) [ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal .ir on 2025-08-13 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1382.5.1.2.0 ]

Ot ) pale alma”
TYAY slg o oled ) o

298 8l Caly —Tige b odlgils 3 Sla Lile 9 puid™ By Sl di> wy g
Study of competition of wheat and crusiferous weeds: II- Light competition

Al e dases ey 5 0L 5 < sgte Olerts oo ! i e
T (6 el S

b3l 93 (Triticum aestivum)poss” 9 g com odlgils 0 G Lils (S p o Sa9 Sl Dl i1 ey ygtaie 4

Jlw 38 30,5 Jlez b 90l Jol™ (sla S gl 7ol LIB335 ol oo u':.,_ujT.A.z plail (o J 58 tawe 30 3 2l o)
Gl i H6F 55 30 3 ile g7 Aw Jeld (ilo3T (Sl slasi Lo ploul dgle (g B oIS 55 ITYA-ITA s
&P R0 4g TY 91T At ho Sl p51y 52 (Rapistrum rugosum) oo 3 (Sinapis arvensis ) g9 J3 3 3
Ut alh 4B F S 50 g o 90 U 1TA 9 UL Y AT ho sl o715 b (Descurainia sophia) wiX' - 3.8 e g
SalasT 5o .ut plosit ,1,:3 b HOLaT Yals” 7 B 53 9 TOBY A7 oINS 52 IFAY Lo 53 (AT k3T p33
Fe] B L g\ P GRS PTE STV g B LRI B Pl Jo 5 9 w5 550 gla Lale 8 pAd” s Db, JlADT
SHLT 15 L g gd 8 e il TG 4 S alh g g SO 50 S il G 3 45 010 DL 3T
4 poiS® 48 olCin 29 o0 wflgau ol 29l 2V zralas 58 5 ) WSy 3Tade digs” 99 cpl jgas 3o § 4512
ol (P< 0.05) 513  —ixo 2nls 56 (RIFR) 393 303 44 30,8 395 Coasd 357 0y Ao g Jo 75 Jlgar 0 S ol Olgic
YLy Casdal b (S 80 19e8 A U 50 Iy s AL g & OF (e pA7 89 g 9 05 A ST 4L

Sla 1,3 86 cod 361y

95 Bl ey 5 P o b oalgils 3y Cile 1S (S 0513

5 313 hekS 1 e sbe Cate B oiad YU O e TPRER

doly 53 25 oS 5 Sles di e BB il Cam g Ak S5 G cile  0uS oy Sl
ealie sta 68 0 5y amn g 5 555 Ll S o 0351 et 08 33 o8 ol Gler W5 sla Lo
llr 55 o dher il 1Se & 50 sl s 5 sle cale g ol olS o AKenS wibsl ol
Sls il U s 5 sla ased 53 6 5550 T 53 Ot JalS” S go pe G185 054 5 oy 05 53
slialy ol 53 3l oo dyb el 5 anly e 186+ e S L a Tl ol 4 DS Jaas
ol aba 2 Sdle O falS ), B4y Oty Ly g 2Site 3 pan 3 L5 s 4 (52000
VAVEIYE B s l WAV il o )6

O i g p e ol y el T g g3 A L5 g sl s 7 4B 5 ¥ Ol 850 Sl Doty ey b DLl F )

AR



https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1382.5.1.2.0
http://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-386-en.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal .ir on 2025-08-13 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1382.5.1.2.0 ]

ATl ed egladcomsy abor COLY (o)) sl als

3 G 55 I3 B (PPFD Olje oy on 5 2S5
Sl alexr 31355 4 b &8 55 039 25 peord Ol e
_L_:.Lu‘_pal_:fJJd_yl—fJ—{‘t—:}J;°um’:

(Kull and Kruijt, 1999; 4ol e s fde oS

oSS i3 a8 e eE , Gibson, et al., 2001)
S8y Gk A Sy o S o, 58 b 1S
2l Sl SN 5 ey s 1S
(S sla Sy jlash jee 5, sla el
Nl foet 5 g5 B sl ol a
SO J SRV JU .| JLI DY Y U 4
DS g ok (Marcuvitz & Turkington, 2000)
B s LI JUSC ) 1 N g PRI
Sl Il 53 sl 58 4wty dal ado s
(Tollennar, et al, 1994; Marcuvitz & ool
oS Lu g aS gy, STu , Turkington. 2000)
OT (2Bl5 s g olmn 58 or ol (20,
353 g a5 pm gle Cale Ay i 5 s ol F
a5 ale 8 b 4 0lE (Crotser and Witt, 2000)
B PN T Y o K SR L ey gy
ASL 6,5 o NFPPFD g5 ol jrathe )2 ue
P S A e 0T by Bl 5y kS
S o ol Sogliza 305 515 ) ke Lyt 2
S e b 4 Bdas 587 05 53 00 g
wlor GG, Jawy Rr 660-670 nm) ja i 455
e e 3 OB Se &S 304 e g
(FR: 730- 740 nm) 5 53 54 5o b 3wl Sl
(Aphalo et al.,1999; Holt, 1995) s o5, Lo 5
235 32 W0 2l Jpans b 4 ASRIFR o
S pi il S et e
YU Lo 5 8 ) b et 7 sl 2 55 5 0lS
(Heraut- Bron ¢t al., 1999; Aol alST Y oy
LS S gy ol i 1 gl WUlfE, 1998)
AatS bl oo e el Dl o b s )
E e da &8 S (S e Ly Gl

Vi

Il dale Cu e (S5A STl it o5 s
poRe b fodly 0l G35 o4 )y 0 B 4 509
i & e gy Lol albar T 5 ST ol l
SR T T S

. ”| j_, A ‘_gl

{Rajcan and Swauton, 2001, Lemerle et al., 2001)
LS S Jul sy oS la o 9US s
St dale P i 25 M stades St
Sy T ol e s b Lol S
B, (Traore, et al,, 2002; Aerts, 1999) L5 .
oyl bl nTpeS |y Sl
a LS__..J s (Traore, et al,, 2002 ; Lindquist, 2001 )
RS N . SN S YRR —
8 pin Olelily 3 b glina o 98 53 34 4 cla 4,E
3 kS g CoeS (Traore, eral, 2002) 5,05 551
G ale b oo el oS b g 5o
VR S LN PR PR GRS
(Rajcan & Swanton,2001; Crotser & Wit 20000
0555 0L 2 48 o e O (sl ae )50 5o (e
> 3> 4+ Phofosynthetic photon flux (PPF) g5z 4
rflj_-..tgu@,;\f);.u\j@,l:?ju;l bl % 52
-(Crotser & Witt, 2000) Jub 2alS 55 405846
o o AE e g B a0 iy oad
(Rajean and Sl OT (g e 45 (gha S Jlad oS
sdza Swanton, 2001: Rohrig & Stutzel, 1999)
N BRI R g T I g -
sle Cele oS 8 5,8 515 L0 5 oYY Lol
2o a5 RS S o el elE s
s 035 D D b 5 (5l e
J6 Photosynthetic photon flux density (PPFD)

(Crotser & Witt, 2000; Job _a 2alS .2 s
s sl ol Marcuvitz &  Turkinglon. 20000
s LS OT Ll s 5 Sl talS oy
Jab gt e byt gla S F s 0 ol
S S s s Ty e



https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1382.5.1.2.0
http://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-386-en.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal .ir on 2025-08-13 ]

—

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1382.5.1.2.0 ]

'...Jh._hlp_,r.uf.u-_:lij‘shﬁ.}-f_,x'

ué!jujﬁgu;hbdjrpjrdfghém)}

.L;‘-J‘_}j‘_glﬁt.‘_.:u));xsf.‘;

by oy 93090

200 G S5 By (et ki 4y
bioa 33 5 2l pene) G lasT 43 5,8 sla G te
o5 garloe szl T Pl (bt J, 28
Sty Gladow a5 yja 535 VWVASIYAL ol Jls
Sl L S 0 gt g3 oSl (g5l
L g oba OUT 5o 40550 g3l oslaT s bl o ol
S Sildas ol 1 s 5 SET 0303 Slles bl
03 U g a ST gl oLl e
S 358 0 B SN0 Olim 4 85 1 patie
N3 eslial )40 31058 Ol e ras 4 5 (p205)
558 e y B Gl s Ll Laud 5,508 §
u;..-fvlngU:.:D;.Jjup_,r:u@'Lujqujl
AF sl sy palaliw d gy casailapy 2
S et s pn s il g oS S d CalT LS S
ala OLT 5o asile e abolb b o waiy g5 Plemo
TP B e slajles Coale 4 a5 LS el
A5G e b alaas JulS sln o575 05T
¢ ASCT35 055 695 1 Pl Pl e 4 5 ]
lasles A ol po po w00 b (ST
s Japs e Cade 8 s Juls o alsT
( Rapistrum rugosum ) h% y (Sinapis arvensis L.)
3 g 3 ST VA e gla oS )
5 (Descuriania Sophia L. Schar ) , . L Si=
(o e > S VA U XY O o sle (ST
sl o515 4y s syl g it 43 8 5o
Ol 4z sbed 2 61 (G en s M (55 5 e
PR NPT T g T RSN TS B
g 3 S e BLG1 5 a sla Lade (S
b pdon (98 da g odh o Sy A (s p

wsbe ¥ o pa s ol 5 YU 3 s e ptetS O

S ot B o (o 08 e QIF o
Sl 5,8 K8 5 a8 SAERFR 5 il 3
(Ballare & Cassal, 2000; Heraut- 48" o Li) oLE
Bron et al, 1999; Holt, 1995; Salisbury & Ross,
Gl b ey 2 S5 1991 Walll,  1998)
St oS s Um iy Spmd e L LUl o
J—= (Aphalo, et al, 1999: Smith, et al, 1990)
055 P FR SR o dobe i Lo g 57 i L
FRR (VL s cp 5 2 0t 53 o Zl s
slya ol OT ez 87 ol 5, £ b okias LA
S ) when sbe pll a1 (5 22 55
b gl 4y By 5,28 oy ol (Bl 5 s
{Rajcan & Swanton, 2001) A3 o i)y
3 FRIR.Can by ni 5o oL SUS1g g slaa !
S sls i 5 e 0T g ST
Byt e el (S S
=2~ ke o35 i (Rajcan & Swanton, 2001}
S et e 32y oS sl e 8,
S W SO WS W VL F % B R YA S P -
ol RSl Blal ps dpde Sledbl S
Sl Fhol S g 50 AN (e g kS
3,8 515 asbinad 2y 40 2y OS> oS5 e 53
1S ol ke alom 51 LS (ST 5 (Holt, 1993)
$ha (51,5 53 e 13 B S 1 55 ciS
LgT (sn A o5 43 A s S R Y
oS5 e 8 (e ss il )5 mty WSSTa b
035 o o dr w b g e e 355 AL Gl
.( Aphalo et al,,1999) et YU sla ¥ b . g
7 =P CH JE| PEPORE H. J- U  3
OSGs 5 ol (sla (g ppd Al 5 SRS
P e e S as s (Sattin et al, 1994)
S 0 dE g g e ) g BT 053 95 e
L AaLST ot pA S ale ko opl 3 g Y

B LI, N PR T R R \W

R s TR T

i me ettt el

— e et - e A -

My

Wb



https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1382.5.1.2.0
http://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-386-en.html

-

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal .ir on 2025-08-13 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1382.5.1.2.0 ]

—

WWAY jlp o) ssled santy Al ] 215 ¢ ke dre

A Yy, gles 4S5 s g5y wly o5
(A 1 sl a3 V1 Gl (slas ool Sl
Photosynthetic active radiation (g se 53 Jlas
ol 1 gl 93 e e sy d gy S OV (PAR)
e sla J o U Y Ol 3 b OIS L3 pa5
kS b I 5o mtasT s 8 g T s
6u¢b@¢fou5ﬁ”wﬁ;¢up@;w
235 S 3 (S S 4 g0 phadS Ol 5
Slaslizal b Cota ol L 3 1503 493 a5 4 503
S5 o301 (LI- 1858 ) it 655wt alfeis
s (S95 p S olans Sensorﬁ..a- ssbia ads Al
s ol S 0l 5 W 3 sy et e 4
g2 N 88 o g 8 Jo 3 5 4l esls 4l 3
o35 Db S e A Ay S gla Lo ys o5
Cod g b 9 ol 8wl ol s WU 53 0 s
oA 33 ol 03 2 g g (RIFR) 533 ja 3 0 ja 3 558

3,8 o 68 ol

o g gl

3 byl g 5L 53 atals Dl (S350

2l A a8 e 055 5l S Al
oS il S Dl e 5T
piE sla &5 by il s 45 e sls Cale
355 i ¢ g 57 oV (gls LY 53 58 e Lils
LS a3y b Sl 4o Y g S
chh.a;;,-_f,,-;._ﬂt_w.(v,\du‘)g)
ST 4 Cd ek ey o e gle Lale
b gd o ok Gasp e M e o g
CiS 3 et dr o5 e ST A2 sl e
PSPy YOS BN SR g U EY
w}-hu)u:“—e%d(éjfﬂﬁﬁx”)
ol 51 5VG 53) pa iy a8 e ol b i
Al Al i Ao s A Y Ol 4 5 5 4 (S5

Sy ey Ja A 5 sl Gile ) pas 5

i

Sla e IS DS @ L Ol b g 515 il
o i Shestinal by o (C251 ey 55008005,
YR RY FrL ERCN - SRR R NP
6045 58 sl b e g5 Cabise sls Y o
5000 YO YO U Jip) jamia fool ;o 500
il 61y aln s (el >V 4 Y0
b oslinad sy et 43 5 s glaly) g stats
30l h JSE oy pas a3 514 ek 0k 4y
Sl Y J3 52 ga g s e BT Bl ) 5
A3 8 5 8 sl I8 el
el oty 55 VAL b s 55 SRl
NI PTG U S S PR S U
S T ol o pLasil Growth cabinet
2ty do g S e sla ke 5 el S
Falu 1A Gas 3 Y0 i 4 S gte ol
At e 28 ol E g 0lE s s, 28 S e
a5 OIS 5870 3 Coden 45,8 Ulpe 4 oS oS
Coda ol8 31 zasl Ve aluols alizes Ol e o ol
HeS o Bl ey p i 3 8 1S
sy re 08 S0 e om0 kS 50 st e
2 daolS Ol e w a8 IS s sle ke a2
sty do 5 a gle ale 5 ST HlAET S
Ofpte 4o (8 ole OllE 5 oS 0) 281
He8G o ;5L s a3 8 B s sl oS
A 58 0 53 s ol Ol 4 5 sle Liaile
Lo T Ual b 53 ssloms a3 8 Olgie 4y i 5 028
S 55 6,500 il gl OIS 5 23 E 1
oS oS nT Olen L) DlalE oyl 3t e a alls

L as oS (0T Gl bt 53 olE a4 0SS s

28 N 20 5 By gl 68 00
3¢S e 5 68 e Dy S ey
slas da Cale 6o 65 5 25 (5l ol s o
:IJ@LMQJJ@L’JJMJ%Q#QL?’“
Al ST oaS J 2 gt ol S ey s bl



https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1382.5.1.2.0
http://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-386-en.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal .ir on 2025-08-13 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1382.5.1.2.0 ]

'...Lgh_jk,r-ufgql.i)dh«:.'q-u—_u'

i 3) iy do B gl g3 b 13 OIS
b g5 36t ke (ST et LS b
) ot 23S )4 RS Sy ol
R3 a3 5 it 0 i G 8 g5k
OV Ol s & (Il0) 2 #15 (SYU j2 54 30 54 4 g 88
S il Al 4 a5 b sl QLS elS L s
22 A GBS 5 00 0 e 55 e 25T
I s tan S gl dale Hles b olS ot ) pea
FERTSE G S BT YC VP RUNEL N I PRES)
.\_i_)u_:.:-}daj_:LJL;f)Jr.l_:f-\_fLﬁuol.Ll?
s 5 (et s et S sl st s, 5
S gup—ba o bl &, A5
(RIFR) ;35 5o b s o g S gl o0l o

A JSCE) sl OLas (P 0.05) 405 ne 2alS

2575 Lo L(RIFR) j 93 50 3 580 40 543 o g g

Vo) 1 515 SV sy (LS 25 09 25 e
JT{:;CJJ\_:;A{.JAJGAQL:JSYQ)@@
OLaj oot (g LS 125 53 g0 CekS 5 SIS halS
i 3R e DLl 0 pdy 0 D e
S e de g g (P<0.01) < /RY iy s

(8 JS) T s 4 (P< 0.05) +/AA
Wl I o sla 45 (LAT) &5 o s s
38 g (3 y—ep 55 oL S L)
PSS QR IS § B N0 UV}
ayAs ( Caton, et al., 2001 Traore, et al., 2002)

Ai_ﬁla‘_gj‘_.i:.ftt_&:_)lot_:?df @Li&)ytg*ji.a‘é)

S S b ol d Dl 5 S I b
S G e Dby Hla b aglie 53) S S
oA eslinal ) 40 -:;me TR SEET R T t
ey o Gl Sl 65 (5 eSSl

A AS o p ke dalla) S Gy L
2L Ao 300y (U )3 YY) 455 5 g a5 16
Gl o 53 b gt 0 oSgmnn by
iS5 pam ja (el Sl )Ae s oy &S
crl b s At s dr sl sl Y (Y S
syl Sl J iy, L eal
3313 Gl gan (VPAY (OLISn 5 o) alls

N I P D E PN P SO LN
s e cale y el ol as s ke lyyan
adax 515 ale 5 (25 oS ookl gla (S5
L) 33 oS et 53 J3asla 556 (0
e L g T
3ol Pl g S 50 &8 mhan i S S,
b Dl o e 3 (KD 5 2 g o
Bogna, etal., Jdiss o o puoma 555 Sy b L e
o ot e 3l 55 olS &5y o et s (2001
ol 3 olE bl g ok O guoa (gl Slins
23 fS S E o gl e OT G s 5
S
YD P PPN SN |- UL SR S
(Rajcan & Swanton, 2001)

At odd J 28 Jases 55 0l et (i 53
)SfJJQJJnSol}:;A{CAfSUAKuSL:

S e Gle bl o (Caia °l:?)('4§ 158 03 3 54 (RIFR) ) 55 kS 5 (Mg} CnS™ =V J g

Table 1.Quantity (I/To) and quality (R/FR) of light in canopy of wheat as target plant

Jo gt f..\'! f-l.'f ale
Wheat + wild mustrard Conirol
I 0.06b 0.14a
R/FR 0.83a 0.3%a

A5 fJ;S’ r.uf e
Wheat + {lix weed Control
0.13a 0.14a
0.74 a 0.83 a

A e e Ol a3 0 ULz | e 5o ..L;'.‘_,..;s._-..gu..,'-,:LJd;u;lJL.,::,.Jg..._:,,-J,m

* The same letters in each category are not significantly dit¥orent at the 5% level of probability.

Vv

_— e e e b e e e e e W e e e e e e g

R Ty (e


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1382.5.1.2.0
http://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-386-en.html

-08-13]

025

- - T

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal.ir on 2

r

—_p—

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1382.5.1.2.0 ]

—

75-100

50-75

25-50

Canopy layerscm)

0-25

YAY Sl od oslat Lr-?!;‘ -ll:_-‘-bbil el f-fl; ales

i M wheat and turnip weed
Sigontrol

20 40 60 80 100

Accumulative percentage of light absorption

Jjb}budylfbjo.l&ubewJM)bj&)ﬁ&é‘jch‘uw;YbJ;‘l}'—\Jg.:»

LAl AT alia

Fig. 1. Effect of the highest density of turnip weed on light absorption (%) of mixed canopy (wheat and urnip

Canopy layersicm)

weed) in compare with control (pure wheat)

: i . wheat and fix weed
75-100 : : S3Conrol

50.75 E I E E
al . "

2580

0-25

0 20 0 80 80 100
Accumulative percentage of light absorption

inbjmad’ygbjnﬂud?‘)ywdMjéjxxbjﬁubrfljcla.—aj\w):ﬂ:—*dg;

Fig. 2. Effect of the highest density of flix weed on light absorption (%) of mixed canopy ( wheat and lix weed)

in compare to control (pure wheat)

w;%ucwjdjﬁjﬁdudbjrg))&)} (RfFR)J})fJEJyMJAJ;J‘,J;ﬂu—VJg_Z

(.4;? A=

Fig. 3. Red to far red ratio (R/FR) in pure wheat (control) and mixture of wheat and wild mustard (wh+ win)

and wheat and flix weed (wht fiv)

YA



https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1382.5.1.2.0
http://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-386-en.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal .ir on 2025-08-13 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1382.5.1.2.0 ]

O S
sle e g 0k ) G e e i
E i
i e N IS WU T Gt T G e i ;
Lo s e P<0.005 LR jluae) Cowlodd osls o5 a8 L (_g',.._....;' L e 45&3,*',...:—‘ [,AJ.LJL
JiJ_SAJJLl:.OJJ_,ALJJ&aLle).GMr.LSJ li.;t LAJJ_ud_le_)L:Ju..L.» M@ygduﬁwr
(ﬂfbbmeJ)deJﬁ_}}&)acw; ((J_:JJJ_: (K)J_,JLS)\.@.—»‘&_.JJJDJML_HUQJ‘
-"1' P e i
JJJJ-J.“JG_)‘JJML«M \.......wbc_g |Gn_.—...md| C]a_uwlﬁlw@bﬂ&ﬁ.u_)é .’_’J-LA‘P’IM
" oL -,1'5 P
xbﬂgwyifulﬁrwé_,)fw} (_)LMJJJQJAJSJJJMJAJBJ‘}J‘ ;.Slul..;):}‘gfx
- A ....,...s-;."--.r_H i 4 ....,-E? v u
7 K K 5 e - -
N T e R T S g
_E % - 2 o8 }
R;’FRO'6 lg'
0.4 - —_— ——
e 5 By 1 ot . . N . [ NP
0 = E e T Lo 4
S 1
0.05 0.07 009 "™0117 " 013 9.15
ot vt ‘ - " - o R I;j.l_,; ’i. =g n?‘gi La.i
- L
o EETTTET SR
12 g e i e
¢ 1 - _‘_‘___E!_ d
b - 0-8: o n 111 . -;- 5 .
- - R/FROGI - P e R2_ — . il
)
0.4 W
02 —— m
- . Vo |meemieeg e 012 L 043 044 045 -016 | - g
M
¥ . - W TEE M, i K 'E;
i N j
i Pz ,_ o LR -t

J)KLQYL:_)}:‘UL;y\fj_)_).::_,:-y)yMJ(R/FR)JJ:JGJS)‘,JMJAJBJJJMw4)4:'_),-1L}g.w
(B)J.-ASL"-_’(A)L;«?'J daja-_;j,qa}- BE (-J.S (giI/IO) ,‘i&- i T

Fig. iy Relauonshlp between red to far red ratio (R/FR) and ratio of light ﬂ;\es within and above the canopy

* = (I/Ty) in mix canopies ‘of wheat and wild ml}s_t_ard(A) andlﬂlx,wccd(B)f- v e e
v vy e :5 _ &
i - - 3
B o 100
ol E7e0q
"y & 3 i
R T - ; 60 i ™
* * L'-' 40 2 ——
) - P w heat and w ild mustard T A R Ba oL
= 20 £ o R
e % % & 0 il -;’ i Au . Ei ¥ .
5
, . 0 05 1 15 B2 .
L ) i o B Leaf area index of wheat E!- !
i
= W i r
_-JJA?JQ_,rJSLSJJCL?.-Nu,ﬂ_)-LaJ.MjJLMJJ(MJJ)J}Jfﬁ)JJQfﬁ)ywu‘ﬂ—?:dgm
-.(-r._,‘, . A, [ ‘. ‘J.:hsl" _5'(_;..«"__9 d.);?- )JA (:;'U: ;.0.19 E! f . 5

Fig. 5. Relationship of red to far red ratio and leaf area index of wheal in mix canopies of wheat and wceds

‘q‘ b



https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1382.5.1.2.0
http://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-386-en.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal.ir on 2025-08-13 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1382.5.1.2.0 ]

VAT Sl o .JL...‘.-ar_?.;,__ug‘."g|J,_|up1JJ- p e alres

oLt talt gla ST L gyl ae Soslis to s
ot 037 g3 05 03 2 e S Wl
283 Ja P o35 Ay A gy S G (B 3 S
gl p Ky iS5l 550 3 e
&_ilL_fC..__.ﬁ-l;Ml_&'L_ngJbrm
L slass fte ol el
il S YL e o o pdlae D iS

LY Jyd)

PR CFE ST PO RN PRI RE S5 o g
b s 33 e iy 3 0303 )l U o
by ST e Cade sled balde 53 5 50 ale
e IS 533 239 o g ke Al g
u‘*’}d’fﬁrfujﬁusbu—'ﬂlﬂfs‘@”

s A 23 5 OIS S e 53 se oS Ul 4

o5 a9 3 0 (RIFR) 33 303 6 4 ja 8 )5

ot 8 3 (Code olE) 28 5 (2o s o g T 05 03 352 50 (RIFR) ) 55 oS5 (Vo) TS =Y g
(-*fb. Colhy pe g ol
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