"l 9k S9Ld 9 pole 4 s
201-209 :4mio oslad
(Artemisia L.)ogs ¢ 9 ( Satureja hortensis L.) oy obs™ Sbl& 4T
(Avena fatua L.) 9,095 S¥g j,aldle uby g J) 4ilga ¢ dracunculus

2l T 5T
Ol Gl G ke 03 8 5l oty ¢ oDl 55T ol&ils i)l i )18 (g gomtils -1
Q‘j_‘&)’[}:ﬁA@l?blir}l;a};d‘ﬁ.&A>|}Ad§kw|>‘jTaL§id‘J Slskul -2

Sl ok s lalis 50 lacile J 287 Gl Jod 6 nnb latsy b (37 Cale O jume 3l 00 OIS s 4
Al e sle Cale J S S 3 el sl ol I S B e bt Tl g0 (5l ST s & T S5
S s o OV ja Cale Ay 5 G5 Wl 0555 5 05 ol bl I Lol skt 4 oabT
o b olas JalS STl B s Ly sST6 Sy 4 aleST b plol b g slT il g5slaS ouliils
3ol 493 Slaslie mlaylez ) e Joles 05 5 5 05, ol ehaw 55 53 Uil ole) w3 8 1l oo a5 1SS
3N T 55wl sla eyl (G o333 1SS o 55 caile 5 &8y mlaw 33 53 p g oo 5 e DALS A 25
ougfau,&,_;,,,\56;\;om@u..\;éﬁfg\.\n@»éuﬂbg,b;,uu);\,_gﬁ:,\sjtﬁwm
B8 e 36 gaynt Yy adsl Ay s S Wl s b aalllas 5y5e Sl JEAS Cage O 5 0,
553 bl 3 adllae 355 Sl s Hlas onl 53 4K 55y I3 (6 b (o S 31055 5 4 S 0 0 0l LI
SV 5a e Ay 5 S5 Al SO s e, olS Llh Sul e e bl ply wl el 2is blE Ao ys i

.;;nu;,“t‘_;,):,;J:l,_;,aqlcdjsf‘_;tﬂL;TgwuuﬁougfaU\ob:@‘.\5@‘5,‘?,1;. C993 5

NP SR P S Ie S CRIP P YT PRI I P SO B S RIY-N W Lgytl| I g

(Satureja ) o, .( Nojavan and Rezaei, 2001) 400
Sl sy3 5 oS WL sl hortensis L. o 53 SLUT & bsye SlaslesT oyl

OVs Al e SSOLUT S gl S Schreiner and ) .3 plawl o) suls Lw s 1804
&S LSS Sl aLE (Avena Fatua) i I3 6 (S psgde T S5 (Reed, 1908
ol gl |« (poaceae) OladS o3l gl I 5 (sl 4 Slr 6l dhws Olgie 4 €238 ans aw IO 3
s Sl pdS L olS ol ey o e K b Slapt 5150 DS Jlitn L) 575
Cod ks ot 5 g Y g 033l 4l Sl 03 S Ll 55 w15 0L e 5 655l 5

Ol 5l ¢ S p ke 05,8 5l dorl s ¢ ot 315T o8003 oty lad T 2 s ok 57

E-mail: anitanamayandeh@yahoo.com
93/1/26 s, 5 &b

93/6/26 1 yoas 700



odslad 9 Sl g

b Jole m2 Wil e 0 S 5050 0LE Ta Jule
NS 055 4y 6542 0 Oljs 4 mlaw 4
55, ola i Jole =3 iz eslizal LS sy
s IS Sl ) 5 e OLE L
5055 5 oS o plil. (Cy 5 aule (S 233
Py Sopa ale 53 035 Sl dn o)
l@.il.x.lf 359 doys 05 4206 & 5 T s
Sde S35 bl (LT e A8 S5
S dm s LSS LT i wtin o w8
2 Ss OV sk 12 sl 55,12 cni8
o e B3 s LT 5 wsls Gl
5 A8 oled 55wl sl e baydy cals
» el b 4 ealE 5 sl 14 55, s
Sl 5l 555 30 51 de s asldS L gl
FOis ek db Jeol ar dle dsb Ly,
@bl 5 A (68 ol emalS oS
Cs 9 ) Al do)d OAS Gew oHS W
b desles S 5155L desys 5 G5 4l
dslae Sl osletal b jlad o Gl 0 Gw oL
aculoes EE(%)=[(@/3+b/5+C/7+d/9)/S]*10 (1)
NS

0303 &l gyl sluw s 5 adycha
JS 2l Sy sl I ey 555 1351197 gla 555
AL e b
PG=100(n/N) (2) dslae b S5 4l do)s

JS slaw Ny o es) ale= ba,ds sl NS
B p ol S oy

(B) Jsep 51 eslimal L g5 alr e pm

R=3>D.n)/>n

s D s D jay 4o e dle  la,d slaws N

P dloen (e ST 5 5 Sl el (g e W55,

202

GloasS Layls JIF s OV pame G
T s @l 550 L Dle blsl 5s (S3s 5
) 0k b o 5 .(Rezai, 2003) S o &S o5
Compositae o3l gl= I(Artemisia dracunculus
;“Aﬂ&)m;udwfﬁdbb,gg@\:f
Zargar, Sl Jgame 0151 L& plas 5> of Josn
.(1993)

Shoble Wi jaiie ol il Slides s
$l g deo s (iAo St o lae Calides
Sl s iy OV bk 04 e 5 G
fr Bl g a4k b Sl s LT
5 ) Wl s el aBl 2alS ey ON
S 05wl g5 2l 5 sladals )
T 5 5 eKas 055 als el 5 s (5,8 5k
‘ol s wlul .(Rabiea et al., 2012) 4
ety by w8 5 Lal Ol el
Gl BT Chle gkl d> 5 dies T S
Gl il ol Sslize Syl 1 Jles!
s SVg p S e Gl s ool
S1hls &8 4 Cnd OLE ol il 5 Ll ails
.(Anosheh et al., 2011) sl 05 & (5 is

D pan 2l gl (s Ll o0 Sl Gl
S5 5 3 5 4550 55 (glacd oS
2055 o8 s b OlF o Crmen 5 LEL
ol S RS G s OV S ale
5 Sl g o8 (5ysleS 5 e oS

WAL (65,58l G s,

by 959 g0
b 5les aly 3T oKty $ldS s rlesT
@:LAJAKJ}LCJJ;;J&):&)}:be)y
-l Jels b fole oS A 1ol Jole a5 5 ST an b



203

Gl idu o S5 50 Cou hes Yy
5 55 )bl a3 a3 S ol Cabises
Chle 534S w3 S ol T cal os s (lalslS
ol dAST ol Sl plt T ojlas YU la
SOk 5 ST Gmiay 038 358 Hh 3 LSS
o S8 g depn e e S Gl 55 Ol
eIl 5o b sled Cow (s OV g H5ds O
oo doss Ll 03 g 555 SalS LS e
st 0j5 S 5 2l b bl b 0s
23 0555 5 e e s D s Sy
3 Ll OLES gyl g Dl Uy eSS cb
2 5 055 SEN5L dess Ok G oS
O3 cazdilo J5b ...\.‘..1&|.>)|.>6'M;;}L£@cb.~
PRC SRR G PP WPVPTISRCIN
s Gre Aoy & b 53 05 5 05, Sl
"’j‘,
4 Ak Do (O G (2L (0L G Ao
Caltmn (sla Bl 3 )y 4y 5 alS J b il
Ol Lo ys & o 3 e 5 5 e el
34k dsb (SU)Isjl deys . aals (5ls e
(L Jsam) 35 5ls (gme Loy gty o 53 5 055
(Labafi Hossien ) o, SKas 5 (63bT e 3L
oS ws, S wis S 3,155 abadi at el., 2009
o 2 S iy Y
@lelid (3 2als 55l Jb s eSS0
W5 gr DS o T 53 5l5e oo slap IS
4 olse cpl Sleslinal 3 Uy (B iae 55 page AB
Al a5 sl @il s O
WL L AT SLS 5 aber 5l e 25
el 058 ST gl Ul sl s
Gl 4 des L 56 0581 515T ladISS sl

05 s (Satureja hortensis L.) o5+ ol oL, 3t

[( Control- (A)Jsep 51 SLlsiL Ao
Uf £,153L Lsys=Extract]/Control]*100

05 03 wlgm glayds sldw T L3 s aulows
35 63 &l la,d slass «(control) dals Hlas
4y il e (Extract) LS Ll b ojlas s
dsb 53 OAd e do)s b Jol )L
5 Jsb xS 31 4alS Jgb 5 s dnlons el
ole Sb WISy sl y4b 4 & amalS
Shealizul b e o3l Judoei 5 4 o el Sy L g
3 oSos amlie sl 5 A plnil SAS 131 o

A eslinnl Aoy == Jlez>| cb.u B &gib NP3l

o g @l

ol g Gasss OV Ll OAE e L,
&G b s wllS Ll s s ets Jles! slales
ot 1 Jols gl ol 035 0355 30 055
caile Job 5 S,l55l doys S sl ol &S
Ao 3 &S5 bl e 3 wnalS ok 5 5 05
a9 Ll adls Gl Jme Sl O 55 0) e
T e 03 5 0ds 4 SKES DOjs Sl s o
e oy Lsls OlES Gl dae Sl Ly
Jsb ( Sa,Isil doys OLs G oL WOLE
sl Chle 53 5L an sl Jb 05y el
mb)b@a‘o,w.&a);&ic@w;wsu
T gl o Sl 4l Sod y alyy sk L

De > fae Aoy
ol (6 S 4 3 il @ iy o e
Loy S cb.u): (éfjjéb)ql:su sla
ot oSS 0y Camd bl ails Hls gae sl
T o ol G doys B Cla../ 53 als
(Abbasi )0l ,Sen 5wl zass 3l ee] Cunts

o3y 85wl LA 2als 1 S et al., 2008



039 o R
4 el BE]
Seed
vigor

Foi9
Dry:
Wet

odslad 9 Sy g

Jeb

ol

°

Seed|

ing

lengt

.0003 3825
32*

h

.(.Faroog and Azam, 2006) 45 J sk

o
LE3)
Bl

Root :

shoot

Dry
weight

[S31]

Jsb

4z Bl

Jsb

Wet 4z 4l
weight Shoot Root
length

length

204

(DNA) (Sl s odle o P o (9 5 Lis

EY-3r)
K183k

<

30355 Vg 5 p Cale Slio il 4 msm 1 i
germination and seeding traits Table 1 - Analysis of variance for Oat
; )
[Slet

=02 [Oor g™
Sl il

EY-JL
Germin

.008* 7486
13*

7104

9**
.0016

16.89
*

144.4

.00088

.00005

.006 .00011

.0001 13.79* .33

inhibitio

Percent

n

efficienc

LSl
a7

[

&4l
Germin
ation

rate

&b
Percentag
ation e

germinati

el
Sources

488.6
l**

.2961* .00004
498*

*
.0067*

6664 32.6

3
'0029**

0021**  116.4**

0018** 76.1**

2.92

.88

10.30

2283

changes
on

41 193.08

.029**

6881
041*

*

.00016
24.6* .0025 .0008
*
.0015 4241 61.42 .05** .000016
93 *x

.00007

5937

29.5*

*

70%*

.002 9704 5.88

.021**

.0027

.0005

1145
95
20.54

16.43

*, **: Significant at the 5% and 1% respectively

4.86 .0031

85 18.01

.000046

.00014

.00032*
*

.0005**

.00017*

.000072

4.05

12.26**

95.34**

181.58*

14.90

2

2988"

2.99 3015

3.29 662.17

2.68

6.104

168.3

11.45*

1843.7*

270.06"

9.33

43.01*

9.03

2.62 212.52

17.14 203427

7.68 5418

1177

ok
Block
a,,s6
Factor a
b6
Factor b

1

3

1

Cosse
Factor ¢
ab Jl.
Interaction
ab
ac iz I

"609.52 3

8.7 50.02 1

.00004

.00008

.000051

17.2

9.9

Interaction
190.17
152

ac

18.89

1163.07"
1.45

3
21.004

be fl.
Interaction
be
4.62 Jlize 31
Abc
Interaction
abc
s
Error

14.06 9.57
257 1.38 179.7 10.98 8.83 127.6 30
8.01 19.40 18.50 17.79 9.46 18.37

47 Sl 2 2
Coefficient
of
variation

DIy gme oy ) éa..u BrLS
Dls sae Ao > & dd.w 9 e

Factor a=savory and targon factor b=(0,2,4,6)% factor c=leaf and stem

23] OLM:? @‘}‘ 03 op sl Gde Oyl

Blo 58 ,2C,556 62,0 slayles=h, 56 s 5 505, oL, 56

GET L5°)L49 WT;J u.ibl}: GM)J'E u\.&Lﬂ 4.'1.&‘)
sl bl s emalS Wiy e ol el

& Olsie a4 oy SV 5 o palS Sl
gm'pu:iljﬂggeurl?gujojus)lf,;u
» ealS s 0j5 el e T seslas

I b odalie qo 5 iy Y DL

03 S5 4l Ol u:il:.a?uﬂl ojlae Ll

3l I ey s ey OV gealS

Ao yd op s &S sls QLS 2 Jsd> @l:.}
2 B e 055 s 0 OBLE Ll
)L;.:J BE] o)'J.A ol:f ) adls DA P U,Z«Jhlf
}:.ul -Jué).) ﬂl{).} ‘) J:SU wjl'.&f .Lé).) &&
Bl Jsb Cam ay) J5b OME G LIS COUS
Jsb ol s aty ) o €S 055 ¢ 5 05 e
wals sy OV 5,a Caleody a5 4l
) Al gl e 53 5 b Cale J ST

O 5 gl 4GB AS e okl



205

C(20542) ol wils e 05 do)s
(Abas dokht = sl 5 o5 ple Olidss
slow 343 Ll & 515 0L and Chayechi, 2004)
0 o 55 Wl o s Aoy SRS
S L3S ) F 08 s b ks 0l KTy by
3 A T 55 0l ge 4 g il e 2T
ob@, STl Oldlas . 55 S 4l Aoy
o A5 Llpl Kl ;s (Orzak et al., 2003)
o 3 5 oy 3 S s S slalas
Cos 0T ¢ ol Ay 5 b o pu ol
5 Al oy 0 KT bl ¢ ojlae LU
A BE B 3Ly eay phe SV Sl el
oolel (gols BLE Lulel &S T ousyls 3L
Olse 4 6al 5 Gliy 2ails OLLS 6l gl
g BB iy OV oy b sle 1Slls

.(Benyas et al., 2010) il
Jice el 5 boles flime JI 51 ol ol
e deo 33 op paS 4S sl OLid e ols ws,
55 5 doys 33l & OAS o L 5 DS
o 5§ 05yt Blu way oy Jgb o S
5 by Gl doys 2 5, s @ Sl 4 i)
ol a4 by (S5l dess o e
4 5y s 035 o e 4l Bl e Bl oy
ny M&A (353405 Gl éfj dalis ks
Vil 358 o bsdy 5l S o
WT Oeer olen 5T Sl 2alS 4 Ly
CLls ege B Sl 53 &S Sl YT
Olowens 2SO g (g3Ax20 J“‘f“x‘iTﬁ&:‘"’f"‘“
Slens 3T 22l caly) OS5 o e 53 (S5 sk
55 sl 5 olS Sl T b oS SJGK

e S5 5l go i 53 S Gdre s 0y

05 s (Satureja hortensis L.) o5+ ol oL, 3t

i oles 43 0 5 ol (Frhwvvdy et al., 2008)
5SS O G Lo g 3 1y ;3G ST Ay
Dy deys Sl Bl 4 aly ) S s
ald 4 Cad deo)s 33 Hledsls Ol 1) rals
b o e 2alE Jsb Cad js 5 s ialS
Loys 95 sl g 3, Aoy S Ller 5 S
Ao)3 Cp e el iy 2alS dals 4 Cd
2 FeS 5050 ol Wi s 4 by s OAS S
o3 sl 5 Mk 4 b e O e do)ys
Wl 039 O Aoys A e 5 0) s ol
055 bl @ by OLd o S (o 2
S 5 e eie ald Gl s Aoy A
035 05 0 Aoy 53 sl 4 by e O e Lo
050 a4 by e O s 1S o iy ol
Jsb O o (gL (n feS 5 035 05 5 Ll
Job @le & alyy S &K 035 5 05 Sl
Aops pphe oeeen s ok an ealS
adls Gl 0jm duoys b Lt 4 (SHHIs5L
Sidu s g 5 0jy Sl (2 Jsas)
g RIEekas DL 5 ey OV g (ol
Sl s ALS LR (S o 53 oo 350
b oalS Wi, sl a e S AL
e 53wy b Sl amd e 81550 sl ge 338
s Sy 5 e gl Ul aly ;) A,
13 B 3 3l glh i 4 Sl (S0 S0
5l Sals Cebaiy, 5 glsn pltil 5 8
oS 4 5 eks 8 iy OV ja Cale s,
25l Cade Sl gagy a8 e ST ol
San e T b i o Ol Ly o s 45
S50 Saym op S Gale LB, 5o He 5 oM
sl 4 aluy Jsb oy 7S (Abbasi et al., 2008)



au\.'\iu}@‘)}s 206

(Ebrahimi Kia, 2001) 3 3 s olE (glaum, 8ls Ay Ol 2l o das 0 5 Ll 55 e

O 505 0 Caliben Slgies 53 G335 DY g 5 Cale 53 alllae 35 50 Slio Kk dslin =2 5
Table 2 - Comparison of mean traits in oats weed in different proportions, savory and tarragon

R R ) Jsr S &3] ois Jsb Job o) e S osd e
FO9Y N azals 44l “ls 5 Bl adyy LSS &) dle> 4ilg> &) sl Treatment
Dry : Wet Seed Seedlin Bl Dry Wet e e Percent Germination 3] Percentage
vigor  glength Root : weight ~ weigh  shoot  Root inhibition efficiency Germin germination
shoot t lengt  lengt ation
h h rate
.16a 2955a 3l.1a .5a .013ab .079a  22.6a 11.5a od 27.1a 32.93a 86a albl
.14a 1203 24.2¢c .29b .01dc .094a 18.8¢c 5.4c 30.2ab 17.6bc 28.6b 57.8bcd alb2
d
.15a 1018 21.7c 19¢ .0Olcde .069a 18.2¢ 3.5d 43.2a 14.52cd 32.2ab 46.8d alb3
de
.18a 756e 15.6d 12d .007f .041b 14.1d 1.6e 44 4a 13.03d 30.87ab 46.8d alb4
..16a 255:9 33.9a Ada .015a .091a 23.1a 10.4a od 24.1a 31.4ab 72.16ab a2bl
5.25a 1653¢ 28.9b .28b .011bc .08a 22.4a 8.4b 24.3bc 16.45bcd 30.6ab 56.5cd a2b2
12a 1720c 24.6¢ .15dc .008dfe .071a th.)Za 3.4de 9.2cd 19.27b 31.23ab 69.1bc a2b3
Jla 1175 22.1c .13d .008fe .069a  19.4b 2.6de 29.1ab 16.8bcd 33.2a 54d a2bd
e c
el ok ol S8 o O 2 a3 lylie o
..u)l.u)b_;'mc;)wul{@;ff;@_bjfs\)\aﬁda\»\ .
» Comparisons are done on each column separately. °
« the numbers of common letters are not significantly different. .

doysbls bd= sspsdls b3= wss2,Ls b2= el bl=p= 5 a2=.;,al=
b4=6% b3=4% b2=2% al=savory  a2=tarrgon b1=0%

Bl 5 68y Calien (slgind 53 S50 OV 5 pn Cals 3 andllan 35 50 Slis 50l auylin =3 J ot
Table3 - Comparison weed out traits in oat leaves and stems in various ratios

o 4 Job o 339 F 09 Job Jeb Aord [Els o g ER3N Slos
[S37) P azals 44y s Wet Bl Az 4l SIS &)l &) > 4ilg> Treatment
4 el Seed Seedlin Bl Dry weight e Root Percent Germinati Germinatio 3]
ERST) vigor  glength  Root:  Wweight Shoot  length inhibition eff'g'gnc nrate Percent
Dry: shoot lengt iciency age
Wet h germina
tion
.14bc 2620a 32.5a 44a 012b .08ab 22.5a 10a Oe 25.4a 32.7ab 80.3a blcl
17a 2817a 34.8a .48a .015a .087a 23.3a 11.5a Oe 25.6a 31.6abc 80.3a blc2
.13bc 1757b 25.4bc .29b .01bc .075bc 19.5¢ 5.8b 11.2de 21.8ab 30.8abc 69ab b2cl
.15ab 12%lb 27.8b .28b .012b ..076bc 216661 6.1b 45.5ab 12.1e 28.3c 45.3d b2c2
c
12¢ 1598b 25.1c .22bc .009¢c .074bc 20.4b 4.7b 22.58dc 18.56bc 32.9ab 63.6bc b3cl
c c
.14bc 1064d 21.3d 12de .009¢c .067d 19.02 2.3dc 33.5bc 15.2dc 30.5bc 49.6¢cd b3c2
c
.13bc 74(;3.5 19.4de .18cd .008de .061d 16d35 3.05¢ 50a 10.2e 30.8abc 38.6d bacl
.13bc 1153¢ 18.4e .06e .007d .04de 17.2d 1.2d 23.4cd 19.6b 33.9a 62.1bc b4c2
d
Wl ok ol S8 o O 2 a3 lylie o
..u)l.u)b_;'u;;}wml{@ef,:uojf5\)\M§L5>l.u.l .
» Comparisons are done on each column separately. °
« the numbers of common letters are not significantly different. .

& ,02= sl Clmus,s6,ls b= ussdils b3= us,s2,ls b2= uswibl=
b4=6% cl=stem c2=leaf b3=4% b2=2% bl=0%
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Table4 - Comparison of oat weed out traits in various proportions, savory and tarragon leaves and stems

S5 Cabisea sl 0T 5 s Il LUl
‘) “‘:“"T;-’ QL—;; Ca-:“&% .uU)‘.) b RV oL;f

59 o 45 Jsb S 339 F O3 Job Job Ao)d @by ory. aosd Slos
4 eKis PrY axals 44y s Wet 4z Bl 4l L1 &) > & > rires Treatment
SOl Seed  Seedling Bl Dry weight Shoot e Percent Germinati ~ Germinatio 3]
Dry : Wet vigor length Root : weight length Root inhibition on nrate Percent
shoot lengt efficiency age
h germina
tion
.16bcde 2769a 32bcd .52a .012cde .074bcd 21bcde 11bcd 0g 27.1a 32.6abc 86a alblcl
b e e
.17bc 3142a 36a .49a .015ab .084ab 24.2a 12a 0g 27.06a 33.1abc 86a alblc2
.136bcdef 1487 21gh .33bc . .066de 169 549 16.3e 22.2abc 29.7bc 69abc alb2cl
de .009def
g
.15bcde 1244 27ef .25cde .012cd .077bcd 21.6abc  5.4ab 44.1efg 13def 27.5¢ 46.6de alb2c2
e d cd
13cdef 1138 23fgh .28bcd .009efg .068cde 17.8fg 5.3cd 39abc 17.3cde 34.7ab 46.6cde alb3cl
e e
17bcd 897ef 20hi .09fgh .012cde .07cde 18.5¢efg 1.8gh 47.4ab 11.7¢f 29.6bc 44de alb3c2
.14bcdef 467f 14j .19def .007g .046f 12h 2.2fg 60a 9.08f 30.8abc 33e alb4cl
h
21a 1032 17ij .05h .008fg .036f 16.29 94h 28.8bcdef 16.9cde 30.9abc 60.6bcd alb4c2
ef
.14bcde 2467 33abc .37b .013bc 092a 23.9ab 9.1b 0Og 23.9ab 32.8abc 74.6ab a2blcl
bc
.18ab 2611a 34ab .52a 016a .09a 22.3abc 11.8a 0Og 24.2ab 30bc 74.6ab a2blc2
bc d
13cdef 2025¢ 29cde .26¢cde .011cde .085ab 23.1abc  6.2dc 6.20fg 21.5abc 31.9abc 69abc a2b2cl
d
.15bcde 1282 28de .31bc .012bcd .075bcd 21.6abc 6.9c 42.4abcd 11.3ef 29.2bc 44ed a2b2c2
e e d
.123def 2020c 27ef 17efg .01cdef .08abc 22.09ab  4.1de -1.29 19.1bc 31.1abc 74.6ab a2b3cl
d c f
12ef 1419 22gh 13fgh .008fg de.. 72 19.5def 2.8fg 19.6cdefg 18.7bcd 31.3abc 63.6bcd a2b3c2
de h
12ef 1100 24gh .18efg .009def .076bcd 20.07cd 3.8ef 40.1abed 11.4¢ef 30.4abc 44.3ed a2b4cl
e g ef g
10f 1250 19ih .08gh .006g .062e 18.2efg 1.5h 18.1defg 22.3abc 36a 63.6bcd a2b4c2
e
ool ok ol A1 O 8 5> Sl e o
-L)l-b)‘bsmbjw-ubtsasﬁ.ﬁu}f-éb‘:ﬂ\fs:‘»\.ﬁ‘ L]
» Comparisons are done on each column separately. °
« the numbers of common letters are not significantly different. .
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