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Table 1- Soil characteristics of experimental location
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1- Relative Yield
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Table 2- Analysis of variance for morphological traits, yield and yield components of sunflower in an intercropping system
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Fig. 1- Effect of intercropping pattern on leaf number per plant of sunflower (Sun=Sunflower; Soy=Soybean)
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The means with different letters indicate the significant difference based on Duncan test (p<0.05).
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Fig. 2- Effect of intercropping pattern on head diameter of sunflower (Sun=Sunflower; Soy=Soybean)
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The means with different letters indicate the significant difference based on Duncan test (p<0.05).
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Fig. 3- Effect of intercropping pattern on grain number per head of sunflower (Sun=Sunflower; Soy=Soybean)
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The means with different letters indicate the significant difference based on Duncan test (p<0.05).
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The means with different letters indicate the significant difference based on Duncan test (p<0.05).
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The means with different letters indicate the significant difference based on Duncan test (p<0.05).
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