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Table 1- Physical and Chemical Soil Analysis of the Farm
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Fig. 1- The effect of intercropping of Kochia scoparia L. and Panicum antidotale Retz.on total dry weights during growing
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Table 2- The effect of intercropping treatments on kochia, blue panic grass and total yields during two clippings
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* Means followed by similar letter in each column are not significantly different at the 5% probability level- using Duncan’s
Multiple Range Test
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Table 3- The effect of intercropping treatments on total land equivalent ratio
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Table 2- The effect of intercropping treatments on fodder quality in 1t and 2™ clipping
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