Journal of Agroecology
Vol. 2, No. 2, Summer 2010, p. 313-322

s e b
AL iAWy

Sl (ol pgr 4y il
FIT-FYY .o IFAR il oY ojled ¥ ol

Lgw o)l s Shos 5 (508550 ((N5P 558 Ol g o) 2
b o S it slacand s (Glycine max L.)

v . Y . ) .
R v W AP R K VYIRS VAN D ‘_;)Ll.c\av;:.a
/\Q/Y/Y-\ C,.ﬁLiJQ @)U

AN i psds 506

LXVLCES

Lo oliury] (65,5LiS de e 50 ialojl dbgle cuiS )5 (GlYCINE MAX L.) Lgw pl,) (o300 jad ©lio (B oy yokaio &

1l 5 5yl o558 8,110,515 sl b ol JlS (sl o) B 3 VAVERA s JLa 3 (ol 50e) el (i
oS ol LSad ai Bl 03ls ey 3l eolatwl b mipesie 3 gy ¥O oS5 L ¥ie o ¥ ViV VY o cudlS clacund > cui 4 - YY
S50 A slaw il Lgw by 3 Slas g (Lol dBls calisre (glaciand 0 BME x3507 3 (gl size Bl cuilS” Calises glacums &S o i

CuliS 3l i Jo > OF (SBgd paw Sy g (Fi0) <YV 18, Lallb cuiS jl yidn deed OY e 4 VY S Cans pd Lol dBle Sle pou
9 WV VY CBl Lo D5 I3ine i bgw pByl S SiS (g 5 S e el S Glacuns Slog: () o)be o8, AlE
S Gl (slacuns pizmen 35 )13)95 5 by pB)) 51 6 ja el CutSTh duglie )5 (i SiS ()jg 9 S daw pa3LE 5T
ly by 3ySdas o py VIV CulS Cond o 02l 53 9 9390 )10y 0 B SIS g alle culST L alie )5 (it (o) il G ] gle
od bl (ogl8 Hlblo 3 LOME cunlie @95 g Sy o asld Glaljdl e @ Kl oo ol (nl 2,8 W S 53 2 S6LS FOOA (300 4

b S el slacaus oS ol lis (Zeamays L.) ) 4 (L.
L 4 (990 4 35 00 bgw (2918 Lo )3 pudd s bglve
by oleS (o8 (sloadls slus dbglia (05l )3 )95 il 395
4 ol wisen (Foroutanpour et.al., 1999) b o yiol38!
aS oy i Lgw olS oglS Wk )y p (oguad 4> sl Cund
g a8l ;0 M Dl p (g)b bz Sl Cuils alizes slacuus
5 oS ey sLaas i Sl 5 4udls Lgw obS e )3 saasls
bgw iliseo pLE)1 (s 3 SIS Sluss (65550 LY (2 piokes
(Kokuban & Watanabe, 1982) .ib ..
99 bo e S (59 y 00 plonl adllas dlally (ypom 5
CslS s & 0 )l cuils Calisee glacaus > @)D Wk
Sy Cans Joas J> 4 (SCT704 3 SCT111 s &) WY
9 3o YO e an (aus 2,80 il VYY Joleo (yuo;
39 olesd oS F Cnpelio gy ST 3 Slas Sl Joas
5 0d plogl wyp ioxed (Sadeg Zade et al., 2002)
cilizee Lo )3 g pB)l (alls 5 bolse cuiS jogas

v

dodo

(S35 N g e End 3 5 o o o
S3o9uiS b g SV gaze (pl Mg5 Caouw 4y ()55l 420
S bgle cuis (Qualset & Granger, 1970) cowl o jlasly
5 45 Gl )3 oae B oS Sl (550LS (slnaidge S|
5 Jexe Jolge g mlio jl ooliiwl gy s 4 3 Slas (g5lL
CuiS o asds sl g, 5l S (Lesoing & Francic, 1999)
5l cslio balee G sl oo 4565 S Cilises pB8,) S (bglre
2938 Sl 1) jSuss Gilises (glacaigh) g oo cge pl)l
(Koochaki & Soltani, 1998) s Ly a5 8l 5,Sles dze
Glysine max ) Lgw bs 15w cuis diej 3 o plodl wlddss

Lo 55 p0 gis 5 Sl Mol wd)] (ol g 3z (65,508 oSl
oh¥jle il (55,588

(Email: maesam1360@yahoo.com 2 e 0 g3 — %)


www.SID.ir

AR Ll oF o lod oF lo> (559l owbcs pgs s pis YVY

'Ja.w?i.a 5.)9..\?@04\40.{:5 ..\4.;3) ‘o.l.yi;f L.?){ cJJ.l{L:) "NY w.é) 5 (VV 09).?
VY oV ee) oF cilS glacuns s 4 (Vog)S 5l g o)
FO WS L (Veere) ¥ie o (VOVA) Y'Y (D02 04) Y2V (YO:VD)
J»Sw.‘_.t d‘)_) odlawl dyg0 yogy oAb asls Zoyeyo yd dig
ol sialejl @38 5 09 (230l sbaispw oll 2 labglse
) las coli job a0 o ik Job 4 cuslS bs Cuin
2 bz glacauws o )0 (Mo Vor) bue olgis & @ )S
Sl 5l g (TY=()l) Y1) S 5 Sl e ol 485 L
0y i3 dw )l ) 3y S T 4 TV o) o) A
)‘ ‘)M_: (~\"Y—L;)LM>) \Yl pus)) ).3 9 d)lm) p..é) g.éi.)) Li) 9 ’YY
Cyd)y dw oYY (08) (d) G A (Gl o8) ) dw cuills
Capn )3 pll s 85158 VY 05 Cdy S g ol 65
IS0 s alld ciS Cuip a3 ¥ g ooF eSS
@ oh e sk o lil 4 Sk psS &y Glie @ pomoiy xS
S s o ol o 3o 3 S b 550
dloye 13 w9 oddd ALBlS g ydu o515 Lyl Ll jo ou
Ao Cga W08 S ol oSho 4 ey <0 Vs
395 YO J o laymdiged bgw J§ SS9 9 S aw (a3 LS
oobwsl g Cugh it )3 5LSG 555 V0 o dlold @ s Sy
5 a8l l LaS s (gilwlis 5l jw .cd )5 Cygo Glasls Sl
=o3ll Jlizwd oKiwd bwg S p pmaw e < 2,8 sloasls
. . . o . . g Nf g e
G Bged WS ()9 s Cae 435 g S g 5
o0yl 8 g ((in]y Jolpe 1) dMe o bnaBluw 93,5 lan 5l
el ¥A Gide & ogase sbeSh »albls @) 4 Ll
8 3t VB amgp b Joasas Syl gl 55
L Jleze 59315 b sl 3l s g 4holodly (g 5 25 03D
b Al Wiged pp SWS ()9 9 (i RS Pl Sy Cdd
Slecsls alie lacaws o pls)l 51 Sy 5 IS 55
Cowd dy O g (o8 cloadlis Bl (S SiS (59 faeme
ol

5 slails cuils glacays,y lal s cuilb p Sldas jolaie &
olysl plams au @) il esledl () Hloa odyb 5l e /0

Coslas 5 29000 Bl Glo Ll (o)e )3 Lgw pB)) Jlog)S ol -F
590 V0 BB 55 1ol (S 0393 Jgb 2,15 ) Jgbo 4 s (g8

(Fehr et al., 1971; Yuesheng et al., 2004) .s4, .
4- Leaf Area Meter

oAl culiS b awnlis o bl cuis o Sloe oy LS 0 sl
Joly yo aily o Shoe p YL o V1) Clbls Cons g adly il
G e Ly &5 39 ()82 )3 S okS ¥V (e ) el
A o |y 2o Ve e 4 Jpasee Gl e
(Rezaie & Tajbakhsh, 2002) sl lis _2i8' S5

L by bglsto cuiS joguad ;5 odel Cawd 4 gols bl 5
oo e cui g (yd-ligw) Y1) g VaY clsls Cons wcyd
0adld JialS 5o el ool Cle g Sy e (jad Ll (g S
Cobliy pacs 5 3 Vb cadle 1) il s 3 Sy e
Rahimy et al., ) o pMel by w 4 5 jiwed Cas S5 9
2003

CubS il lacaus de) ;5 0 bl s ol
Ce o o« Siid 0dle d g piSTis o Hlis 1 Lgw pB)) bglsee
o) ViV Cdll Cod iy by o oS pidaw jadld 5 Jpame 0,
L ooliioee cpicen ((Pasary et al., 2002) 54 S, L Sl
200 i bedses cuiS 0 bgw slacie; o oy (awyp
Olise oYL cwlS glacuns plo b duslio o ViV cuidls cuus
shbecsls lacaws 45 50b jolaslsgs 4l s Slee
Oitrad A0dgy uol dBle  She pow S jd BME dlawd 1y il
U Cod o BME Hd aild slaad 9 oL 50 BME dluw ylas Jlaw
Behdani & Rashed, ) a3, 1, 8 ¢ ils iz glacuuws
elaCunss 5 by aliseo pl6) axllas b diwl, (yped 5> (1999
55 LEIF bigSly 8, bglsco cudS a1p2,8 st cubls Ciliseo
Lo WY Lall el palls cuiS b aulie 3 (g o 1L
Coo W3l 4y dag5 b . (Schweitzer et al., 1986) 1 > Sles
@y Shos Gial38l o b pLE)] by Lo cutis g (9ilS Ll
Slacuns il )y p Batos oyl | Bus (Biabani et al., 2008)
3ySdas g (Seiodsdioe (Sl s Chogad p culs il
Py bl cuts’ I Jols 995 Ciliseo gglaw ) g pB)]

s g, g 3190

g —dj9el asyre P WAY=A cly5 Jlw o islejl o

0o Lo il i b SLAS J S e ik
g VIAPH ( og] () inlojl Jome S by s plool OV/Y
Dy y iy uiesjewd A S elidl oylae S S colan

plosl S e b (Bolas ol slacS'sly )b CJB 53 (siale]

1- Land Equivalent Ratio (LER)
2- Century


www.SID.ir

YAO 5909990 o« Se o9 jud Slooguas (a2

.(Mazaheri, 1999) . g b Cuiby SB mdaw 51 UL (508 dlowg 4 g Cuwnd b auils
Expected yield , = Ma (V) aatly A3 sy 3y Slos (i g 05 p2 5 odilaly o
N A ) s 51 @S a3 paiges pdaw 31 5l il b lojen
Jypase Py cbgle cudS 138 4565 Jgamo Pa o)l o o5 e (Sl 5 Dbl ol el ) dig gy Sl sl calisee
Mp g palls cuiS )38 g5 Jgame My bl cuis 3 b aig8 iy oS Sujodshyse Claseio gy Soilul o 5,5kos 4l
Lol Halb cusS b 668 Jpame 2 Lz claciowd 0 Lalde mjgi ud Cos puidted Wb
LER - Pa . P (V) ala 5 LacME 3luss g i (§glane Cuonnd duw 4 ol dBles o9l
M, M, Aol (gl 5 il 18, s sl Wbl Gyge 4 Cland
G - seescsscese 4:0
—————— 2:2
5 ] S . ’l‘ 53 R‘S
A b ] ‘-_‘
4 .
4 .
5
3 -
2 -
] .
0 1 ! I I 1 ! I

45 60 75 90 105 120 135 150
Time (Days after planting)

bolbeo CuiS ciliseo (gaCums o (5w g +TY) Lgw o8, S pebaw e L Ol i — ) UG
Fig. 1~LAI changes in soybean cultivars (032 & sari) in different planting ratios

903 g y BB Jolpo (b 3 S ad bl il ylg a0 - Jgs
Table 1- Analysis variance of soybean leaf area index in different growth stages
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Table 3- Analysis variance of pod dispersal, pod number and yield in different planting ratios
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** s significant 1% probability levels.

s plo b alie 1335 (9l Jimpo (i & 3850 (Rs)
Ly pBy) 5y e iy il S sb 4yl 0 il
2 2P )95 b e g (addllas 3y90 pB] i) dgacoders
Heatherly & ) col oads (5,155 56 opiioee plo lawgs g5, oy
eolS 3 & 495 st des a5 bl 5l uizcen (SMith, 2004
Baker & ) 35300 (255 0l SloS 2 3 G5y e Liges
Sy e s ls L2l & sy o i 4 ol by (Blad, 1972
doul gl 43 49 g de0 Cde & Wlgh o VIV GBS Cuns jo
Comss ogad ) yol cpl ddl 50 5553 Cubls s lawgs o
Cann jl gy FIAY 8000 L 4S5 5 (- ¥V—(g)l) VoY cils
Sy Vb dds e DS e w asld oy ide b VY cls
) L8 LAl S cal 3olo 55 AdL e (Rs) cudlS
Gy oy sydn Gloj Gde liacds By CuslS aliBee (slacms
(VJS=b) lon S a0 yi 555 JolS Bl 9053 (88 (i
L dulio 0 VY cudlS Cud 0 Sy maw a8l piiy (il
Gl 035 L)")‘)j B UM ﬁ‘w) Ja.w93 cusls dhhpww) );L.»

(Pasary et al., 2002)

I Sds 0
5 SaS gy e )l dilisee slacuns
CuiS) ¥ o ViV cilS slacaws gaomme ;o (Y gds) sl
Gy 4y @lisee Jalpe s 3 ey o ()l o8, LA
CddS Ly (N b didg JS SIS (g cnpleS g Oy
sy Ady «Suiis 0dle xezS (im0 « S dlaws iolidl g o
Ball et ) sl oo (0l Sy 5 Sy dlopo LT L g g Bl
Ol ol 0ad odly LS Y S 5 &S jslailen (a@l., 2001
530 o doldl ClilS 5 L oy VWO dls o U Sis odlo yil38l
VY ClS Comd o ol )0 ey o0 095 zgl 4 alsye oyl 2 Mos

Cawl oy N et pdaw )3 (g)l5 xe bdiad s

M)DAWNASUAJBM)DAJMMA
(Mazaheri, 1999) ¢l byl

2= b il 5 (ol A5y QS ol (e (ioeen
A plool (Fehr et al., 1971) )\SKen g j08 (g pamids ik
Bl o) (o dls 1o Slo (slag) 3y Alsye 1> Vi i (o
Josl 215 b @alS ST Ry-Ry Jolye iy 4 g bigw Lol
U coamals T Rg-Rg ¢ JolS a00sMe b aasMe T Re-R,
Pl @b Sy U S g9p8 RirRe 5 o5 (o4l
ot g 55 Caa bl 53 e LS L (iulj M) Al ye
5 Sigma Plot SAS ¢la il 5,5 il Lacsl, 5 o) 5 Laosls
5 LSD gy b laysSole duslio g5l 5 43,5 eslizsl EXCEL
W Pl?u‘ Z() Cjaw ).)

S g pad Lo
S g a3l )l Sl il (Slacuns
P Sy g pa3ld cp e ) Jole (b 5> () Jgie) wizly
ol 93 () JSC5) 2 oanlia (Re) CadlS 51 ug gy V+0 aloyo
ot iyt (gl 04V il Ly VY bl G dls yo
S sk a g cll ot b b anslie ) Sy o
sy 4y (Ra) (23 BME el dlo jo b g Sy s a8l
s oy o0 055 Sl &y eanails el b jo )3 g 4l 33l
s Ll dons 15 g 4ilS’ Sy ols5 5l Sy lsye 2T
Sy s ye >l )3 9 b e pSadiy GRS Sy
sH(Kumudini et al., 2001) sy o yao & Sy pdow Sl
395 20,0 A0 3 i (Rs) (sauaily 5lel als yo 45 bigw olS a5 bl
Ball ) 1S o i yia 5o B b ¥D CadlS bgkas 13 1, 1055
15 L VY ClS s 48 S o 5 4 13 (et al., 2001

CuBlS 5 G gy Ve el ye 13 (B/+V) Sy o a3 LS (i


www.SID.ir

AR Ll oF o lodd oF alo> (5559l owbis pgs s pis YA

CilS G BMe ol (Bl58l L o ¥ie cldlS Cand L (4YY —
ol ol 3l ol Bl SLis paw G )0 (+¥Y — (gyl) VY
S o 9y

S YYEY Sl L VY ccils cans Sl pow S5 3o
S L (1Y 08y (s calS) Fov CadlS o 5 (o
M) & do g b (VUSS) 0399 T)la 1y BME dlaws oy 4208 VV/ 4V
Cuonnd 53 (Fie) oYY a0 (+5F) (o)l o8, M e Dli Sl
Oli8l s canlio (slad pals HLas) 0 sy o a5 4 HsSie
P el doolss il (S lsis @ Wlgie (058 el sl
Caps 53 0425 3wl (9l (Sloo pow Sy p> SIS Syl 38]
Sl Cles 4 VY csls

Lo ccils cons (Lol dBle SBgd pow S 53 plodil o
sy A WO Sl L +oF cdls cans o ¥e/oq 1Sk
Comd )0 BME dliad L yo L3 Ll |y BME 1y 1S 5 o ki
L (oyh e gl (g ylol Llod I (Yoo A (pS5ko L) VY cosls
Cowd do @l 3ub gl jeSie isw o Fir cudls cuws
Y 0l o8y 0 LacdMe aopd Ve 5l i 13,5 asuie ol
b 4S5 s o s Wy Lol dBls S paw S g (Fi¢)
4 (+5F) b oy ol 4Bl o 5 BB prs S, 2 oM
CilS Gy aS cowl Jb o pl g do ¥ g FY Cui
oalls cuiS 1 i 0oy OF Sl paw S5 pd BME lu Y
CuiS 3l it Ao )3 0F SLBg8 pous S 0 g (Fir) <YV 68,
292 (+:F) )bo o8y Al

Oil38l e 4y Wlgs o+ F ClblS Caws jd M Sl ials
o dng bdl g 398 GRalS  S0uSy g9y bl (Silulale
by e cuiS )5 bgw M sliw yials Lol Jls &S
Redfearn et al., ) cewl jloe olals sl cos o] 65)),8
3985 9 (oo gMaol A (gl Dbl &y o a5 4, (1999
5 ML Dl 6y pieaw ViV Gl o jd je 0 iy
XY 0y Ul cpiomen wCal sl Lol dBle calisee (sla i
P ySwlie slas sl HLasl g e G Sl g
Ol 58l oo Wilgs o 55 (+¥V=(g)l) ViV o VY cuslS (glacans
L goommo ;0 il ond (Lol ddls SBgd pow S5y e sluw
Kokubun ) LacaMe 5,Slos pusd ;3 Sid (59 Cuonl 4y dn g5
Olie 8 Sy o w (asli 4 495 L 4 (& Watanabe, 1982
slacuus plo b awlie o ViV il Cumd oyl Suis 00l
s b 558 cobls Cund o GME sluwr iulj8l sl
(7 JS8) e 0

IS s odlo liue oy i @oyoyio yd p)5 VYASA 1 S0lo L
059 ol 38l s e by ccils glacuus plo b duglis jo 1)
5 ycwlio ol5 lale sbul Sl o )5Sde Cuns o J§ Suis
oles Do dzym a8 Lol 1 ] 0gdenddly (250 )Mol 4
2 a8l 55 SYs b (10320 Sl i) Hg JolS 8Ly 4 e,
Sis o3le Sl g o0 yialisS (Sis o3le pazs b b aeD
Ldasg L ouomen (Ball et al., 2001) 355 0 3900 (gao5
2L Lk Jole (o > Sy s sl a3l oS
St ojg ol LY e 3 (Se (Rs) sanails ST 5 (Ra)
Kokubun & )il e 5 Sis )js coles o 5 B
039 yudom Holi8l S e e oyl Ly (Watanabe, 1982
duslio ) (+VY —(g,lw) V¥ 4 VY cusls glacaws o J§ Sus
A iy Sy mew Jds 4 Wl e el slacins plo b
A8l <3S 5l e oy (Rs) Ve 0 g (Ra) A+ olye (b ) poga
2 (Rs) gandilh dls o ol p (oaST S0 LSS ls o)
S 1S e 150w 3 Slas 5 S K5 g (e
0B )1 5 (nions pl bawgs e 9 SUid o3lo ge2
yskilen (Heatherly & Smith, 2004; Ma et al., 2001) ¢!
Glocins e gl dai ol sld (asin ¥ SG jo oS
00 adly codlS 1 ey o) WO B Yo nlie oy sl ciliee
8] Sy ST 31 s 5 st bl oo b ilao 5
Sudon i3 59 4 4095 b g ol Cand 4 ol 4 dgi bl
JBan & Grgo )3 +F) )l 08) b awglie ) (Vi) YV o5,
5 Sl (g ytmlio 45 YV 08 il ddsle a5 Lgw olS cuils
S o3 s 30,8 iy (Sany J6T 5] U 35,50 a0
e dag )3 (Re) (S Sl g (Re) sy ol Joye

[Bilgili et al., 2005) cosl adgle cus cuilyy olo;

ol dBlus CaliSeo W Ciomd 1> IS dlass
Sy (P <e/+Y) o mire Sl cuslS calisee (glacams
Sy (Vg il Lol dBls calisee (slaciond (> B
0sSlee b ()l 08y pals cuiS) ¥ clls’ s LS pge
BIYD 5k b (VY o8, LB cuiS) Fre cuils cuns o VIV
Lob plis gl aog by Iy BMe pysiaS 5 o i
G lizes elacaws G 0 gyl 4 oYY 18y culls baled o35y
2 ol Db o diwlS Sl paw S Hd AME Sl cusls
2 sylw oS o8,y cosls bolad mli 8l L as cul Jb
b o iul3dl iy ol e dlaw e blS glacuus
Glw) Vi) cuils cans 5 BME dlas (g5 pxe pae (Y S)


www.SID.ir

YA Se59088 )90 S Selgr b Sloogas o)y

1600
ssssssssssse 4:0
1400 { ——=——= 2:2 R,
— — — - 1:3
+ 1200 ——— 3:1 o ~C
f . [Ty AN
1000 - b
& 1
-g 800
£ 600 -
E
S 400 A
200
0 T T T T T T T T

45 60 75 90 105 120 135 150
Time (Days after planting)
bylsee oS lliseo (S Cod (5w 9 +TY) bgw o)) JST S (9 @l i — ¥ S0
Fig. 2- The dry weight changes of soybean cultivars (032 & sari) in different planting ratios
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Table 4- Actual and expected yields of soybean (cultivar 032) in different planting ratios
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Actual yield (kg.ha®)

Increase and decrease yield into expected
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(65 5 0,5 5k5)
Expected yield (kg.ha™)

Planting ratio

(%)
+12.91 1131.64 1002.26 1:3(032 725 + Sari /.75)
+20.26 2410.62 2004.52 2 :2 (032 750 + Sari 750)
+14.03 3428.71 3006.77 3:1(032 %75 + Sari 7.25)
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Table 5- Actual and expected yields of soybean (cultivar sari) in different planting ratios
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(%) Increase and decrease yield into expected G 2 el , G » PF9S) ) Planting ratio
Actual yield (kg.ha™) Expected yield (kg.ha™)
+14.52 3193.29 2788.17 1:3(032 %25 + Sari 775)
+15.52 2147.38 1858.78 2:2 (032 750 + Sari 750)
-5.81 875.45 929.39 3:1(032 %75 + Sari 7.25)
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Table 6- Land equivalent ratio of soybean cultivars in different planting ratios
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Fig. 4- Seed yield of soybean cultivars in different planting ratios
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