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Figure 1- Comparison of Means compounds treatments density and planting rate on ear to shoot ratio
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Table 3- Comparison of Means traits corn on density and different planting rate
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Table 4- Analysis of variance traits cowpea on density and different planting rate
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10.34 7.39 5.53 6.39 0.001 6.32 Yo C.V &l pudi g yui>

Qo0 S g w0 yd B Jlosio ! e 50 Hl0 So g I Smo el o At
ns,. , .. Non-significant significant at 5 and 1% probability level, respectively

# 1S

S lizes ams g o515 50 Lug) Wlio (15l dualio —8 Jgu
Table 5- Comparison of means traits cowpea on density and different planting rate

(p55) dils duo 039 dig yo BMEolaws  ME o dils sl (o) il s «ls 015-1-1\-‘ o los
IQO grain pod number in Grain number Harvest index (%) (LS 0 0,55Ls) Treatment
weight (gr) plant in pod Grain yield (kg/ha)
(@050 35 ) (5155
Density (plant per sguar meter)
2483 a 8.35 11.18 30.00 a 1977 b Thousand 300 Syp Yoo
21.42 ab 8.66 10.04 b 27.00 b 2155a Thousand 400 32 Feo
20.25b 8.85 9.68 b 25.00 ¢ 2251 a Thousand 500 BTy
Planting rate
23.33 9.17a 10.50 27.33 2183.33 Pure cowpea planting Lol Al cls
21.55 8.94 ab 10.48 27.33 2068.51 25% corn +75% cowpea Yb %55,V %olag)
21.88 8.37 be 10.32 27.33 2146.29 50% corn + 50% cowpea &+ Yocs,5 ., b+ Yolug!
21.78 8.01b 9.88 27.33 2112.03 75% corn + 25% cowpea Y& Y% )5, YO Yoluy

A w238 gy g 53 518 (Sxe Lglds (110 (g B )0 I pilo puf By > b lanibe
Means followed by non- similar letters in each column are significantly different at p=5%

S sk g KL padge (P Jsax) bglss ciS L5l sl atle
.wl&&@j;oﬂk}su J§QL,._, serla ol gy Gl el
RiDs sl s s Gl Sond o 5L K S el ciS 5L a0 ey e
oS 53 nl (5 Jsaz) dal s YINE Uslae =6 lin 5 Slas Wy Cagr bslses (glp|
O byle w28 Jled 5 Vb oS15 53 Ll (Javanshir et al., 2000) LiL o Lol byl
e Gk e bl depa 00 b 20d dess b el Gl e slie G 53
Sla Sl olml 5 S350 5 SN sy T oty K5 pi boles S s el
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dol Cws 4 V/A8 Ol 4 DoR3 las 55 e
L (Teifeh Nouri, 2003) s, el .(F Jsi=)
;;Q\jﬁkilfi{r:;;ttwjj@)sla)lsuws
Ol fyeme palie bl glalliS 4lS s a8
55 00 Slaie o 5V 5 ol K5l R s
A Jool VPR Ol ol S 53 VL (ST
Gl Kby oS ol el ol
2ol ol s Wil 655 50 s 5 Shos
Ol oS Sype w1y o, s I8 -
.(Dabbagh MohammadiNasab, 2002) Jas
Ly olS o Jguame 6Ll ¢ iy ol 3l eslinal U
Mazaheri, ) 5 S pns 0155 o 503 oLS @0
Dlas o i (1994; Zhang and Li, 2003
sdalie Y4 Olpe 4 DoRy Sles 5o codle
e 2B, ol Sl oS (8 Jsdr) w8
e Sl bylie i s Ll kol
Ol 4 D3Ry Sles s cadlerpliie (p 2eS
ol e pl s (B Jsas) sl s =Y/VA
Ll Logd 5 eS bglsie ClS s )3 1L,
s, o (Teifeh. Nouri, 2003) 5,4 b
5 &b bl s L5 (Pour Tagi, 2003)
L S 3 S s S el L

ol o sl 3 b LI L il
2 Ol 55 IS 0505 Sulsy aSpl Osdy S
Ses a3l s Jae S s Shee
59 odalie 5,5 Ly, SV SbaeS1 S 5 ol
ol ool i e a5k e Ol S
Sldde op xio (Katang, 1989) KUK olagbesl
4 it s —loyl byl iS5 LER
35 GSam e Gyl oy VYY Ol
b bobs 025 gl AlS 68 e by S
s (Teifeh Nouri, 2003) (55 5 axlb .ol oo )3
s (Shoee tb; «(Pour Tagi, 2003) &,
4 (Dabbagh “Mohammadi Nasab, 2002)
(Ghietm by o0d bolse S s S5
Lyw iS5 2 Loy 5 @b by s
5V s LER Jlais o VL o L35 oSl
Db ool oS 53 8 ST
e P30 fame g P51 getes
350 bl ol Sl Sl bk s
O Gl Olwle 5 das e 3 L)
s eslizad Jaalasl 3,0 OV peams ) Casd
s A pshe D55 G e Cwd Sk
Oy Were S ot L s SS o

Gl faeme SR p pie A a8 b s


www.SID.ir

«bolas CulS )y CublS bliAs sla@Slys ) .pl)Esa § (135

A
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Table 6- Land equivalent ratio, relative value total and aggressively for intercropping

corn/cowpea
e bolso 5o Lugl (Hlg o ,Sdas bolduo 53 @5 (a8lg 8 Sloe e rt el s s
bole 35 Lug) o im0 y5oe bgliin 5 5 o sty 0,5kes @ o))l e OBy Sl e o
Assressivel Predication yield cowpea Predication yvield corn RelativeValue Equivalent land Treatment
88 Y Actually yield cowpea in mixed  Actually yield corn in mixed Total (RVT) Ratio (LER)
-2.30 3.75 1.45 1.83 1.70 DiR;
0.18 1.88 2.06 1.78 1.66 DiR;
2.98 1.31 4.29 1.85 1.73 DiRy
-2.30 3.75 145 1.85 1.83 D:R;
0.41 1.93 2.34 1.96 1.93 D:R;
3.19 1.29 4.48 191 1.89 D:Ry
-2.78 4.08 1.20 1.62 1.92 DiR;
-0.12 2.07 1.95 1.70 2.01 DiR;
2.53 1.18 3.71 1.55 1.82 D;i:Ry

Neoio Rs) g VO : Y0 (Ry) « B+: 0+ (R3) YO : YD (R2) oo : Vor (Ry) Jolis Lugd 33 colS Cnns 9 (D3) 3L 5 9 (D2) bawgito (D) oS gebaww dws b aigy o515
Planting density of their level little (D;), medium (D;) and many (D) and planting rate corn/ bean 0. : consist : (R;) 0 : 100, (R;) 25 :

75, (R3) 50 : 50, (R4) 75 : 25 and (Rs) 100.

SRS S a Cand Y0V Dol ey (Sl
o el e bl D3 s i
i ¥V Usles DoRY) [legs 45 s aseiin
Sl olantl s et a1y Sl
$ 18 b

sbodsls 5 e I dewy paty
(S SIS Dladed s pprees OLS)S
S P W NSNS o ome A5l 50 st
'(’J‘J L RS JlsS g
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