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ABSTRACT

Two field experiments were conducted during the 2005 and 2006 growing
seasons at the Experimental Farm of the National Research Centre at Shalakan,
Kalubia Governorate, Egypt, to study the response of maize yield and its components
and associated weeds to two irrigation intervals (every 2 and 3 weeks), three weed
management treatments {metribuzin herbicide, hoeing twice at 25 and 40 days from
sowing and weedy check) and four N forms {ammonium sulfate, ammonium nitrate,
urea and calcium nitrate).

Results showed that irrigation every 2 weeks significantly decreased grassy and
total weeds and NK uptake by weeds. Providing maize plants by irrigation every 2
weeks significantly increased chiorophyll a leaf content, yield and its components,
grain P content and protein yield/fed. Heeing twice was more effective than metribuzin
herbicide for controliing grassy and total weeds and lowering N, P and K uptake by
weeds. Application of metribuzin markedly increased chiorophyll a leaf content, while
hoeing twice was the effective treatment for increasing yield and its components,
except ear diameter, and enhanced grain N content, protein % and protein yieldfed.

Calcium nitrate significantly decreased dry weight of grassy and total weeds and
NK uptake by weeds. Adding ammonium nitrate markedly increased chiorophyll a leaf
content, number of rows/ear, 100-kerne! weight and grain yieid/fed. Irrigation every 2
weeks with metribuzin treatment gave the maximum values of 100-kernel weight, ear
yield and grain yield /fed when ammonium nitrate as nitrogen form was used.
Keywords: Maize, Weeds, Irrigation, Nitrogen

INTRODUCTION

In Egypt, maize is considered as one of the most important strategic
cereal crops. The local production declined under self sufficiency level,
resulting some serious problems. To overcome such deficiency, production
per unit area must be maximized through good achievement of some
agricuttural practices, including irmgation, weed management and nitrogen
fertilization . ,

Water is often primary limiting factor for maize production. Previous
studies indicated that prolonging irrigation intervals led to decreased growth,
yield and yield components of maize (lbrahim et al, 1992; Atta-Allah, 1996
and Abd EL-Maksoud ef al, 2008). EL-Marsafawy (1995) found that
prolonging irrigation intervals produced shorter plants, lower number of
leaves/plant, leaf area index and number of kernelsfear. Mahfouz (2003)
reported that water stress treatment (irrigation every 25 days) caused
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significant reduction in growth parameters, yield and its components of
maize.

Weeds are considered as a major problem in maize fields. They cause
serjous reduction in productivity. The reduction in maize yield due to weed
competition reached 66-90 % (Dalley ef al, 2006 and Abouziena ef al.,
2007). Several researchers have been reported that application of two hand
hoeings significantly decreased weed growth and improved the growth, yield
and its components of maize (Sharara ef al, 2005, Abd EL-Lattief and
Fakkar, 2006 and EL-Metwally et al., 2008). Krausz et al. (2003) stated that
metribuzin herbicide controlled mouser chickweed and henbit by 100 and 87
%, respectively. EL-Metwally et a/. (2006) found that application of metribuzin
gave the best control of weeds and increased maize yield up to 74.52 % over
the control,

Ammonium slifate, ammenium nitrate, urea and calcium nitrate are
common used as N sources in Egyptian corn cuitivation. Thus, the evaluation
of these forms to choose the best of them with regard to their effect on maize
productivity is of paramcunt importance. Plants supplied mixed N nutrition
may expend less total energy than those supplied all NO; because
assimilation NH," requires one third as many ATP equivalent as dose NOs
(Salsac ef al, 1987). But the previous researches did not exactly determine
what is the favorable N form for maize. In this regard, Hassan ef al. (1993)
showed that no significance in ear length, number of rows/ear, zor
ammonium nitrate. While, Hammam (1995) found that ammonium nitrate or
urea showed favorable effect in improving yield components as compared
with calcium nitrate. Also, Abd EL-Hameed (2005) reported that ammonium
nitrate increased grain and biological yields as compared with using
ammonium sulfate or urea.

The objective of this investigation was to study the effect of irrigation
intervals, weed management treatments and nitrogen forms on maize and
associated weeds.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Two field experiments were conducted during the 2005 and 2006 growing
seasohs at the Experimental Farm of the National Research Centre at
Shalakan, Kalubia Governorate, Egypt, to study the response of maize yield
and its components and associated weeds to two irrigation intervals (every 2
and 3 weeks), three weed management treatments (metribuzin herbicide,
hoeing twice at 25 and 40 days from sowing, and weedy check) and four N
forms (ammonium sulfate, 20 % N {N1}, ammonium nitrate, 33.5 % N {N2},
urea, 46.5 % N {N3} and caicium nitrate, 15 % N {N4}).

Irrigation intervals were performed after the first irrigation. Metribuzin
herbicide (Sencor 70 % WP, 4-amino-6-tert-butyl-3-methyithio-1,2 4-triazine-
5{4H)-one) at the rate of 0.3 kg/fed was sprayed on the soil surface (pre-
emergence) immediately before the sowing irrigation using knapsack sprayer
with one nozzle boom and the carrier was 200 L water/fed. Each N form was
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applied at a rate of 90 kg Nffed at two equal portions before the first and
second irrigations.

The experiments were established with split-split plot design using three
replicates. The main plots included the two irrigation intervals, while the sub-
plots occupied by weed management treatments and the sub-sub plots were
devoted to the four nitrogen forms. The experimental unit area was 10.5 m’,
contained 5 ridges (3.0 m length and 0.7 m apart).

The soil texture of the experimental site was clay loam, with 1.1 %
organic matter, 0.13 % total nitrogen and pH of 7.5. The preceding crop was
wheat in both seasons.

Grains of maize (c.v. 30-K8, single cross) were drilled in one side of ridge
in hills 25 cm apart at a rate of 10 kg/fed. The sowing date was May 8™ and
12" in the 1® and 2™ seasons, respectively. At 25 days after sowing, plants
were thinned to secure one planthill followed by the first irrigation.
Phesphorus fertilizer in the form of calcium super phosphate, 15.5 % P,0s
was applied during the soil preparation at the rate of 100 kg/fed. All other
recommended cultural practices were adopted throughout the two seasons.
Measurements:-

Weeds:

Weeds of one square meter from the middle ridge of each experimental
unit were hand pulled at the 11" week from sowing, then the biomass of
broadleaf, grassy and total weeds expressed in dry weights were estimated.
The dry weight was recorded after air drying for 6 days and oven drying at 70
C for 24 hours. Mareover, N, P and K percentages in total weeds were
measured as described by Cottenie et al . (1982). Then, the uptake of such
nutrients was computed by muitiplying the element % x dry weight of total
weeds.

Maize: )

At the 11" week from sowing total chiorophyll content (SPAD value) of
the fourth maize leaf from top the piant was determined by Minolta
Chiorophyll Meter 502, Soil Plant Analysis Department (SPAD) from Minolta
Company. Then, chlorophyll a was calculated by transforming the SPAD units
to mg/m” using the following equation: chlorophyll a = 80.05 + 10.4 x [SPAD]
according to Monje and Bugbee (1992).

At harvest, ten guarded plants were chosen randomly from each
axperimental unit to measure plant height, ear length, ear diameter, number
of rows /ear, number of kernels/row and 100-kernel weight. Moreover, whole
plants of each experimental unit were harvested to estimate ear and grain
yieldsifed.

Also, N, P and K contents in grains of maize were estimated as described
by Cottenie ef al/ . (1982). In addition to the calculation of protein % and
yield/fed.

Statistical analysis:

All the obtained data from each season were exposed to the proper
statistical analysis of variance according to Gomez and Gomez (1984). The
combined analysis of variance for the data of the two seasons was performed
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after testing the error homogeneity and LSD test at 0.05 level of significance
was used for the comparison between means.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

|- Weeds:

Weed flora presented in the experimental area included common
purslane {Poriulaca oleracea L.) as broadleaf weed as well as barnyardgrass
(Echinochfoa colonum {L.) Link.) and crowfoot grass (Daclyloctenium
aegyptium, (L.) P. Beauv.) as grassy weeds.
1-Effect of irrigation intervals:

Results in Table 1 indicate that the differences between irrigation every 2
and 3 weeks reached the significance level in dry weight of grasses and total
weeds as well as NK uptake by weeds, while dry weight of broadieaf weeds
and P uptake were not affected. In this connection, less value was obtained
with irrigation every 2 weeks. It could be concluded that increasing irrigation
intervais reduced the vegetative growth of maize plants which gave good
chance for weeds to grow well under irrigation every 3 weeks.
2-Effect of weed management:

All weeded treatments reduced the dry weight of broadleaf, grassy and
total weeds as well as nutrients uptake by weeds than weedy check (Table
1}. Hoeing twice was more effective than metribuzin herbicide against grassy
and total weeds. While, metribuzin along with hoeing significantly reduced the
dry weight of broadleaf weeds as compared to weedy check. Consequently,
the less values of N, P and K uptake by weeds were observed with hoeing
twice followed by metribuzin. On the contrary, weeds in weedy check piots
removed 74.7-306.1, 90-322.2 and 100.8-317.7 % of N, P and k, respectively
than weeded treatments. Such results reveal that hand hoeing twice has a
wide spectrum for weed elimination than metribuzin. However, metribuzin
controls annual broadleaf and some grasses. Also, such herbicide absorbed
through roots from soil and translocated to shoots and inhibits photosynthesis
resulting in blocking electron transport leading to stopping CO, fixation and
producing ATP and NADPH; {(WSSA, 1994). Similar findings were reported
by Abd EL-lattief and Fakkar (2006), EL-Metwally ef al. (2006) and Abouziena
et al. (2007).
3-Effect of nitrogen forms:

The available resuits show significant differences in dry weight of grassy
and total weeds as well as NPK uptake due to nitrogen forms (Table 1). Itis
obvious that adding calcium nitrate produced the lowest dry weight of grassy
and total weeds dry weight and NK uptake, while ammonium sulfate was the
effective for decreasing P uptake. Contrarily, using ammonium nitrate gave
the highest values in this respect. Similar resuits were obtained by Smiciklas
and Below (1982) and Hussein and EL-Mergawi (1997). Results also
indicated that there was no significant effect of nitrogen forms on broadleaf
weeds, clearing their higher adaptability than grasses under various
nitrogenous statuses.
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Table 1: Effect of irrigation intervals, weed managerﬁent and nitrogen
__forms on weed dry weight and nutrients uptake by weeds.

Trait Waeod dry weight (g m? Nutrients uptake by weeds
Treatment Broadleaf | Grassy | Total N [ P
rlrrlgatlon Intervals -
(2 weeks 11.2 54.2 85.5 2.49 0.22 3.43
13 weaks 4.9 75.7 80.7 3.18 0.23 4.45
LSD {0.05) NS 8.6 9.2 0.45 NS 0.54
Weed management
Metribuzin 2.8 76.7 79.6 2.65 0.20 3.39
Hoeing 6.4 243 30.7 1.14 0.09 1.63
Weedy check 14.9 936 108.9 4.63 0.38 6.81
LSD {0.05) 54 7.8 8.1 0.40 0.02 0.51
Nitrogen forms
Ammonium sulfate 7.2 64.6 71.8 2.74 0.18 3.95
IAmmaonium nitrate 8.6 .y 80.3 3.29 0.26 4,13
Lirea 9.4 63.6 73.1 3.08 0.22 4.12
ICzalcium nitrate 7.1 59.9 67.0 2.25 0.24 3.55
LSD (0.05) NS 7.2 7.8 0.33 0.02 0.44

4-Interaction effect:

Generally, all possible interactions among irrigation intervals, weed
management and nitrogen forms had considerable impacts on dry weight of
broadleaf, grassy and total weeds and their NPK uptake as presented in
Tables 2 and 3.
a-lrrigation intervals x weed management:

Irrigation every 2 weeks produced the lowest dry matter of grassy weeds
when hand hoed twice. Also, irrigation every 3 weeks with either metribuzin
or hoeing fwice recarded the lowest dry weight of broadleaf and total weeds,
respectively. Moreover, the minimal values of N, P and K uptake by weeds
were obtained with irrigation every 3 weeks x hoeing twice.
b-lrrigation intervals x nitrogen forms:

irrigation every 2 weeks with adding calcium nitrate produced the lowest
values of grassy and total weeds (Table 2). Using the same form of nitrogen
and irrigation every 3 weeks gave the lowest dry weight of broadleaf weeds.
Additionally, irrigation every 2 weeks with each of calcium nitrate, ammonium
sulfate and ammonium nitrate showed the maximum reductions in N, P and K
uptake by weeds, respectively.
¢-Weed management x nitrogen forms:

Hoeing twice with calcium nitrate (for grassy and total weeds) and
metribuzin with calcium nitrate (for broadleaf weeds) produced the lowest
values of dry weight {(Table 2). Also, weeds uptake the minimum values of N
(with hoeing x calcium nitrate) and PK (with hoeing x ammonium mtrate)
d-irrigation intervals x weed management x nitrogen forms:

In plots fertilized with calcium nitrate, irrigation every 2 weeks with
metribuzin and irrigation every 3 weeks with metribuzin or hoeing were the
efficient combinations for decreasing the dry weight of broadleaf weeds
(Table 3). Plots hand hoed twice and fertilized with calcium nitrate produced
the lowest dry weight of grassy weeds (with irrigation every 2 weeks) and
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total weeds (with irrigation every 3 weeks). Th.: minimum values of N, P and
K uptake by weeds were recorded with irrigation every 3 weeks x hoeing x
ammonium hitrate,

Table 2: Effect of the first order interactions between irrigation intervals,
weed management and nitrogen forms on maize weed dry
weight and nutrients uptake by weeds.

Trait Waeed dry weight {g m™) Pt«lutrlonu uptake by
Treatment otal weeds (g m™)
Broadleaf | Grassy Totai N P
Irrigation intervais X weed management
Metribuzin 2.9 69.3 72.2 1.92 | 0.16 | 2.60
[2 weeks Hoeing 9.8 211 31.0 142 | 0.10 ] 168
Weedy check 20.8 72.3 93.2 413 | 040 | 6.04
etribuzin 2.8 84.1 86.9 3.38 | 0.24 | 447
3 weeks Hoeing 3.0 274 30.4 1.06 | 0.09 [ 1.59
Weedy check 8.1 115.5 124.7 5.14 | 0.36 | 7.58
LSD {0.05) 7.8 11.0 11.5 0.56 | 0.04 | 072
irrigation intervals x nitrogen forms
N1 8.7 58.4 67.2 235 | 016 | 3.33
N2 11.1 58.2 69.4 252 | 019 | 3.1
2 weeks N3 132 | 514 | 647 | 296 ] 0.23 | 3.87
N4 118 49.0 60.6 290 | 0.29 | 342
N1 5.6 70.8 76.4 3.13 | 0.20 | 4.58
N2 6.0 85.3 91.3 4.06 | 033 | 5.16
3 weeks N3 5.7 75.8 816 | 319 | 0.21 [ 4.37
: N4 2.5 70.8 73.3 239 | 0.19 | 368
LSD {0.05) 5.4 10.2 10.8 0.48 | 0.03 | 0.63
Weed management x nitrogen forms !
N1 3.6 80.2 83.8 3.05 0.17 3.87
. N2 4.4 85.8 90.2 3.34 | 0.26 ¢ 3.97
Metribuzin - 05 33 6.7 700 | 2.74 | 0.21 | 384
N4 0.0 74.2 74.2 146 | 0.15 | 2.07
N1 8.4 21.8 30.2 1.04 0.08 1.27
" N2 5.5 18.9 24.5 1.02 } 0.07 | 1.08
Hoeing N3 6.0 41.8 47.9 | 1.92 [ 043 ] 2.70
N4 5.6 14.6 20.2 0.96 | 0.08 | 145
N1 9.5 91.8 101.4 413 | 0.29 | 672
N2 15.7 110.6 126.3 5.51 | 0.44 | 7.35
Weedy check 3 19.0 | 823 | 1014 | 4.58 | 0.31 | 6.02
N4 15.6 $0.9 106.6 431 | 049 | 713
.SD (0.05) 6.7 12.5 13.3 0.58 | 0.04 | 0.77
NT: Ammonium sulfate, N2: Ammonium nitrate, N3: Urea, N4: Calcium nitrate

li-Maize:

Chlorophyll a leaf content yield and yield attributes of maize have been
estimated under different treatments of irrigation intervals, weed
management, nitrogen forms and their interactions as shown in Tables 4, 5
and 6.
1-Effect of irrigation intervals:

Irrigation intervals had a significant effect on chlorophyll a content, yield
and yield aftributes of maize (Table 4). In this connection, irrigation every 2
weeks increased significantly chlorophyll a content, plant height, ear length,
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ear diameter, number of rows/ear, number of kernels/row, 100-kemel weight,
ear yield and grain yieldffed as compared te irrigation every 3 weeks. The
increments in the previous characters exceeding irrigation every 3 weeks
were 11.5, 121, 7.2, 5.6, 1.6, 8.5, 7.3, 24.1, 25.1 %, respectively. Maize is
sensitive for the moisture lack (Mahfouz, 2003 and Abdel-Maksoud st al.,
2008). So, sufficient water by irrigation every 2 weeks may helped the plant to
absorb greater amount of water and nufrients enhancing internodes
elongation since nutrients encourage cell division and’ enlargement  and
meristemic activity. Besides, the beneficial effect of water for improving
pigments and photosynthetic process and accumutation of metabolites led to
an increase in yield and its components. These results are in harmony with
those obtained by tbrahim ef al. (1992), Atta-Allah (1996) and Abdel-Maksoud
ef al. (2008).

Table 3: Effect of the second order interaction among irrigation
intervals, weed management and nitrogen forms on maize
weed dry weight and nutrients uptake by weeds.

Trait Weed dry welght (g m™?) ',:'“t"e"ts uptake by
Treatment otal weeds {gm’ 1
Broadleafl Grassy| Total N P K
N1 40 69.2 | 732 | 2.18 | 0.16 | 2.42
T NZ 3.2 747 | 77.9 | 1.72 | 0.13 | 2.54
Metribuzin 73 44 | 685 | 729 | 2.45]022] 356
N4 0.0 549 | 649 |1.32] 012189
P N1 105 | 27.3 | 379 |1.00]0.07 ] 1.22
% |Hoeing N2 8.9 158 { 247 |1.37 | 0.08 | 1.36
3 N3 8.6 278 | 365 |210] 012|223
~ N4 7.3 | 136 | 249 | 1.20 | 0.00 ] 1.82
N1 11.5 787 | 903 387 0251635 !
Weedy N2 212 | 842 | 1055 [ 4.47 | 0.36 | 5.43
icheck N3 26.7 | 57.8 | 847 | 438 ] 0.35 | 581
N4 236 | 685 | 922 | 3.78 | 0.66 | 6.56
N1 3.1 912 | 943 | 3921 018 | 531
Metribuzin N2 57 96.8 | 102.5 | 4.96 | 0.40 | 5.40
N3 2.3 84.8 | 671 | 3.03 | 0.21 | 3.72
N4 0.0 83.5 | B35 | 1.60 ) 0.18 | 2.25
P N1 6.2 162 | 225 | 1.09| 008132
. N2 2.2 22.0 | 242 | 0.67 | 0.06 | 0.81
§ Hoeing N3 35 | 558 | 59.4 | 1.74 | 013 | 316
™ N4 0.0 5.5 | 155 | 0.73 | 0.07 | 1.09
N1 75 11049 ] 1125 | 4.38 | 0.34 | 7.10
Weedy N2 10.1 | 137.0 | 147.2 | 6.54 | 0.52 | 9.28
heck N3 113 | 106.0 | 118.2 | 4.79 | 0.27 | 6.24
N4 77 113.3 | 1210 | 484 | 0.32 | 7.7
LSD {0.05) 9.4 17.7 | 18.7 | 0.83 | 0.06 | 1.09
IN1: Ammonium suifate, N2: Ammonium nitrate, N3: Urea, N4: Calclum nitrate
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Table 4: Effect of irrigation intervais, weed management and nitrogen
forms on Chiorophyil a content of maize leaf, yield and yield

components.
Traft  |Chiorophytia| Plant Ear traits 100- m""f',.g -
cgm"ﬂ" height Length {Dlameter| Rows |Kemals kemel fron — 2
Treatmen {mgm”) fem} fem) tem) ! No. INorow" wt (g} | Ear | Grain
Irrigation intervals
2 weeks 6249 12309011863 460 1335 ] 446 279 1376 | 324
I3 weeks 5605 (2060 ]1738! 444 | 13141 4141 26.0 | 3.03 | 2.59

LSD {0.05) 20.8 15.7 | 0.48 | 0.06 .17 27 0.7 0.25 | 0.17
Weed management

Metribuzin 6014 [ 22531 17.68] 456 | 1312 | 427 | 270 | 354 | 3.06

Hoeing 593.0 | 297.711BA42] 460 | 13.58 | 43.6 | 27.5 | 5.62 | 3.10

Weedy check 582.8 | 2053 17.70 1 454 | 1302 | 42.2 | 26.4 | 3.03 | 2.58
LSD (0.05] | 125 | 11.6 | 047 ] N5 | 0.31 | 1.0 | 056 | 0.21 | 0.16

INitrogen forms

A:",f':tg“'”'“ 596.8 | 2181|1763 460 |13.19| 42.0 | 272 [ 335 | 2.81

Ammaonium

Rl 601.1 |221.0|18.11| 459 | 1351 | 426 | 273 | 3.51 | 3.02

Urea 5974 121981812 | 453 | 13.24 | 434 26.0 | 3.39 | 287
[Calcium nitrate 5755 (214911815 455 | 1303 ] 434 | 272 | 3.32 | 2.97
LSD {0.05) 14.2 NS NS NS 0.23 NS 0.8 NS | 0.17

2-Effect of weed management:

According to results in Table 4, chlorophyll a, yield and yield components
of maize were significantly affected by weed management treatments, except
ear diameter. Herein, hoeing twice was superior treatment for increasing ear
length and number of rows/ear, Moreover, hoeing and metribuzin treatments
were statistically leveled for improving each of chlorophyll a, plant height,
number of kernels/row, 100-kernel weight, ear yield and grain yield /fed. Such
enhancements due to weeded treatments might be attributed to their high
efficiency in elimination of weeds {Table 1) and consequently, decreased
their competitive with maize plants. In addition, the hoeing improves the soil
structure, aeration, water penetration and the -availahility of some nutrients.
These results are in good agreement with those reported by (EL-Metwally et
al. (2001); Sharara et al. (2005) and Ahmed ef a/. (2008).
3-Effect of nitrogen forms:

Results in Table 4 reveal that nitrogen forms had marked effects on
chiorophyll a, number of rows/ear, 100-kernel weight and grain yieid/fed. It is
obvious that addition of nitrogen in the form of ammonium nitrate produced
the highest values of the aforementioned traits. Contrarily, calcium nitrate (for
chlorophyft @ and number of rows/ear), urea (for 100-kermei weight) and
ammoenium sulfate (for grain yield/fed) gave the lowest values. Lewis et al.
(1982) reported that the assimilatory activities for NH," in roots plus NOy in
leaves appear to be greater for the NH, + NOj treatments together than
each of NH," or NOy alone. Gentry and Below (1993) found that maize plants
provided with NH," and NO, gave higher dry matter and grain yield than
plants received NO; only. Also, ammonium nitrate possessed the highest
value of maize grain yield as compared to calcium nitrate (Hammam, 1985)
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and ammonium sulfate and urea (Abd EL-Hameed, 2005). Herein, suitable N
form which favor maize crop is also necessary for weeds .as mentioned
before (Table 1), so it is important to emphasize that the piacement of N
fertilizer neighboring maize piant is significance.

4-Interaction effect:

Chiorophyll a content of maize leaf, yield and its attributes were
substantially responded to all types of interactions among the three studied
factors (Tables 5 and 6), except ear diameter with the interaction betwesn
weed management x nitrogen forms.

Table 5. Effect of the first order interactions between irrigation intervais,
weed management and nitrogen forms on Chlorophyil a
content of maijze leaf, yield and yield components.

Trait Ch:?or:;:{" a hT“t:t e — Ear 1'1—.1Rits — k*u:»o-I Yield {ton fed”)
| 113 iameter DWW, ernels erne .
[Treatmant {mg m"} (cr(:\!\) (ecrﬁ) { {cm)t No.s {l‘tn.rcu.«w'l wt. (9} Ear I Grain |
rrigation intervals x weed management
etribuzin | 635.9 2345118681 470 |13.36| 454 28.3 | 4.10 | 3.53
. oeing 6219 /241.9]/18.82] 473 j13.70] 441 28.0 | 3.85 : 3.29
weeksw od 143
ok, 616.8 |216.2 1839 465 [12.98 <275 333 | 291
Metribuzin| 566.8 | 210131708 442 |12.89| 401 257 | 3.98 | 2.58
13 weeks Hoeing 565.8 [213.5[18.03, 447 11346 43.1 270 | 3.38 | 292
Weedy 40.1 ;
eheck 548.7 |194.4(17.02| 4.44 |13.06 254 | 272 | 2.27
LSD {0.05) 17.7 16.5 | 0.67 | 013 1§ 045 1.5 09 | 0.30 | .23
irrigation intervals x nitrogen forms :
N1 630.1 [228.9118.20( 4.72 {13.15] 43.2 [ 286 | 364 | 3.07
[2 weeks [NZ 624.1 2374|1846 471 |13.65| 435 285 1| 3.84 { 3.32
N3 6229 [231.4|18.78] 462 |13.28] 457 | 2691 363 | 3.08
N4 622.4 12257[19.08| 471 [13.30! 459 | 278 ] 3.88 | 3.49
N1 563.4 207.3|17.06| 4.47 113.231 407 259 | 3.05 [ 255
3 waeks N2 578.0 [2046]|17.76| 447 113.36| 41.7 26.1 1 319§ 2.72
N3 571.8 12084 1747 445 11319 414 251 | 310 | 2.65
N4 528.8 204.1117,22| 439 |12.76| 409 26.9 | 2.77 | 245
LSD {0.05) 20.2 12.2 | 0.63 0.08 0.33 18 1.2 0.26 | 0.24 ;
eed management x nitrogen forms :
Nt 606.7 224511791 | 460 |13.23( 43.0 274 | 3.49 [ 286
IMetribuzin N2 590.8 2223118221 463 |1346| 428 278 | 3.74 | 3.26
N3 613.7 223711787 4.55 113.31 43.3 255 135881 3.14
N4 594.4 [218.7(17.52] 446 |1250] 41.8 | 274 | 333 ] 2.95
N1 514.9 226.2 18311 460 |1343( 438 282 1 3.89 | 3.28
Hoeing N2 596.8 225.3)|118.60) 462 |13.66! 43.2 27.2 | 366 | 3.1
N3 5753 [231.9[18.34| 454 13.52{ 434 267 [ 3.48 | 285
N4 588.5 227.3(18.45| 465 {13.70] 439 28.0 | 3.43 3.06_1
N1 568.7 12035:1665| 459 (1291 380 [ 262 | 265 | 2.28
Weedy IN2 6156 1215317521 453 [13.40| 41.7 26.9 | 315 | 2.80
icheck N3 B03.2 203711816 4.51 (1288| 436 [ 259 | 3.08 | 2.59 |
N4 5436 [188.7 [1848] 455 |1280| 444 267|322 | 288
LSD {0.05) 24.7 14.9 | 0.77 NS 0.41 23 1.4 0,32 | 0.28%
N1: Ammonlum sulfate, N2; Ammeoenium nitrate, N3: Urea, N4: Calcium nitrate i

a-irrigation intervals x weed management:
Results indicate that irrigation every 2 weeks with pre-emargeice
application of metribuzin gave the highest chlorophyll a content, number of
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kemnels/frow, 100-kernel weight, ear yield and grain yield/ffed. Also, irrigation
every 2 weeks with hoeing twice produced the highest values of plant height,
ear length, ear diameter and number of rows/ear (Table 5).

b-irrigation intervais x nitrogen forms:

Results in Table 5 clearly show that irrigation every 2 weeks with
application of ammonium sulfate produced the maximum values of
chlorophyll a, ear diameter and 100-kermnel weight. While, irrigation every 2
weeks with ammonium nitrate dgave the maximum vaiues of plant height and
number of rows/ear. Using calcium nitrate with irrigation every 2 weeks
achieved the highest values of €ar length, number of kernels/row, ear yield
and grain yield/fed.

Table 6; Effect of the second order interaction among irrigation
intervals, weed management and nitrogen forms on
Chiorophyll a content of maize leaf, yield and vyield

components.
Trait Chiorophylf a; Plant _Eartraits ' 100- [Yield (ton fed )
content height | Langth{Diameter| Rows | Kernels | kernel .
Treatment {mg m™) {em | tem) {em) No, | No.row' | wt. (g] Ear | Grain

N2 6154 |2345| 18.861 4.78 | 14.00f 457 | 292 434 3.78
N3 649.7 | 234.0]| 18.53| 486 [ 13.36f 456 | 256 408 3.58
N4 6544 |233.3)|18.91] 465 12901 457 | 283! 413 | 3.69
N1 636.3 | 236.1) 18.30! 475 113.46| 430 | 281 : 3.92 )| 340

l M1 6242 | 236.3| 18.41] 4.71 | 13.20{ 445 29.2 | 3.84 ' 3.07
buzin

[}

'§ Hosin N2 6169 |246.6( 18.91! 471 [ 1380y 431 | 290} 376 | 3.26
* 9 N3 6255 | 253.8| 18.93( 461 11343 453 | 2711 3.70| 289
~ N4 B609.0 | 231.0| 1913] 4.85 [1410] 451 | 279 | 402 | 3.60

N1 6298 | 2145|1788 4.71 | 1280 422 | 284 | 3.16 | 2.74
Weedy N2 6400 |231.2| 17.61| 4.65 [13.16] 418 | 273 | 342 | 2.94
chack N3 5936 | 206.5| 18.88| 4.58 [ 13.06] 463 } 280 | 3.25| 2.78
N4 603.9 |212.7|19.20| 465 | 1290 468 : 263 349 | 3.18
N1 589.2 | 212.8| 17.41| 450 [13.26] 416 ; 258 | 3.15| 266
N2 566.1 | 210.2|17.58| 448 (1293 399 ; 263 ([ 314 | 275

Metribuzin T 5776 [213.5] 17.21] 443 | 13.26] 41.0 | 254 | 3141 2.71

N4 534.4 204.0]1 16.13 428 12.10 37.8 255 253 | 222

@ N1 | 5935 | 216.4] 18.33] 445 | 1340] 449 | 282 ] 3.87 | 316

Bhosing NZ_| 5767 [2041[18.28] 4.53 |1353] 434 | 2541 3561 3.7

3 N3 | 5250 [2100] 17.75] 4.46 | 1361] 414 | 262 326 2.83
o~

N4 568.1 [223.5|17.78| 445 |13.30| 427 | 281 284 | 2.53
IN1 5076 | 192.6]| 1543| 448 |13.03| 357 | 24.0| 214 | 1.82
Weedy N2 5812 [199.5|17.43] 441 11363] 417 | 26.5| 288 | 225
check N3 612.7 200.8| 17.45] 4.45 | 12.70} 408 239 293 2.41
N4 483.4 184.8] 17.76| 4.45 12.90 421 1 271 294 | 280
LSD {0.05) 349 | 211 1.08]| 0147 | 0.58| 3.2 | 2.0 | 0.46 | 0.42
N1: Ammonium sulfate, N2: Ammontum nitrate, N3: Urea, N4: Calcium nitrate

c-Nitrogen forms x weed management:

Available data in Table 5 illustrate that weedy check with either
ammonium nitrate (for chiorophyll a) or calcium nitrate (for number of
kemelsfrow) produced "the maximum values, Maize plants hoed twice
possessed the highest increases for plant height (with urea), ear length (with
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ammonium nitrate), number of rows/ear (with calcium nitrate) as well as 100-
kernel, ear yield and grain yieldfed (with ammonium sulfate).
d-Irrigation intervals x weed management x nitrogen forms:

The second order interaction among the three tesied factors clearly
showed the beneficial effects of weed management and nitrogen forms on
chlorophyll a, yield and yield attributes under shortening irrigation interval
(Table 6). Piots irrigated every 2 weeks secured the highest values of
chlerophyll 2 and 100-kemel (with metribuzin x calcium nitrate); plant height
{with hoeing x urea); ear length and number of kernels/row (with weedy check
x calcium nitrate); ear diameter and number of rows/ear (with hoeing x
calcium nitrate) as well as ear and grain yields/fed (with metribuzin x
ammeonium nitrate).

Illl-Maize grains chemical composition:

Considerable effects of irmigation intervals on grain P content and protein
yield/fed as well as weed management on grain N content, protein % and
protein yield/fed were obtained in Table 7. In this respect, irrigation every 2
weeks and hoeing twice recorded the highest values of such traits,
respectively. Shortening irrigation interval increased protein yield of maize
{Ashoub et al, 1998). Weeded treatments showed enhancements in protein
% and N uptake for maize (Sinha et al, 2005 and Ahmed el al, 2008).
Moreover, nitrogen forms had no significant effect on all grain chemical
composition fraits.

Table 7: Effect of irrigation intervals, weed management and nitrogen
forms on grain nutrients and protein % and protein vield of

maize,
Trait Grain nutrients % Protein

Treatment N T P T K % | Yield (kgifed]
Irrigation Intervals
2 weeks 1.27 0.17 0.27 7.95 2584
3 weeks 1.13 0.13 0.28 7.05 184.7

LSD (0.05) NS 0.01 NS NS 27.2
Weed management
Metribuzin 1.18 .11 0.24 7.43 228.8
Hoeing 1.33 0.15 0.29 8.3 258.1
Weedy check 1.08 0.18 0.29 6.76 177.8

LSD (0.05) 0.14 NS NS 0.89 28.9
Nitrogen forms
Ammaonium sulfate 1.30 0.18 0,31 8,15 235.8
Ammonium nitrate 1.16 0.14 0.26 7.26 225.3
Urea 1.17 .14 (.26 7.3 21041 |
iICalcium nitrate 1.16 0.13 0.28 7.27 215.0 !

LSD {0.05) NS NS NS NS NS K

With the exception of irrigation intervals x weed management(for P and K
containsjall maize grain chemical composition criteria were markediy affected
by the first order interactions (Table 8) and the second order one (Tabls 9)
among irrigation intervals, weed management and nitrogen forms.

5013



EL-Metwally, . M. et al.

In plots irrigated every 2 weeks, hoeing twice (for grain N content and
protein %) as well as metribuzin {for protein yield/fed) produced the maximum
values (Table 8).

Irrigation every 2 weeks with adding ammonium sulfate recorded the
highest values of all studied traits of grain chemical composition (Table 8).

Hoeing x ammonium sulfate was the more efficient interaction for
enhancing grain N content, protein % and protein yield/fed. While, weedy
check x urea and metribuzin x ammenium sulfate gave the maximum grain P
and K contents, respectively (Table 8).

Table 8: Effect of the first order interactions between irrigation intervals,
weed management and nitrogen forms on grain nutrients and
protein % and protein yield of maize.

Trait Grain nutrignts % Protein
iTreatment N P K % Yield {kgifed)
Irrigation |ntervais x weed management
Metribuzin 1.25 0.10 0.21 7.84 276.9
2 weeks |Hoeing 1.34 0.22 0.31 8.37 275.1
Weedy check 1.22 0.21 0.30 7.63 223.1
Metribuzin 1.12 0.12 0.27 7.02 180.3
3 weeks [Hoeing 1.32 0.10 0.27 8.26 2411
Weedy check 0.94 0.16 0.29 5.88 132.6
LSD {0.05) 0.2 NS NS 1.26 40.9
Irrigation intervals x nitrogen forms
N1 1.45 0.26 0.34 9.05 281.6
2 weeks N2 1.30 0.14 0.23 8.16 275.0
N3 1.14 0.14 0.24 7.13 2191
N4 1.19 0.15 .28 7.45 2578
N1 1.16 0.10 0.27 7.26 190.0
N2 1.02 0.13 0.29 6.37 175.6
S weeks i3 1.20 015 | 027 7.50 201.0
N4 1.13 0.12 (.28 7.08 172.2
LSD {0.05) 0.27 0.07 0.07 1.67 53.4
'eed management x nitrogen forms .
1N 1.15 021 | 033 7.18 207.7
Lo (N2 1.31 0.05 0.19 8.21 274.8
Metribuzin s 1.08 004 | 019 8.79 213.6
NG 1.20 0.14 0.27 7.54 218.4
N1 1.62 0.17 0.3t 10.1 333.9
oeing N2 1.17 0.17 0.27 7.35 2367
r‘ N3 1.3% 0.16 0.29 . 8.71 248.7
M4 1.13 0.13 0.28 7.05 213.2
N1 1.14 0.17 0.28 7.15 165.8
Weedy N2 0.99 0.19 0.32 6.23 164.4
check N3 1.03 0.24 0.28 6.44 167.9
N4 1.55 0.14 0.30 7.21 213.3
LSD {0.05) 0.33 0.09 0.09 2.05 65.4
N1: Ammonium sulfate, N2: Ammonium nitrate, N3: Urea, N4: Cajcium nitrate

Concemning the second order interaction, i.e. irrigation intervals, weed
management and nitrogen forms, irrfgation every 2 weeks x hoeing twice x
ammonium sulfate achieved the maximum grain N and P contents, protein %

5014



J. Agric. Sci. Mansoura Univ,, 34 (5), May, 2009

and protein yield/ffed. Moreover, irrigation every 3 weeks x weedy check x
ammonium nitrate showed the highest grain K content value {Tabte 9).

Eventually, it could be concluded that applying irrigation every 2 weeks
and pre-emergence application metribuzin for maize plants fertilized with
ammonium nitrate was the best combination for enhancing yield and its
aftributes.

Table 9: Effect of the second order interaction among irrigation
intervals, weed management and nitrogen forms on grain
nutrients and protein % and protein yield of maize.

Traif Graln nutrients % Protoin

[Treatment N P K % Yleld (kgHed) |
1 1.30 0.24 0.32 8.12 249.2
N2 152 .09 0.21 9.50 358.1

Motribuzin 3 09 0.04 0.17 6.81 2437 |

N4 111 0.06 017 .93 9558 |

P N1 1.80 0.28 0.36 112 352.8 %
= N 127 0.21 0.27 7.93 258.5
g [Hoeing 3 735 0.13 0.23 7.80 225.5
™ N4 1.04 0.22 0.37 6.49 333.7
N1 124 0.27 0.35 797 3120
eady N2 113 0.14 0.22 7.06 207.5
heck N3 .08 0.25 6.32 6.77 188.3
Nd 1,43 0.17 0.32 8.93 283.9
L. N1 100 0.19 6.35 .95 166.2
NZ KL 0.02 017 .93 190.5
otribuzin 113 7.08 0.05 .22 6.77 183.5
N4 130 0.22 0.37 8.15 181.0
e N1 144 0.06 0.27 9.02 285.1
3 N2 1.08 0,13 0.28 6.78 214.9
g MHoeing 5 154 0.18 0.36 9.6 272.0
© N4 127 0.04 0.19 7.62 192.7
N1 1.04 0.08 .21 .52 118.7
Weedy N2 0.86 0.25 0.42 5.40 1574
check N3 0.98 0.22 0.25 5.12 147.4
N4 0.58 0.12 0.28 5.49 142.8
LSD {0.08) 0.46 0.13 0.13 2.90 92.4

N1: Ammonium sulfate, N2: Ammonium nitrate, N3: Urea, N4: Calcium nitrate
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