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Evaluation of Quantity and Quality of Forage in Intercropping of Vetch
(Vicia panonica) and Grasspea (Lathyrus sativus) with Annual Grasses under
Rainfed Conditions of Markazi Province in Iran

S (]

STl S o Sl (b e 5 (6555 Dlidond 5,0 Ayl Wl
PFRVN o I¥Y b gasb VFR/) VTP sedlpd gl

oS>

LSS, slaacal S (Lathyrus sativus) = 5 (Vicia panonica) ¢SCals b giue iS55 4 le iS5 o5 3, Ses L3, I FAY L Slat3gs
A0 (1) YA-Y 5 g S8 (81334 Ao 55 o Ol g Ll o

ol 50 dlues Sla wl 57 b o 9 il bglots Culs” (A7 (o5 3 Kos dulio 9 (20300 Hgkiio 4
5 g0 e Ol ol 38 VFAA-AR 9 1FAY-AA el S Sl (b 38 (i boiT (835 po bl a3
Tk B 52 9 oy Ol 50 (O P ddlain 50 @319 B3 0 Ol (b @l 9 S3r9les” Dlaiod
ik Al cds Jold 9 slodd 17 L LT ol plmil 1 oG dw b (Bolad ol (slaes ol
Sl dlwess Sl ol 5 9 & p0 g0 33 4318 YO+ 51 5 Ls (Lathyrus sativus) Js (Vicia panonica)
Sl wns § @ 0 g0 38 4318 Fo o o871 ,5 L (Lolium multiflorium) dlwes pedgl g (Triticale) 4w 3
& WIS INO + peI YD (ol 5 1B+ poI /B¢ (Wl S /YO + poSI YD bl T bolsro cuis™ Lalisko
AICos § 700+ bl 7.0 Lol culs” S yloy i ddgle . 5 Jlosl o33 9 (3R> Djgo 4
9 AJIC 5 Y0+ <SCllo Y0 IS 5 YO+ <hlo /Y0 ISy 5 /.8 + S5 /0 IS § YO + J> Y0
PP YL HLy 58 p 5o FRAT 9 FYIA OIT . AFF) DAY BF10 L ey o IS 5 /Y0 + 5 7/Y0
95 O 5los oy gl JUCD 30 P Tl A b WK 5 Y0 + 45 VYD baldeo Culs . Aidg 1 1 8 Khos
St Sl sl 9 89 Azr1g 3 5 5 badde Culs S sl (wl (LER) (30 (6 9l Comd OBl 1)
VIEY gV /FY L jdy oXis ddgle & los (Sl p UG 5 /Y0 + J5 /Y0 9 WIS 5 7.0 + 5 7.0+ bole
o A I 5700 + Y700 g UICh STV + S TY0 balowe culs Sl lewd pmiS9 g & sos STy 9
100+ <Chlo 70+ bolduo Culs” b 45 39 20 (S 5 AR L ARGID 1y a0 ) (S gl S 99 FYLV/FY 91/55 L
S § Caned 5 3l A gl B ddgle UlgF o0 MG 5 /YO + VY0 9 UK § 70 + S T00 MICw 5
PSS o T o9 3Kl Culs” pl Olgin 9 3905 Mg (535 g0 Ol OIS dilaio (S 313 30 ddgle

S dog

303 (Sl P S § (i g g ddode O Whos (WIS § (P eI 1SS (S ilg

Bafandeh2007@yahoo.com o1, K5 S Gy o ysT

AN



WAY Jlo o) o)led Y=Y dl” 5y 9 g5 (81034 dlxe”

Abd El Moneium, 1990;
(Abd El Moneium, 1992

OLalE CiS &S el 0315 OLis Sladisw
T Sl 5 sien S 3l gl LS (sl e
5T ol bl 2te Lajlians 5o
Lapls gl dsle Al 5 5 ol &S 55 055 2
J=B 2alS Il e s g das e il
CiS OT 5l am &S oMo 5 Shes )3 g 5
(White et al., 1994) &S oo sow| K58 oo
CiS el 5 5l (5,5laST Slidos el
Eol5 53 s 755 Jl S 4 b sl
J ol ol S lid L aST ail e syl
ol s e e el gl ol 5 ols e
ool 53 o e Lo Uy (65T
(Sullivan, 2003) > e esliesl ol

3 ,Sdas lyls g ale 15 SO L a
it Sl Ll s YL oSs o3l
il oo ol bapls gl LOT yo pls 55
LS e LT plSam 5 Ssls 03
S ol 3y e ke gl S
oo CuS talS Sedle OO Ll
slacals 5 o)l (BT 55 o A5
03,5 8l o ol 534 538 a5
UL 5 s 4y 8 K L S el
ey oo A 4 (655 0 b liee ST L

L S5m0 5 OLalS b s S 55
e ) i el oDl 505 0lalS
el (2l 03 35 0 ST s plol o e

an Lap 55 Al gy 0dd oo 055 8 (LSS

AY

4o

3 asls Byl Glaio ) bslie ciS
el ¢SO Ol 4 Il a0 U Ol Ol
0 34— 3 ¢ (> 03 w2l (—=)
3 gt |l gl s Sl 52 S o
5 s 5 LaeSCile (Osman et al., 1983)
A5 n 4 Al o e oS 3 gl LS
3 ol o sn o3l ol OLE L e
15 53 35 50 055 8 5 0dd S Ly 8
o= (Karimi, 1988) uuS” o Cois ¢Sl )5
3550 e 355 Ol yin a8l osdle QLS
Shs s s a0 0,8 o 5l 5 oslind
Lapls 445 55 LSl 5 on 8 le VL iS5
(Karimi, 1988) & % Cj\j oslanl 5y 40 3
534S Sl SLLE I S Sl moman
Al (oo g 350 4Bl o A 1 e O
(Abd El Moneium, 1992)

22 LSS5l oSl oY 5o el ot S
S5l Coaglie 45 515 Ol 42 e oK
CiaS B 5 il o YU Lo o 40 s ¢SS
3 Sas 5 ol 5508 o BBl 50
590 LS 43 5 A S gTéj}J}g
Sl 550 s (Alizade et al., 2008)
S bl gl (5555l Slidoy
)85 655 — Sl (ICARDA)
Glas s 1S slacSale Calidus sla Y
NSNS Oy U §[PRCNIE [ GUS P
Lds (5o g 5 oS L gl s oS
(Malhotra,

1992; Malhotra, 1993;



aiS y3 able kS Ty oS 5 Shes bl

sphe Lol o S 5 eSS pad ) le
585 O35 Dslie J s e e S
Lo Gutma sl e 5 OT 51 lgT (50558
LS 5 eds osliul g ¢SS Ul
oS s 53 bl Sl B G bie 3l eslind
O pae 4 S 05 5 L b Ll e p S
(Salehi, Jas ialS ;51,055,355
e IO LING b ylies 5 S 55 2005)
bty ph g 5 able e,
S s abgle s, Sles o, 2p 70070
LS5 ) 59—y Ol Y
(Bazgosha and Banisadr, 1997)

Cadtien (S 1 5550 53 (lanlllas 53
CaS s adgle CaS 5 e o
S sl Sl L 5y by b
S olaby b naSass S 5yl 8
Sl e Sslo a8 55 51 s
oy palie A ils &S s oS 50T s
up”uﬁgu,“&umu
Cbls 85 e A o SV s g
oleb! .(Khazaei and Koochaki, 1993)
OLALS b pline CtiS w53 e 55 b6
oo mlie s amig g Hdd dea Sl 25
5,558 5590 53 Gl Olalllae Ll 5505 594
CME L b g lies St S s glass e ¢Sile
(Droushiotis, 1984) ol 43 K &) g0

CiST oLl Shasg cpl sl 5 Cods
L Al padd 5 I8 5 b lss 5 Lalls
sl 5 L) sl 53 s 5 oSl

AY

5 e 3 25 or Je LT o) s LS
eSS ool gv-( S5a3lS 535 Shee (55l
aw) =l 5 (Banik et al, 2006) .5
sy b ol st o dls gla iyl S
305552y puyo9) il by die i S
5 oS 3, Shos oy 3 (Zahedi, 1991)
SLaLiS 55y 5 diw S5 Sl aS
315 0Las 48l pe s Jaul 5 53 bglie 5 alls
P ey D by b 2 S oL 55 4
S o 555 ) S5 e 2n S eSS
oL Comal plicel 455 53 &5 55 512, 55
(Asghari Meidani and Ghaffari, 2005) s !

5 A 5 b S ol oK bshine a8
Wica o 54 |y 4 g CoiS sl oL
slas .(Lauriault and Kirksey, 2004)
ds e 53 A8 5 55 5 kS 5 ey
it e &S Olgie 41, 0T paS 5 g L
sl s Cj_lg.a els o dy G e
(Heidari Sharifabad and Dorry, 2003)
Sl sle oL dim Gle 5l 4wl 3
o psd ) an LB S osle S s odalie
Sl ol e oA b 5 60055 e 5
(AN OT s i o oy 55 5 (18Y)
ol 5355 (110) it 3 5 s 5t
(Lovett and Scott, 1997)

5 el G140 le OLaLE b g i S
3 S S e 5, Slas i jlp s )
sl sle OLaLE ol 51 K p Jalls sS

Gl sle ol 5 Sl oslizul cpl plo . AiL



WAY Jle o) o)led Y=Y al” 5y 9 g5 (81034 dlxe”

55 e o3 Sl o&ayl )3 \WAA-AS 5
Ol (b e 5 (65550 S DL
P 03 ke Ol g 3 0315 655 0
Jsb 5 et 4iss Y4 5 a5 ¥F LUl as
FLi)) 5 3, aids FY 5 a5 P4 LUl o
Ol e 28 8 Lot Ly pebas 31 20 VAL

5 Al iS dde iS5 WS 5 Sles
L#“wcﬁﬁf\”a%a@‘rﬁ@‘ﬂ
FEPEFEY . SN W VN QEEVPRY

B 65 okl oyl sess

i oly5 Jlw 3 ol 3 St B w93 9 dMgo
U coilS Oles 51 aS ek YSO/Y 5 VAL /Y =S 3, Shes auslie 5 oLl ke 4
—edes Y0 4/F s VWA 5 ja Sl L s g oS il by bee i S STy

ol ¢SCSw an Syl Ol 5

C;—w‘ od i 4_“)‘\ d}-l_>- DL dt_w

T R ECL g 4

WAV-M o1y sl s LaulesT o s 5 5

VWAA-AL 5 VWYA-M ol Jle 55 53 g dilate 3 ailiale (radis) SL ldie— ) gt
Table 1. Monthly rainfall (mm) in Farmahin in 2008-09 and 2009-10 growing seasons
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September  October November December January February March April May June July August
2008-09 54.2 12.9 8 30.3 5.7 39.6 17 6.1 6.9
2009-10 0.2 71.4 38.5 20.8 36.7 134 30.8 53.4 -
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Table 2. Experimental intercropping Treatments

oled oyl
No.  Treatment ss No.  Treatment sl
1 Pure culture Vetch ol &b Lall CS 9 S0 veieh + 50% Triticale IS 5700+ SKale 700 byl
2 pureculure Grasspea A5 oA ES 100 500, veteh + 50% Lolium P S0 S D b s
3 Pure culture Triticale Ia 5 @l CiS 11 50y, Grasspea + 50% Triticale T T PR/ TR S E
4 pure culture Lolium WS ) oAl S 12 gy, Grasspen + 50% Lolium D
5 25% Vetch + 75% Triticale IS 5 IV SELTY bslie 13 50, vereh + 25% Triticale IS 5 /YO+ $SLale 1VO b loes
6 25% Vetch + 75% Lolium P IO SGLIYO b 14 250, verch + 25% Lolium P YO S Ve b s
T 5% Grasspea+ 5% Triticale VSRS VO + ASIXO Ldiie 15 o G st Triticale A 5 IYO + s VD b gl
8 25% Grasspea + 75% Lolium e A0+ IO Lie 16 750, Grasspea + 25% Lolium pod A IYO + = UNO b e

T 4050 (in BT B Gas) ST 4 F ke
Table 3. Soil analysis for experimental site (0-30 cm of soil depth)

kol Sosh oo BB el o 6 jad JS 055, Ao
oSl (e s 3 gw) ):r;gf) ):r;gf)
(S AS (¢SS
Texture CH pH Salinity (ds m™) Kava (ppm) Paya (ppm) Total N (%)
Sty clay oy o9 83 12 290 10 0.05
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Table 4. Analysis of variance for fresh and dry forage and protein yields of intercropping treatments in 2008-09 and 2009-10 growing

wiS ys dbgle kS s oS 5 Shas S5

seasons
MS) Sl o Sils
First year Jl Jl. Second year s L
33T 4> 55 5 abgde s Shee Sist abgle 5 Shas 5 s 5 Shes 5 agke s Shes S @ gle s Shee 59 3 Shes

o df Fresh forage Dry forage Protein yield Fresh forage Dry forage Protein yield
S.0.V. el yield yield yield yield
Replication S 2 4830.3™ 97810.76 ™ 3164.10™ 14549674™ 1224102.8° 28521.9°
Treatment as 15 26346289.9" 6516973.75" 40264.007  136986326” 14806053.17  305635.6
Error s 30 549734.6 83706.10 1556.06 3963579 294222.4 6858.1
C.V. (%) O ok g o a3 - 13.9 12.7 17.79 11.68 13.16 13.72

* and **: Significant at the 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively. VARYAN Ve e 53 Dl e 5 4 T ¥

ns: Not significant. 13 gme b NS

AV
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Table 5. Mean comparison for intercropping treatments for different traits in 2008-09 and 2009-10
growing seasons

JINERI 5 sl s Sas S e > Slos a2 Ses 5 sk s Ses S e Slee 8,0 S
R (J&A)Jr;}l;) ()&b)écjf}l:f) ()&A)}rf%) ()&A):r;}l:;) (J&A)évf}l_s) (J&A)Jr;)l:f)
5' No. Fresh forage yield Dry forage yield Protein yield Fresh forage yield Dry forage yield Protein yield
> Treatment (kg ha™") (kg ha™) (kg ha™) (kg ha™) (kg ha™) (kg ha™")
2 Firstyear Jsf Jlw Second year pgs Jlw
“5 1 2854ef 940f 148fg 13022ef 2693ed 404gh
% 2 3901de 1689¢ 219ef 20841abc 3093ed 483g
b 3 7926bc 3870abc 335be 19584bc 5448¢ 635f
13\ 4 1497¢g 405g 44h 1798h 486¢g 60i
%. 5 8237ab 3980ab 349ab 22938ab 6280abc 699ef
- 6 2057fg 719fg 78gh 7856g 1649f 297h
¢ 7 9267ab 4160ab 372ab 22272ab 6881ab 1239a
j 8 4476d 1578e 211ef 12483ef 2353def 317h
Al 9 9467a 4348a 255de 23693a 6881ab 995bc
= 10 1645fg 551fg 81gh 11454f 2335def 392gh
3 11 8411ab 3733bc 313bed 24366a 7189a 1083b
v 12 4234d 1557¢ 172f 15617de 2722de 490g
- 13 6889¢ 3076d 272cde 24528a 6360abc 863cd
14 1462¢g 574fg 78gh 11639f 2286ef 427gh
15 8063bc 3451cd 413a 22608ab 5935be 791de
16 4625d 1804e 209ef 17972cd 3349d 483g

M

Il ae gl 70 Jlez| Cla.a 33 Sl glaals di 3 503T alsl il e S i U5 te Jolas (g1yls 4570 g a5 g@_l.»;):fdl:ﬁ
Means, in each column, followed by at least one letter in common are not significantly different at the 5% probability level-using Dancan'’s
Multiple Range Test.
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Table 6. Land equivalent ratio (LER) values for intercropping treatments

5 agle s Sles St abgle 3 Slas s Ses

Fresh forage yield Dry forage yield Protein yield
Sles oled Jgl Jle £33 b oSk Jsl Jl p33 o oKk Jsldl £33 Jlo oSla
No. First Second Mean First Second Mean First Second Mean

Treatment year year year year year year

5 1.19 1.19 1.19 1.2 1.17 1.19 1.12 1.11 1.12
6 1.21 1.07 1.14 1.39 1.06 1.23 1.29 1.40 1.35
7 1.69 1.14 1.41 1.54 1.30 1.42 1.34 1.98 1.66
8 1.46 1.06 1.26 1.28 1.11 1.19 1.47 1.16 1.32
9 1.54 1.25 1.39 1.51 1.32 1.41 1.33 1.60 1.47
10 0.77 1.09 0.93 0.79 1.05 0.92 0.90 1.20 1.05
11 1.58 1.24 1.41 1.45 1.40 1.43 1.17 1.76 1.47
12 1.28 1.03 1.16 1.13 1.08 1.10 1.02 1.27 1.14
13 1.14 1.34 1.24 1.15 1.28 1.22 1.27 1.44 1.36
14 0.65 1.06 0.85 0.77 0.99 0.88 0.82 1.26 1.04
15 1.51 1.14 1.32 1.36 1.28 1.32 1.55 1.35 1.45
16 1.25 0.96 1.10 1.19 1.19 1.19 1.08 1.15 1.11

A4
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Table 7. Combined analysis of variance for fresh and dry forage and protein yields of
intercropping treatments in two growing seasons (2008-10)

o2

- MS) e o :S5ks
&5

df 7 sk s Slas S wle > Slas 5353 Shes
S.0.V. St o Fresh forage yield Dry forage yield Protein yield
Year (Y) Juo 1 3301572753" 81603085.3"" 3499197.03""
Replication/Y J s 4 7277252 660956.8 15843.02
Treatment (T) s 15 133785057"" 20076332.3" 260588.16"
YT Sesxdl 15 29547559" 1246694.6™ 85311.417"
Error ks 60 2256657 188964.2 4207.09
C.V. (%) Sk g b doys - 13.44 13.59 15.72

VARYA Jlazl o 3 s gme o 5 4 5% 5%
* and **: Significant at the 5% and 1% levels of probability, respectively.
ns: Not significant. 3 gne e NS

s 5 eSis 5 g ase s Slas y blie S8 slajled 5 e S ke anlie A Js
Table 8. Mean comparison for year and intercropping treatments effects on fresh and
dry forage and proteins yields

Jle ()L&QJ:C;}L_{);Q}LGJJSLQ& ()L&a)a(;}l.;)&bu}b:ﬁh& ()L&QJ:C;}‘:{)(”‘J}JQDJ&L«&
Year Fresh forage yield (kg ha™") Dry forage yield (kg ha™") Protein yield (kg ha™)

Growing season ™

2008-09 5313b 2277b 222b
2009-10 17042a 4121a 604a
Intercropping treatment  bglke cads™ jlow

1 7938gh 1817ef 276fgh
2 12371cd 2391cd 351f
3 13755bc 4659b 485¢
4 1648i 446h 52j
5 15588a 5130ab 524de
6 49561 1184g 1871
7 15769a 5520a 805a
8 8480fg 1966def 264ghi
9 16580a 5615a 625bc
10 6550hi 1443fg 236hi
11 16388a 5461a 698b
12 9925et 2140cde 331fg
13 15708a 4718b 567cd
14 6550hi 1430fg 252ghi
15 15336ab 4693b 602cd
16 11298de 2577¢ 346f

Tzl el 53 (Sl (ghatals iz 8305T sl ity o & 2 O3 e &S Jilom (513 487 Jale a1 5 05t 2 53 ¢l Sile
Il e 5l 70
Means, in each column and for each factor, followed by at least one letter in common are not significantly
different at the 5% probability level-using Duncan’s Multiple Range Test.
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ol N agpsd ) 4 G I8 5 4 e Ol e
TO0 L st 5 ¢ SCale /00 b ghine i8S Olos
IS 5V L eSKale 5 J Y0 5 S 5
S 5 Ol e 5 $Ki5 5 5 @b e i S
Bl L aS b Comeryl Lajled ks 4
(S FS o Olwl Olal b adbie 53 odT Sy
LSSl ¢Sl /0y by bt S a S
5 5 e s, Slas slyls 52 700 L s
305 Sl A S35 g s JoB oSi s
(Bafandeh Rozbehani et al., 2010)
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Table 9. Mean comparison for treatment X year interaction effect on fresh and dry
forage and protein yields

)Ls.;a)l—«.jt (J&A)éejf}l;);ﬁ}lﬁﬁjgw (J&A)bejf}l;)&»ﬁ}lﬁﬁjgw ()&k)}r;)l:f);ns}ﬁljgw
No. Fresh forage yield Dry forage yield Protein yield
Treatment (kg ha'l) (kg ha'l) (kg ha'l)
Fristyear g JW
1 2854klmn 940mn 148opq
2 3901klmn 1689jlk 219Imno
3 7926hi 3870ef 335ghijk
4 1497n 405n 44q
5 8237hi 3980ef 349ghijk
6 2057Imn 719n 78pq
7 9267ghi 4160e 372ghij
8 4476jkl 1579kIm 211mno
9 9467gh 4348¢ 255klmn
10 1645n 551n 81pq
11 8411hi 3733efg 313hijklm
12 4234klm 1557Im 172nop
13 6889ij 3076gh 272jklmn
14 1462n 574n 78pq
15 8063hi 3451fg 413fgh
16 4625jk 1804;kl1 209mno
Second year  pgs Jlo

1 13022f 2693hi 404fgh
2 20841bc 3093gh 483f
3 19584cd 5448d 635¢
4 1798mn 486n 60q
5 22938ab 6280bc 699de
6 7856hi 1649jkl1 297ijklm
7 22272ab 6881ab 1239a
8 12483f 2353ij 317hijkl
9 23693a 6881ab 995b
10 11454fg 2335jj 392fghi
11 24366a 7189%a 1083b
12 15617¢ 2722hi 490f
13 24528a 6360bc 863c
14 11639fg 2286ijk 427fg
15 22608ab 5935cd 791cd
16 17972de 3349fgh 483f

Jlazl oo )3 (STl (slatals iz 03057 il Ll o &5 2o O o & Sl (g1l 45T 05 2 5 (b Sl

I s e gl 70

Means, in each column, followed by at least one letter in common are not significantly different
at the 5% probability level-using Duncan's Multiple Range Test.
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