Yol
AU Mg g gy 4l
ALY c'o)l{,? a)lo.:: ‘Mﬂ w».:.c.\b.
H-vY

http://jopp.gau.ac.ir
DOI: 10.22069/jopp.2019.15303.2374

(Sesamum indicum 1.) 0565 & Shos 51321 9 8 JShos 9 laidi iliseo sailobw (g 105 ili
3P Suils b ol pas g by Tl e 5o

"salas hlaias 5 (lisie ) 0 5 pas S Lea
Ol il el ke a5 (53,318 pke oSy el 05 8 il it IS Sgmidls’
Olal sl (ol b b 5 (555LS o sle oKl sl 5 058 ils”
Ol b el b b 5 5303LES ke oKty (liiS Lt 05 8 St
VYA Y7005 5y sl AYAV/H8/00 1 2dly s s

s

Sheslisal 2L s Jams 53 0315 slml ed Ailg o ey sl Sales b oIL (6555lS 1 5 anle
Lol Guan b JI glas S 5,8 (87) 5,5 e2lp 0Ll sl 1y S oYk (oo wwes 5 das I e
SIS a8 o e OLS Dl A5 5s 5 Ses 5 kS Rl Corge pland Gl S G me s da-dle LB LalS
slge s VU s 5 sy deons Rl Jow & 555 00 sleda 0 3 (15 655LES 53 e sl 5 ) 4l DLLS
il gbaaileler LUl sskea (iass cpl oplaly 55 e eslitul Cos 5 5ols (ol gle oS dis 5 OlansS] 2T
A el e slacile L oo pde 5 o) Ll b s doS s Shee Gl 53 S 5 ey 5 Jlwdis

Gl rek mlio 5 (3558 e s Liash s Aisel assie 53 TAE Dl s sl Ll i g, g sl
5 s oS sl ol el a8 Ll DUSS A s el JelS Sk b B s edds 2 gl S o) son
e sraS 05 558 355 il 35S 1 Jal (6355 b o3 Jolo 5 (s 5 50 e (So 0 s 53 53) 50 slacile
3008l gl 355 (s 355 S S s (et 35S F SIS 35S (G 35S+ (#1338 a0
0350w 5 oSIF S 5 Shas Gl 55 Shes el (BT pl 05 s p 2se Slio S S ks dals

D U, el amen 5 58 slads

355 5 s 355 A e 53 GKa L3 p S S YARY) e sl 5wl 3 Shes o 5VL oS sls 0L il slaadly
lacdle b ol Qo med 355 5 SomsaS oo (RS Dlad 5o (s £8) ol y (2l 0 VL (izmen 5 2
O 3 S adalin s glacile LB, Ll s s 5 ald Jles s s Ses o 508 S s sl edalie s
o 03 33 O ) (ol pme IVl Sled 4y o O mle Ao 5a glacile s gcms s S
DAV 658 558 s e slacile L il e QUL B 5l aS sl Ol mls (AWE) i) Joos Ul
St bobed ple @ Cand 35 02 85 (6555 355 L oS S i B Dpd8 sl | e e b cils) oIS

.;bu,i;il)-.élj-cjb&G)Q)B‘J@Segaﬂpoaﬁ\ﬂ{l{uaﬁﬂJﬁ)lS%;JJxS;}S)'\Jg«SMoMLi»;uﬁ

fa_zaefarian@yahoo.com :43\ J e

1



YA (£) 5,05 (T1) o (ALS i (5la gy &

WLM}SMLgﬁf)ngaSQ,\_éjf«;r_::.}dﬁw\@\j@ﬂjﬁwljlybgug:t:wll_.»ia.llgj)a :6;4’.".;

SV garms 655 cpl Sk 5 Wl A5 gl el B W0 mes s S AS e a8 b 5 e

OV lisey Sldo 5 Jasme gla S5
S eas el oblS s Sl Sl Co g
Sledls 2als (St odd gheul s slAs
phe rimer 5 SB (S Slo a5
Lib o NPK lacd slas S 5 (gdiesy 55
b Skl bl ) fals gl cnl b (U
Sl el el & 55 eslinad slaeslg
Sdasls 53 ($35slS slaella (ilL & oS ad
Oan 5 A6 Luly red 53 350 e 3
l.i)<=Le.J .,\.}b.?&a L;a\.s 3,545 L5 S u:“)bi (Y+\Y)
eamen 5 olS 5L s, 035 5l ol s
5kl el 58 1 Gdhe sy pole 5 woly s
Soi e olS Gladss 5L el el
350 S el s bt (b Dlo e
b o5 s I ebeasS 3,008 e (1)
ol cel (Solanum  retroflexum Dun.)
SbaaS 2,08 4 Cud el o35l
5 sl ss ol b rman () w0 olers
LS o 5 ol o sl il s xes
(Foeniculum vulgare Mill.) «Uj3l, sl
wlie Jiags 55 (Y0) Conl ol 5158 Sls sms
(Ocimum basilicum L.) O, oS (3, «
S 3pnS 253535 S50 Sl w255 )50
gl s oA slaas Ll slaas ulssl js £ e S
gl o elddlesl lajles ple 4 cod oS

KEADIFYRCHU]

)

sl e

358 (s 355 oS (A, S5 sublS (sloo Sl
EVRT
adad 3 bl godes slse Sl s s 5 lace s,
b Lo Dleday Oy Sle 5 St s Gl 5 0L
5 Sl QL Sl 250 2 5 F s el e
Lo AS lapsy Obe cpl 53 5 o35 OlalS
Helianthus ) 0\s Xl (Glycine max L.)
5 (Sesamum indicum L.) s=S (annuus L.
Lls Jsas (Carthamus tinctorius L.) A8
o gl oo el Bl ool slis Doy
5 Oldl Sl ooy 5o b gy Jolad 53 jege
YY) 55l O JJJ:“LS Sldde J'LA\S
Ll s 5 2ol SLLS dax 5l s
Slaosis g e s Wl Gl S Olgea &S
U"’u G ma gh o odlimal ply 5wl sl
PRt R PRS- SR SIS
05 b g ke s liS G 38 S Olpea dS )
SEao opl ol 38 B ao e bl slalis
S o 5 bl 03 sy o s Ol e
(A ol ok it by Jgemmen 1 55 bl ]
Gladls jogara ol SLlS CuiS 5 oS
S ol sboss ol ssd b b,
Dl Sl St (01 Wil e ule
Disr omb pobe slls T slse 35S L
GlassS b 3l 05558 el ol ol €(0) il e
elinal Wil o oo ) 5 ST bt
sl pedle (pled Glass A= 5l A



O 5 (o005 L

ol ol 0 1 PR8Il s Lo e ) e
Tl 53 53) 5 glacds 5 el oS b,
355 b 2B Jole 5 (s 5 58 e 3
0) F5S 35S (LS s 5 Er) als 58 el
555 (OLSe J3 (5 0) S gnS oy (LS [y 5
555 S 5o ke V) (US55 s
Ak 00) e 058+ GBS 5o (5 Y1) el
sS4 G 53 o5 /Y0) 548 35 (S s
Y/0) RIWPWAR Y (G s JMJL;M 0+) ey
Obsa 55 e 00) (pay 555 + OS5 5
pte) Aals 5 LS 53 S Vo) oyl ol 558
i |l S5 a5 4 il s (555 5 e

i gl s gsleesll Sllas plosil 3 3
Fole Cands 5 S 8l e shen bl
I ol s S dE s Susm Sle gl Il
LS eamer 5 ) Jadr g asppe S o4 es
el odalin LB Y Jadr 53 eslixal 550 slas S

ibusslel 5 (53,58 Slles ol 51 day
Lo sbml 5 (e Yxt slal) o S e
Aol ad plnil D5 a5y el 00wl
o Aol 5 e Sle 00 ol 4 e 5l L S
CulS Slles s 4 $ L s g S LSS e
V=Y Ges 02 5 fwd Dogen wlellens)l
A el S (s e 5L

Sloolls 3 Lol wlse 31 S 5 slacile

osba s J2S sy LS AL e ol
Ol iuslis Sl g J2als 5 a3 v gie
By Sl @ e $iasliS slaalle 1 s 1
ool 3 als e ols DWLS L s slacils
s Ol Ll de Sl e glacale &y e
S S ete ) S by A
151 Il 5555l 5o oS Wil e ols slaslele
S T o ST S R
Singl alad BT e s S gl
S s bk e Jpax BB el elS
s Shes Ll s s Olaile 53 0320
23 o glacdle Ll Sy e el 5 G b S
Rl S G )L aosliS Slaal i
(s SsS Adls 1 sl e bS]
CSS el e Sl ket 5
53 deS olS s S Il by s oles

A \J"\)JA LSLA_.LLO))AA;- 6.1.9))}\.5} QLU

g, 9 dlge
2 eddaF g S Spson SRl
5 sl a5 hslas JlS Sl e
b ol rmb e 5 gioslaS oKl L2ags
Jsb 5 sk ai3s Y75 Y80 Uae e

V0 Pl 5 B sV e 0Y0 Ll i

S pberd 5 (S5 Oleo g Sl S Jodr
Table 1. Some of the soil physical and chemical properties.
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Table 2. Some of the chemical properties of organic fertilizers used in experiment.
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1- Competitive Index
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Table 3. Effect of different fertilizer sources on weed density and weed biomass in two stage of sampling.

(rre 53 85 58 e (S15

Weed dry weigh (g m™) Weed density (g m™) Sl
Y 4J>f \ 4J>f Y 4-1?]‘ \ 4J>f Treatment
Stage 2 Stage 1 Stage 2 Stage 1
69.33% 121.33% 20¢ 37.33% i
Bio-fertilizer
77.33¢ 202.66™ 37.33% 48" S s
Vermicompost
|
141.33° 216° 4133 50 o258
Manure
114.66° 166.66° 36% 42,66 SAsS 28
Pigeon manure
164° 193.33° 73.33° 54.66™ Sl
Chemical NPK
S X Jab
153.33%® 205.33® 42.66" 64° ) -
Manure x Bio-fertilizer
150.66™ 129.33¢ 4933 48" G X S 05
Vermicompost x Bio-fertilizer
74.66° 126.66" 32 3733 S XSS
Pigeon manure x Bio-fertilizer
Jals
57.33¢ 109.33¢ 18.66° 32¢
Control
*k *k *k *k 6)‘%;?’-‘ Cla_w
W) Dl S o
8.55 5.83 20.23 16.63 (1222) S ts e 12

C.V. (%)
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Means which follow the same letter are not statistically different at 5% probability level based on LSD test.
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Table 4. Analysis of variance effect of different fertilizer sources on yield and yield components of sesame in

competition with weeds.
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) Number of seeds Number of ( ).J) Grain yield &bl SOV
1090 seeds per capsule capsules per plan Harvest index (kgha™) Df o
weight (g) (%)
) ) ) S
0.00513™ 3.907™ 21.907™ 15.58™ 30734™ 2 *
Block
(A) 5,8 slacds
0.10097** 500.240%* 3320.754%** 191.338** 1333525.88%** 8
Weeds
i i . . . @) s>
0.0038™ 11.157™ 62.449™ 13.849™ 35203.044™ 16 ¢
Error (a)
B L
0.7549%** 3833.796** 47644 .74%* 1920.431%* 21938288.17** 1 B 5
Fertilizer sources (B)
0.0307** 48.796™ 1767.53%* 50.866%* 241097.54%* 8 AxB
2l e
0.00052 24.351 48.277 8.751 30673.5 18 o
Error
(Ao y3) ol s ;
333 6.56 8.64 8.98 12.2 T s

C.V. (%)
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" and ** are non-significant and significant at 1% probability levels, respectively.
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Fig. 1. The interaction effect of fertilizer sources and competition with weed on grain yield of sesame (kg ha™).
Means which follow the same letter are not statistically different at 5% probability level based on LSD test.
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Table 5. Mean comparison effect of different fertilizer sources on yield components of sesame in competition
with weeds.

(p,5) wlajlpm 035 G 55 JsmS Sliss (Ao 3) Sils ;oL Sles
3
1000 seeds weight (g) Number of capsules per plan Harvest index (%) Treatment
2.02" 59" 21.94 St 25
Bio-fertilizer
2.11¢ 4533" 26.58" S 505 ()5
Vermicompost
: . |
2.02" 51.66 16.52! b2
Manure
5 >
2.16' 56.66" 3442 el
Pigeon manure
Loanss : SERN
2.18' 66.47" 31.208 Sl 0TI O3
Chemical NPK Weedy
. X Sy X s
2.11 79° 32.618 . »
Manure x Bio-fertilizer
1.95' 43.66" 32.32¢ St 3 X Lo 08 5005
Vermicompost x Bio-fertilizer
2.03" 39 34.64% I XSS
Pigeon manure x Bio-fertilizer
) . Jals
1.86' 34.33! 12.44
Control
2,08 94.66" 36.23¢ s 2F
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|
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Manure
238 96 37.90° S
Pigeon manure
Lo : L
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Chemical NPK Weed free
Sy X s
2.31¢ 168.33° 40.26 i -
Manure x Bio-fertilizer
218" 142° 44.00° o) X T g0 5553
Vermicompost x Bio-fertilizer
2.62° 143.66° 39.46° S XSSP S
Pigeon manure x Bio-fertilizer
h ij fo Jalis
2.02 35.66 32.95
Control
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Means which follow the same letter are not statistically different at 5% probability level based on LSD test.
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Table 6. Effect of different fertilizer resources and weeds on number of seeds per capsule of sesame.

US55 4l 313 e
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Means which follow the same letter are not statistically different at 5% probability level based on LSD test.
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Table 7. Effect of experimental treatments on competitive indices.
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** are significant at 1% probability levels.
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