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Table 2. Table of variance analysis for germination traits and growth of wheat as affected by type of plant

residue mulch and moisture levels
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Fig. 1. Effect of moisture levels and type of plant residue
mulch on studied triats of wheat.
(LS: Lathyrus sativus; Hv: Hordeum vulgare; Es: Eruca
sativa; XTW: X Triticosecale Witmak)
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Table 2. Table of variance analysis for germination triats and growth of safflower as affected by type of plant residue

mulch and moisture levels
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