba bean (b,) 0 30
M onocropped faba bean (b,) 0 40
M onocropped faba bean (bs)
intercropping bylse c.uis 0 50
intercropping (a1b;) 6 30
intercropping (a;by) 6 40
intercropping (a;bz) 6 50
intercropping (&:b,) 7 30
intercropping (a.by) 7 40
intercropping (&:bs) 7 50
intercropping (asb;) 8 30
intercropping (ashy) 8 40
intercropping (asbs) 8 50

€55 Al CulS ol o 41 YBL g @3 blsw CulS 13 )3 b5yl )90 SIS 29 byl 41525 -2 Jgoa
Table2- Analysis of variance for measured traits of sole and inter crop maize at different maize and faba bean densities.

(M9) @iz po (uSlo

Sl e ool 2> gl Gasl

2B S5 sl

g P ey Sl pasls

SO.V df Chlorophyll index Canopy temperature Light interception L eaf areaindex
S 2 0.591 0.004 9.800 50906.652
Replication
ot 14 98.008™ 9.144" 569.533" 734267.533"
Treatment
s 28 0.838 0.090 10.276 8017.502
Error
0,
v () 11.99 9.32 23.53 33.21

Aoyd 1 Jleis] gdaws 45 5l L;'.m**
is significant at p<0.01. **
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Fig. 1- Leaf area index of maize and faba bean at the different inter cr opping treatments
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bs, baand bs: 30, 40 and 50 faba bean plants per nf, respectively. as, a: and as: 6, 7 and 8 maize plants per m?, respectively.
Means with a same | etter are not significant different (p<0.01) based on Duncan test.
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Fig. 2- Lightinter ception of maize and faba bean at the different inter cropping treatments
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by, by andbs: 30, 40 and 50 faba bean plants per n?, respectively. & a: and as: 6, 7 and 8 maize plants per nm?, respectively.
Means with a same | etter are not significant different (p<0.01) based on Duncan test.
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by, b, and bs: 30, 40 and 50 faba bean plants per m?, respectively. &, a: and ag: 6, 7 and 8 maize plarts per m?, respectively.
Means with a same | etter are not significant different (p<0.01) based on Duncan test.
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Fig. 4- Chlorophyi index of maize and faba bean at the different inter cropping treatments
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by, bpand bs: 30, 40 and 50 faba bean plants per n?, respectively. ay, a: and as: 6, 7 and 8 maize plants per m?, respectively.
Means with a same | etter are not significant different (p<0.01) based on Duncan test.
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Lo Treatment Maize (RY) Faba bean (RY) LER
sl Treatments 55 Lgpd 3yShos YBU (e 2,5os 05 Sl o
(@b) 0.74 117 191
(@b 0.78 119 197
(aby) 0.78 119 197
(@bhy) 0.63 119 1.82
(@h) 0.63 1.10 173
(@by) 0.65 0.78 143
(ashy) 0.64 058 122
(ashy) 0.64 058 122
(shy) 0.64 0.7 1.34
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by, byandbs: 30, 40 and 50 faba bean plants per n, respectively. & a: and as: 6, 7 and 8 maize plants per n?, respectively.
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