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Table 1- Some physicochemical properties of the soil of experimental field (0 to 30 cm soil depth).
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Table 2- The coefficients of the curve fitted to LAI data for different treatments of green bean (P) and basil (O).
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Figure 1- Effect of different replacement ratios of intercropping on the trend of LAI in green bean (A) and basil (B).
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Table 3- The coefficients of curve fitted to the TDM data of different treatments of green bean (P) and basil (O).
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Figure 2- Effect of different replacement ratios of intercropping on the trend of total dry matter (TDM) in green
bean (A) and basil (B) in different treatments of the experiment.
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Figure 3- Effect of different replacement ratios of intercropping on the trend of crop growth rate (CGR) in green bean
(A) and basil (B) in different treatments of the experiment.
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Figure 5- Effect of different replacement ratios of intercropping on the trend of Net Assimilation Rate (NAR) in
green bean (A) and basil (B) in different treatments of the experiment.
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Figure 4- Effect of different replacement ratios of intercropping on the trend of relative growth rate (RGR) in green
bean (A) and basil (B) in different treatments of the experiment.
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Table 4- ANOVA analysis of economic yield of basil in sole cropping and replacement intercropping
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“ns” and ** mean not significant and significant at probability level of 1%.
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Figure 6- The yield changes of green bean in different ratios of replacement intercropping and their sole
cropping (same letters on each figure indicates insignificant difference, LSD 5%).
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Figure 7- The yield changes of basil in different ratios of replacement intercropping in and their sole cropping
(same letters on each figure indicates insignificant difference, LSD 5%).
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Figure 8- Partial and total LER of different ratios (1, 2 and 3) of replacement intercropping of green
bean (P) and basil (O).
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Figure 9- Partial and total AYL of different ratios (1, 2 and 3) of replacement intercropping of green
bean (P) and basil (O).
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Figure 10- The effect replacement intercropping patterns of green bean and basil on the land equivalent ratio (LER)
based on their economic yield.
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