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Table 2. Mean of weed density (p m™), biomass (g m?) and species composition (%) in two planting dates within

experimental units.
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Table 3. Critical period of weed control in two soybean planting dates according to degree day after crop planting and

growth stages.
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Figure 1. Soybean relative yield as a function of (a) increasing duration of weed free period, and (b) increasing
duration of weed interference, for two planting dates. b and a curves predicted from fitting the Logistic model
(Equation 2) and Gompertz model (Equation 1) were used to estimate the beginning and end of the CPWC,

respectively.
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Figure 2. Soybean relative yield as a function of (a) increasing duration of weed free period, and (b) increasing
duration of weed interference, for two soybean cultivars. b and a curves predicted from fitting the Logistic model
(Equation 1) and Gompertz model (Equation 2) were used to estimate the beginning and end of the CPWC,

respectively.
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Table 4. Biomass weed species on separation in soybean different density.
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Figure 3. Weed number in removal and competition treatments in high(a) and low(b) soybean density (VE=sprouting,
V1=appearance first trifoliate leaf, VV3=third trifoliate leaf, V5=fifth trifoliate leaf, R1=flowering and C=weed control

in all season).
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Figure 4. Critical period of weed control in weed free (A) and competition (+) duration in high (b) and low (a)

soybean density.
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