% 9 Jlg (=1h54 dlme
1P o & ojled FA-Y Wl

dxig) bolowo Culs 50 gl g ddghe Cuds” S T 39 (B 9 XIS ook 10 & Shos b 3
(Hordeum vulgare) o kg 9> 9 (Medicago scutellata) 4/t

Evaluation of Grain Yield, Dry Matter Production and Some of the Forage
and Silage Quality Properties in Annual Medic (Medicago scutellata) and
Spring Barley (Hordeum vulgare) Intercropping

Tol g5t g Sl3ldlanbol 5" (tazee 31 j0 ¢ n ldaze ¢ Lolowl Lo e

(J gn 055 0) 7S 018 o313 (6555187 oSl )| gl IS s goT i1 )
£S5 0l oBils (63,5La8” aaSiails HLils -

TS 0l oliils (6555Ua8” 08Tl byl s )1 st paT j5ils ¥

Lo s (ki o o5 (655 5LaS” 0uSLisls iyl pwlid )T (g goeiils —F

WWAVANY (s sl ITRJAIF (sl 3o g b

o>

®

sadgde oS la gs—(}iﬁ = S osle cails JJ§L..9 bt BARY ‘o <3 ml,é‘;‘._uo 9 P (ST (D P (> E ¢&Gl.ou|
YWY - Yag () YA-Y 5ov 9 Jl@ (&1534 Ao (Hordeum vulgare) ol s> 5 (Medicago scutellata) JLsS ax g b glses Ci8 55 sl

A1 Wi o0k 8 ;Khoe 5 31 0l 95 b HLD domigy Lol i SalyT o Fomlio o sgLiie 4
Trb B 58 Gal)T daol (LS s b dulio 55 ghu § Pl (A5 G T 39 9 Sl p a5l
ORI b @il 9 SIo9ls” oy &52—‘5&)3»7 4cyy 30 31T sl 0 Solai kb sy gl
G il (Sl st T Jold halo3T Sl slosd .o ol T Lulyd 58 1WAASIYAR ely) Lo 3o Ol
(g ViV dodig g 1) dodigy 3 Il (Jo 3Rle S GIT & wWag (13l g (0 Rl belke
1391 Sl $915T 9 g YiFdxmigy (g Yifaxigs (9o FiVaxigy (9 PV dxigy (9 Fifdxig 9> Fifdxigy
QPWRUSRILTVEY WA RHVARRRT STYRTE VA REVARTRE (T YRTE SARRHYA KR TYRTE DARRHYA RE T FYIg T
Ql}_ﬁawl;z_ggrelagmau.u:lodﬁsbghg\fkgmygwﬁudbwém)hﬁslg
913-Y) g (ddgle JLiS 38 p Foks 1YYF g ¥A+ ) iy 4y dovigy § g 410 9 UKis digle 5 ,Khas
Amigr § == Sl Cbldy @Sl Bl Il Cawd 4 BOT (A Culs™ 3 (415 HUy Ho p Fols” AYY
ALl Ol o 093 g (51510 Ao 30 YA 9YFIVE Olgmo 4 92 Yi¥dmigr § 9 Yifdmigs S T (oui 5 4
(FAIF+) adgle pLS pud o 50 (10/FY) adale OT50 Jokomo (SANE o 38 O 3w (3 gl NS g Sl 9
Sl 31 (O/7Y) gl EL=D 0 3las diy sl O 3m0 ((FFIYY) ghaw (S o gl 38 Jokoxo ué (S pud o 50
Jolomo il (S yud o33 9 (F+/AA) ddgle (Suml oy g 33 Jokoxo é (S pud o )0 oy i § (9> IS
S Sl 2Ll 9L 3yl A gl ST ey dxigy (A Sl 3 (FFIFY) gl (Sl 0z 9 53
L 15 o e gm0 LER=1/YA L pa0) (8 =l g1 S O 3t 099 gl 418 O pShos (81 jm b ghoio
Sy 8 95 PV dmigy o 5 31 Ologh MATL = 1FYAAYY/D b (GoLaidl (sukedgw O3l jwo (2 st § RCC = Y/¥4
Aol iy LER = V/YFY b g V2V domigs ™ 37 31 (om0 (S 3192 Cond O a0 (39 gl SIS ddgle o Chos
SmaloT 9 4518 8y Shoe (81 g Fi¥ domigy il i (8 0 luail (Sl oL 4 493 b opl ol
D9 B a1y -y pigy eXiS ddgle & Khos STy g2 1) dxigy

SN0 gmms § o [y (il o i (0 ) (S g ) i (Cmli]D 2L (D gl Culs™ 1SS (S0 lg
.Solsdl

esmaeiliutehran@gmail.com :J g o 4,5 S5 2SI sy o ysT

Yvv



WA Jle o o led YA-Y dl” 5y 9 g5 (81034 dlxe”

@L;ﬁ S aug eslecul (Vandermeer, 1992)
059 70 Cods dile (s ) Saas 2 5 (Joos
3 Sae ol 3l o 05 OLALS ds
35 on byl iS55 048 2 OLalS
(Hauggaard-Nielsen et al., 2001)

2 s OLalE Sl eslizal (S 5k o
5, Shes il ol Sl OME b b gliee ST
dos 5 S L5 3 o past 4 OV guaoms
o ;» (Ghosh et al., 2009) 5 45 o <Sist
s Shes AIH LS i b > bl 228
ol ST 2 lyT i wns OLaLS Llg

(Hauggaard-Nielsen et al., 2001;
S Sl s (Biabani et al., 2008
SN )y i 058 55 byl
4 a8 Il )5 ez p s o (Ole 53 i3
(o (e b Sl g eslinal ) s bt
ol ol i slgiy S YY by Le 2 S
(Macheru-Muna et al., 2010)

AL s (Sl sla i, -S
Ao g b lies St S Cadites gla )T
als 3, Ses o LT 50 5 s 5 LSS
das e Olis S ol sls sy g
Lt 53 IS iy 5 52 5 Slos &8
-0 | R VO S U UL
st A Sy L s s Ses
0L 5 sy (Eshghizadeh et al., 2007)
S s S J")Uf (Jensen et al., 2006)
byl S S ys g 3, Shes Hldie o i

4—1./.\" .3}.5;31%&' }-")L@.:;)‘J}Jub}"

YVA

doio

o L 9o Sl D g 4 gl S
Smn S Gl y3 KaS U ely; 68
Il )3 5 035 slitze (gles 28 5 b & Oler
4 5 Jimme bl 5 ST ol ) ol
S bl Sl 58 J s Sy
loosly 51 T, eslizul a5 01 5 oo b sldee
Cy LS (bl dols 5
slislen Jlse Sals G n glacals
35S ol dl S (gl ol il sl
(Mazaheri, 1998)

Sl LS 8L b glins iS5l e
b sl SuK b1, o) o S o
548 oslinl 3 5o ge mlte Sl 6 5 S s
s e Aoy 53 3 Kb 1530 s
e JislaT 2571 5 dil o J suames CodS
5V o3l gl QLS Jols b gies i
Gosls IOE o3l sl OLalS e SOLE
59 Ol i 51 s Ll 6 YL eSCes
b 5OV s (LalT O Ll i,
b shoen 136515 )13 6 5V pelaws 5 s
CotS Labyle A5 o e OY 58 5 OO
(Sistach, 1990) i dal = YL

Joole S5 Olgie 4 il 5 o b slins S
S a5 AL S ge 5l (65)0lES 5o g
$16 505 aly cboslinn 55 e S O line
aS A oo Ol Oladssr 5 al g S 5
e by e Sl () S
ol Ay e 15 JalS osli



e 8 o3le cails 3 Shes b))

S 9, - (Brouk and Belyea, 1993)
ol ghow dxei g (65 51 O jan (s> ﬂ:u\ A g
ol g e iy S 4 s |
S gl 4y Cad 0l sl a5 5
ol i le Olpe 4 g ot slas i 5o
AE 53 o
Sl S Al S slize gla oL
(LER = Land Equivalent Ratio) .}

vs“/ ' (St ) o

<6, (Relative Crowding Coefficient)

o Jk (Competition

Index)
Cola8l ches s 5 (Aggressivity)
b3, s> (Monetary Aadvantage Index)
Lt Jlize by 13es ¢~&_<‘5l_arl_23
(Banik et al.,, 2000; Ghosh, 2004,
Ll g o b esla ol (Midya et al., 2005
e (Ol it 5 03 8 4N 4
a8 by lue S8 w3 B, 0L
(Weigelt and Jolliffe, 2003) .5

o3l wl 3 ol 34 S SLalS
o Ll (g 5 ) Ao
LS o st 4 (LS glapllss )
Alesls ol sy s a by e
iy dalllan ol 5E ol sl
S5 S Cadibes gla i lyT S
O B G PN WP PR PO Y W2
asle o aS gle Sy,
5 bl S8 IS s 5 e
35 BT el S L awlia

Yva

Do gy ol Cowds G 55 0 8 Frr Olje
,5(Moynihan et al.,, 1996) ol,Les o
Ol g 5 S ami g9 b pddee it S
Sl Eel A (slaass g 45 Usls
sl s sl Nsd s 3 Sles
> L (Chai Chi and Daryaei, 2006)
samiy bydie s alls ci S gla)les
Lo y3 YO Hles a8 s S odalin 08 5
= syl (}fu—w )3 VO yaiy
a3 alasT plosl o a5 5 Shee
Cmal sl b pdiee St sla isle 3T 51 IS
bylie CiS 53 0lE a abge s Shee &
oAl CiS 5 olE Olan > Shas i S
Al s S A g C B s el
23 3,5 e SN ol 53 e gl
Cmul palls Gl S 5l iy bp i ci S
(Nadi and Haqus, 2008)
53 slon b gln b il 035 1l
osle pwlul ) Ao s Frosgus 5 oy 50
s 5 Ao 53 WA ol e 4o (S
o ¥rssd >y, wS e S
Sl > U s slalday S
3 CanidS” (Broadrick, 1995) a_il
(Kleinschmit et al., 2007) ol,Loa
i Lyl o i S s S
23 L b A di add o D03 g Ay 2l
e g 5o S 555 L el
b $Sa s 03le U3 s ¢ oLl 4 0l S

Ll 58Ty S i ledT 53 05—



WA Jle o o led YA-Y dl” 5y 9 g5 (81034 dlxe”

(s Y ¥aowg (o YPaowg (o PFai e
oo b s PN a iy (s PV a iy
Casy sl odiaas Olics sliel) o Sl
o IF N g (Gl oSS
o TN Y a gy oy XN e g
DR V) g N v VA RR A SRS
Al S Gl 4 CalS s sdas Ol
iy 5 sz Al LS 5 (Gl oS s
P eSS bl LSS iy sy
CiS LS 3 0 S SN s 5 LS
) 1l (B8 s (gilwesleT (gl il
mb:wﬁnjvs.:}ﬁb’);ﬂ;)}ﬁ
A planil ety 5 $SKns Sllas ol
23 3 048 538 Sl ey Sl Slkee
55 Sy s\ M il S
MBJJ:»@J}EQGQB)'T‘_;LAQ;
A b S s s e /YO CiS boghs
e 3 A 5 S Do 4 as e LT
W2 8 plnil s Sy g 40 slaiile |
233 WAL sls 15 7 5 )5 s e il
s o 5 WS iy U i 0L
Q;J_Ajlwfd_:\)s.ur\_?d‘ﬂgbf
g adl ol L oo e 93 (GilesT
Cila g 5 4le CoiS (S 3 Sas
(S b yle 5, e (5,5 o5l00 g, i
S Sl sad e pan Bl p Sl ey
Lo ol olS a (sl S a5l e S S
a3 Ve Gl L OsT 53 Os ¢S 31w
st 035 el FA Sl 4 5l , S sl

YA:

b 5599 30

SR g s Ay ie 53 leiT
Ol g &l b ctﬂj SI8S sy
5axry O GLdl s oo L S ) Al
5 b0 Ui ok Lt 45 05
e 3 e VY/O gl L 5 (3,5 4ids OA
S a8 ol b 6 s s
==l dw 53 ) S g s ol
AV S5k ke s plonil YFAA-1YAQ
L 03 0T Sl 5 ol 5 e e YP0/4
SVNY 5 e SO S
ST Cal ods i 158 e L FPA/4
il 55,8 sl am 3 Fr Ol 4o
a3\ O u:i”\—:‘ ga> 3T
sl 039 51§ sl

S ey S S e i S
i1 ploos 5 (SSU 50 4 o3l
eled o S5 Jluyl wbaeSs
Cb il dos s Syl JaslaT o S
035,55 p 8 S 53,8 e dr (o)
VE/Y ¢ e lw o wse e EC=Y/A (IS
53 8 e 10V b 0SS 53 0 8 s
PH=AY 5 oder L6 sl p 8 S

IS asw gl osliwl L G o
s(Medicago scutellata cv. Robinson)
4 (Hordeum wulgare cv. Nosrat) o3, o lg; s
Lol s hlfl 5 o Kl bk 250
Jols ca S glac S 5 as ol T



e 8 o3le cails 3 Shes b))

s Gl 55l sLas b cole )
Jaze 0 g5 o8l pls o gle oltale T 4 ok
Lol 1 gk o ol S5 405 i
S el g T Jas 0 2 KL
Gl 0y 52 53 J o 2 (La b Ao
ol 5-i 53 Jsdows e oo b sy (ADF)
5V (NDF = Neutrals detergent fiber) =
]| B OV AP 09 9,
oylas av i ul 5 (Van Soest et al., 1991)

OLLSes s Lo gy 4 (PH)  plsl
A% oslazwl (Lima et al., 2010)

540133, Shas Cgar Jpaee Sils
Sy 0,33 BLol 3 Cals e L
DS 3 e e 53 o 5165 58
235 b

BVNEE UV D U % Ny

(V) L1, ;I (LER) e 23 S, i

s s 2 (Mead and Willey, 1980)
(RCC = Relative Crowding Coeflicient) Vf 1
2% 5 «(Ghosh, 2004) (Y) a—Lal, ;!
Al eslazal (F) aaly 31 (galal (gdins g

(V alal

LER = (Yar/Yaa)t(Yba/ Yob)

5, Shes odias LS oS 5 4 Yea 5 Yab
o Yob 3 Yaa 5 bydins j5b 52 glaas S
oA CaS s Sl odias Ol o 5
il ebsa e S

S s ol DL LER <\ (s
CiS 6,5 ,LER>Y 5 by e cn S

YAN

A deloes L gos
4 5 gle LS e PP
DT JS 3 i Lna sl 51 551
sabte an ous OlewT ladsses ass S
J—d Slabgle o iS la, Sb o
Skl oy 53 53 Jgdoee S Gla b Aoy
Av,3 (ADF = Acid detergent fiber)
255
(WSC = Water soluble carbohydrates)

AQ\JJ

%JT)JJA

« (CF =
S35 a3 033le i Sk ot alw

Crude fiber) el et e

4S (NIR = Near infrared spectroscopy)
g de e 03 9 S GEs sl
b DS i gl S
Al oslimal (il o (65,558 slaesysT
ol sle (g o oS b5l S
S5 2l Glses s A1 ) ey
oKy Lo i e 5 A Ol 2 LajT
S 0 Sl V=Y Dlabad 4 (oias 5 ) S
SRR GNP INCRRPIPEY SRR N N
Lol oa o Lol nlTo S
dajfj_l:fj:‘_gudj_léd_ﬁ-bjw}_aj
O3S 6 Lk 03,23 LIS 5wy (Sl
Ao 3 iy s e 5 ais OB
A i Dl (B a Jotls e 03
W o Some [ 3B )3 0L 5 5 L LS|
Syl a3 530l &SSO Do 4 1 T
N3 s 5550 53 501 8 le 455 Y0

Cgr Sl )50 Ol rLJ\j\u\;g)-UJui 03l3



WA Jle o o led YA-Y dl” 5y 9 g5 (81034 dlxe”

(F) aksl
MAI = Value of combined intercropes
x (LER-1)/LER
e
Gl b g e Sl S (ghind 5w sdas Ol
(Dhima et al., 2007)
Loaby e oleT glads 2 5 Sl
5 3 V) 45 SAS i3l 5l eslind
et Excel 2007 51531 p 5 51 oslizal L 1 soi

A

o g @b

9 i digle 3 hos

CiS e 45 sl Ol b 5 Koke 4 lie
$ols JLSa 3 0 Sl YA L o el
535 S adle s, Slas o 2h
MO 3, S Sl L/Ye g N2 v ami g
St b ple e p oS S 53 0 S kS
s oAl LS 4 Ll S o S S e
o) () Jgds) Cils glada>Sa L6 ials
Jbdl o 2alS” s 4 o0 5 4 g
Mr_ajﬂbjbjﬁmw,;om
ol ol il ami g LS (16 S0 5 s,
G am g slaas p O Bl o Oy
SalS s gyl cime 5L s Lalls ciS
SALS ol aS Eils ya abgle s, Slas
aori g adsle > Slas (5151 G b 5l 5 Shas
b pliee CAST glala e Sl ol 5 A Ol

33 gp P g

YAY

i L gl pae LER =V 5 by lone
Ll el

Oljmn oS asmin oS 15 (oo o 2
ooy S eslial U aS” col 0l o s,
At ods S by lbs s 0 Gy Kol
L3LRCC > &1 (Mazaheri, 1998)
P I TN P N R S LI
5 odeT s a4 J gemes Ol e LiLRCC <Y
s CiS s 1 S bl CiS
2 BLRCC =) 8 plnil o 5
5l 5,5 sl b a5l 50 Il L slies
Jpaomn 2ol S Ly (il 3l eS8 s
S g gmad 0d s LAl
(Mazaheri, 1998)

{‘\_{L*.

LS s ol p ) st ls Ol S
Wil (e 85 53 o B pke eias DL
ot slacode [ Ks glac = s Ll
5l sdas QLS S 5 A g b
el Lo & 03 5 s shike
(V)abasl
RCC =RCCy, X RCCy,
RCCab = YabXba/(Yaa-Yab) Xab
RCCra = YvaXab/(Ybb-Yba) Xba
Cns ol lis 5 5 4 X 9 Xab
b ga s S gl csls
(¥)akasl
Cl, = (LER/LERp)(Xpa/Xap)
i 230l8 5 4 LERy 5 LER,

b g2 s S 6l e sl



e 8t o3le cails 3 Shas b))

bglins 5 Lalls CiS 3 a5 g $SKis @bl (gl wilyls e =) Jader
Table 1. Analysis of variance for dry forage yield of barley and annual medic in sole
crop and intercropping
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* and **: Significant at the 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively.

ns: Not significant.
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Table 2. Analysis of variance for grain yield and harvest index of barley and annual
medic in sole crop and intercropping
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* and **: Significant at the 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively.

ns: Not significant.
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Table 3. Average grain yield and harvest index in sole crop and intercropping of barley
and annual medic
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B2:6M P 0¥ 2 877e 656bcd 34.75a 16.75efgh
B2 :4M Famis¥ o 918de 641bcd 29.75b 22.25bc
B100% : 20%M AR SPHAREN 1822ab 129m 22.75¢d 13.50h
B100% : 40%M ARE THAREN - 1660b 2271 26.25¢ 17.50defg
B20% : 100%M ARRRE SPHARE 227¢g 709b 14.00f 16.75efgh
B40% : 100%M AR THARE 468f 681bc 18.00e 15.25fgh
M iy el A8 - 877a - 19.00cdef

Al s gme gl STl (glatals dior 0 g0 3T bl ABL o wlin (o9 (5015 457 O st a3 ¢ o b Sl
Means, in each column, followed by the same letters are not significantly different at the 5% probability

level-Using Duncan’s Multiple Range Test.

B: Barley, M: Annual Medic
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Table 4. Land equivalent ratio for different intercropping treatments

3 Sl g o
Land equivalent ratio (LER)

Treatment BN - Iy eni <

Barley Annual Medic Total
Bl: 1M Vamige 1) 2 0.577 0.570 1.14
B2:2M Varig 1Y 0.545 0.621 1.16
B4 : 4M Famip 1 ¥ 0.491 0.543 1.03
B6 : 6M Pamis 17 0.438 0.534 0.97
B6 : 2M Verigy 17 g 0.864 0.429 1.29
B4 :2M Varis i F o 0.641 0.457 1.09
B2 : 6M Parmig 1Y o 0.459 0.748 1.20
B2:4M Farmip ¥ 0.481 0.730 1.21
B100% : 20%M AR TR ARRN 0.955 0.147 1.10
B100% : 40%M AREE P RVARRN S 0.870 0.310 1.18
B20% : 100%M AR T RYARN 0.119 0.808 0.92
B40% : 100%M JARREE P RVA RN 0.245 0.681 1.02

B and M are for Barley and Annual Medic, respectively

S 5 aS sl ol &b (Mazaheri, 1998)
S e i L s PV
=S 5 5l e oy iy lLls RCC =Y/V4
555 45 1HRCC Ol op S s FFanmi s
ks (O Js ) sl ol o5
e Saln s S 5,158 (Willey, 1979)
i 458 S (51,5 e
5 Shee ghyls a5 8 0T sy oS

wa ER g:«T . | ‘SJ” W -~
s—s s (Agegnehu et al, 2006)

Nt S A ST 518 (Oseni, 2010)
s e o ST b glons 55 ian

(MALI) solabl (suindguw asls
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Table 5. Evaluated coefficients in different intercropping treatments

S5 o P
Relative crowding coefficient

S et S et S e olal ke
4l gy (L)

Treatment s Kb Km K MALI (Toman)
Bl: 1M Verig 1) 1.36 1.21 1.64 616497
B2 :2M Yarig 1Y o 1.20 1.53 1.83 741825
B4 : 4M Faris 0¥ 0.96 1.08 1.03 52710
B6 : 6M Pamis 17 m 0.77 1.04 0.80 -319410
B6 : 2M Variy 17 o 2.13 1.31 2.79 13298777
B4 :2M Varmig ¥ 0.89 1.58 1.40 391650
B2: 6M Pazis 1Y or 2.53 0.97 2.26 1103896
B2 :4M Fais 1Y o 1.86 1.06 1.97 769041
B100% : 20%M JARRE SPRNARER - - - 352243
B100% : 40%M ARE T RYAREN - - - 743746
B20% : 100%M JARRE PN A RS - - - -648480
B40% : 100%M AR P RYARN - - - 60343

B and M are for Barley and Annual Medic, respectively
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03 ke Gl Ol 0 20 38 (S
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Sl (gl e S & Y A iy
S8 Ol s i gy e G253 L (P J )
S osban Sl alsT OT s Jpdone
Lo ST 53 J e (Sladd 0150 0 Sl
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Al o IS a5 s Sl S 4 M B Oy

55 PPamy slaeS 5 6l o 3
Jeol= o5 s 6 oS > YY1V a
St o (3Ll 0L 5 el oS s
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MAIL =\YYAAW/O U g PV iy S 5
L oobaBl 5 5 Ol s oy S 5 Ol s
oA iS4 S Ole s MATL = —PFAFA:
AT Sz as g IY N i OS5
!~ LER p3las b guls opl .00 i)
03 Glas e Lac S 5 ool 51850 s
OlLSen 5 Lewas 5(Ghosh, 2004) s&
S 455 S 5,135 (Dhima et al., 2007)
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Table 6. Mean comparison for dry forage and some of the forage and silage quality properties of barley and annual medic in intercropping

b5ke s Slos b5ke s Slos 5l 5 Sles Pl b oy @l 4o SUlde)s SUlas,s  OUlas)s R
oSt iy S g5 s @l ST 53 Jglons 23 Jsme 8 P dses 3 d gldlolas
LS 53 05 kS) 23054 2 S AS) b5l Ghelodnsd S adipd Gl ady sl e
(ESa OSs QP e e
Barley dry Annual Medic Total dry Forage crude  Forage Water ~ Forage acid Silage Forage pH of
forage yield dry forage forage yield fiber (%) soluble detergent neutral acid saturated
(kg ha™ yield (kg ha™) carbohydrates fiber (%) detergent detergent extract of
Treatment s (kg ha™) (%) fiber (%) fiber (%) silage
Bl1: 1M Ve g2 g 1924b 1010c 2934a 31.83def 12.86¢d 25.60c 35.17¢ 22.35de 4.45¢cd
B2:2M Yo g¥ 1681c 975¢ 2656¢d 31.62def 12.10de 28.41b 36.63de  23.35cd 4.81bc
B4 : 4M Fari ¥ o 1513cd 825d 2338ef 31.42de 12.13de 26.03¢c 38.92¢ 24.05¢ 4.76bc
B6 : 6M Pari 0 1427de 802d 2229fg 33.57cd 11.54ef 25.95¢ 39.83¢ 24.38c 4.82bc
B oAl ois 2900a - 2900ab 38.40a 15.42a 20.89f 46.72a 24.10c 5.31a
B6: 2M Ve f g 20490 625¢ 2674bcd 35.40bc 13.94bc 28.48b 42.65b 21.75¢ 5.20ab
B4 :2M Va0 F s 1992b 791d 2783abc 34.94c 13.65bc 27.87b 39.83¢c 21.73e 4.35¢cd
B2 : 6M o 0¥ g 1299¢ 1077¢c 2376ef 21.81gh 10.57fg 22.51e 35.33¢ 26.15ab 4.35cd
B2:4M Fao ¥ o 1328e 1045¢ 2373ef 30.30efg 11.41efg 23.17de 37.88cd 24.77bc 4.43cd
B100% : 20%M AR S EHARRN 1988b 499f 2486de 38.78a 14.62ab 28.86b - - -
B100% : 40%M [AREE PHAREN 1869b 715de 2584cde 37.36ab 14.21ab 28.76b - - -
B20% : 100%M AR T RARN 815f 1239b 2054¢ 29.51fg 10.39¢ 24.13d - - -
B40% : 100%M JARREE P RARN S 875f 1256b 2131fg 29.75fg 10.32g 23.94d - - -
M iy el A8 - 1773a 1773h 26.82h 8.57h 30.88a 30.13f 26.42a 4.28d

Ll e 3l /0 ezl el 53 (Sl (slaals iz g 5T by it ailie O3 (5115 45 (0 g2 a3 (g la o SSLa
Means, in each column, followed by the same letters are not significantly different at the 5% probability level-Using Duncan’s Multiple Range Test.
B and M are for Barley and Annual Medic, respectively
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Table 7. Land equivalent ratio and average of dry forage yield in different barley and annual medic intercropping
treatments
) S S @ 4le 5 Slhee @ 4le 5 Sles &gl 5 Slee
Land equivalent ratio J5 oS S i gy S
e oy ¢ e Total dry Barley d Annual
forage yleld forage yle d :
JLS Medic dry
: (kgha)  (kgha')
. Barley Annual Total forage Yleld
Treatment BE Medic (kg ha™)
Bl: 1M Vamig 1) o 0.663 0.569 1.232 2934 1924 1010
B2 :2M Varig 1V 0.579 0.549 1.128 2656 1681 975
B4 :4M Famip ¥ o 0.521 0.465 0.986 2338 1513 825
B6 : 6M Parmip ¥ o 0.492 0.452 0.944 2229 1427 802
B6:2M Ve 17 o 0.706 0.352 1.058 2674 2049 625
B4 :2M Varis 1 ¥ 0.686 0.445 1.131 2783 1992 791
B2 :6M Farigy 1Y g 0.447 0.607 1.054 2376 1299 1077
B2 :4M Famig ¥ 0.457 0.589 1.046 2373 1328 1045
B100% : 20%M IXramig DN 0.685 0.281 0.966 2487 1988 499
B100% : 40%M AREEPRYAREN 0.644 0.403 1.047 2584 1869 715
B20% : 100%M AR RN ARN 0.281 0.698 0.979 2054 815 1239
B40% : 100%M [ARREE P RYA RN 0.301 0.708 1.009 2131 875 1256
B Al s - - 2900 2900 -
M iy oAl oS - - 1773 - 1773

B and M are for Barley and Annual Medic, respectively
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