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1- Crude protein

2- Ash

3- Neutral detergent fiber
4- Acid detergent fiber
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2- Land equivalent ratio (LER)
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Table 1- Variance analysis (mean of squares) of measured traits of green pea under intercropping condition with millet

B U et PP R S
Croge FSE gl akiggld S By gud < as W)l e sy, Ny Ot gbe
protein Ash  Acid detergent Neutral Orvforage GOt Leaftostem S.0.V

fiber detergent fiber y 9 ratio
rozo™ 13347 4433™ 3.901™ 421904™  3487™  0.011™ 2 ok
Block
0.765™ 1.8173" 22.38" 21.208" 128480717 218.83™ 0.0546" 4 bl Copu
Planting ratio
1.794 0.436 3.180 2.478 171206 78.528 0.0089 8 s
Error
6.14 538 5.75 421 12.46 11.6 9.1 N ahaat
CV (%)
ime p g Ao )d gy 5 S Jlain] prdaws )3 )b e o)y 4y NS g KHE
** * and ns are significant at 1 and 5% probability levels and non significant, respectively.
g p y g p y.
bolsws g (alld CuiiS byl e 43 Ja oL duwd (6 050510 Slho W 1Sl dulio -Y Jous
Table 2- Mean Comparisons of measured traits in green pea under sole and intercropping condition
OF9x 5 Jolomols LI LBl Swis b w, e
>, - T e A Jgbsel S ol ad) - NS
® S B gl YY) b ssoas g9 @S oks) - Slw) RS -
ati ’ (%) Neutral (susa (o _
Relative Crude Ash . detergent fiber 4 Leaf: Plantlng
yield protein (%) Acid detergent E(l(y Dry forage  Height stem ratios
(%) fiber (%) 0) (kg.ha (cm) ratio
ATRENS
Green pea
1 21.41° 11.36° 35.27° 39.96 5620.3° 77 1.153%* 100%
Ol Y s
AT
Green pea
0.915 22.18* 12.10% 27.86° 3341° 5142.3* 88.46° 1.153° 75%+ Millet
25%
il +be s
VA
Green pea
0.592 21.63" 12.9% 30.57 36.33% 3326° 70.40° 1.103* 50%-+ Millet
50%
O Y s
AT
Green pea
25%+ Millet
75%
0.227 2150 13.23° 31.50° 37.66" 1277 66.40°  0.883 ol s
VA
(o33 bleo 55)
Green pea
. !
0.220 2077 11.76% 29.87" 39.54° 123575 7953 oo S0 Millet

(mixed seeds)

(p<-1-0) 515 LSD (y905] Lwlulys (615 (smo ciglds S jtio By Sy P8l o)) clo Sk yginr o j> ¥
* The means followed by the same letters in each column are not significantly different based on LSD test (p<0.05).
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Table 3- Variance analysis (mean of squares) of measured traits in millet under intercropping with green pea

3 U au > [HRE W 5 Comnd .
PEodan o sl y Jsb,u L Jsjm s adgle £l 5L o5 )’ &b
Crude PO oA S o9 Sas (S A 0 SRR ) Oy
protein S Acid detergent Neutral Dry forage €lg Leaf: stem df SOV
fiber detergent fiber ratio "
0970 06207 0.146™ 1.286™ 1079779™  1729™  0.1268™ 2 Ssh
Block
* Aok ok * ok Aok Ml{ ‘:A"\M}
12.196 1.635 6.2341 4.294 23751490 209.27 0.3093"™ 4 Planting
ratio
2.636 0.239 0.2489 0.618 1757452 20.21 0.1432 8 s
Error
11.36 3.45 1.58 1.29 13.09 4.68 24.34 - (%)
(%) CV
M gixe il g o yd g 9 S Jloin ] o )3 I3 dxe cuS )5 4 insg * e FE
** *and ns are significant at 1 and 5% probability levels and non significant, respectively.
byl 5 Al CulS bl pad )3 Sl 595 (351 0L 2d (635 0311 Clio (5l (puSiloe Ay o —£ Jgo
Table 4- Mean comparisons of measured traits in millet under sole and intercropping condition
3 > (RN ;G Suis a8 s, o
sflee 0N gg PIERUSEl s gl R s
) (%) s ) Sl 03gns (1) b oaigges - 20 05 S)  Fl) - ‘: coss
o 2 48
. Crude (%) Neutral (us (e )
Relative . Ash ) y 4 Leaf: Planting
; protein Acid detergent ~ detergentfiber  pryforage  Height ;
yield o (%) C 9 o yforag 9 stem ratios
(%) fiber (%) (%) (kg.ha™) (cm) ratio
JAREN]
1 11.63¢ 12.87° 33.99° 62.63" 14116 9326° 157" Millet 100%
. .87 . . . 57 5 YD o)
VAT
Millet 25%+
Green pea
0.385 16.02° 14.7° 31.10% 60.16° 5441° 90° 1.93° 75%
A5 +T0e o))
A
Millet 50%+
Green pea
0.622 15.66 14.5% 31.58° 59.58" 8778 92.86°  1.36% 50%
BIEEVA NS
YA
Millet 75%+
Green pea
25%
0.879 1551 1436 30.33¢ 60.64° 12415° 110.66°  1.12° S5 e o5
A
(o5 Lgtsie y5)
Millet 50%+
0.698 12.62% 14.4* 30.75% 59.98° 9856° 92.73° 1.77% Gri.%ﬂ /pea
0

(mixed seeds)

(p<0.05) 5,15 LSD (y905 Lwluly (6> (gxo ciglds S jtio By> Sy JBhis eyl ola Sl gt o j> *
* The means followed by the same letters in each column are not significantly different based on LSD test (p<0.05).
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Table 5- Variance analysis (mean of squares) of measured traits in millet and green pea under intercropping condition

BN S X

o Slp G o oilan oy e ot o “p &be
Land equivalent Crude Ash ‘5_& p = © I il Swis L1 gt
ratio protein Acid detergent Neutral detergent Dry forage df 5.0V
fiber fiber
0.0597" 2.2961™ O'Onls74 0.7904 " 1.403™ 338389.1™ 2 Sk
Block
bl
0.0692"" 38.391" 3.5817" 15.376" 208.66"" 28233618" 5 Planting
ratio
Las
0.00722 2.101 0.2416 0.6350 0.7853 1388575 10
Error
7.74 8.79 3.68 2.50 1.66 10.52 - (%)
CV (%)
kk

M Grepf 5 0oyd S Jloin e )3 )b o cu3 i 4 NS
% and ns are significant at 1% probability levels and not significant, respectively

bglsw g palld CuiS byl e 3 J5 5 (4550 0bS a6 05 051061 Olho (g Sl dun o -1 Jgua
Table 6- Means comparison of measured traits in milletand green pea under sole and intercropping condition

2 dsloxels )

B s > [HPE:1 )] e s
5 6 ol 3 o e guSla  wwlaag ’ J’%m . Sl adsgle
o) Sl e (%) (7) SR8 oxigs : 25 B
i ; () (JUSa 3 0, 55ks) Sl ey
Land equivalent Crude () 8 Neutral lanti .
- ' Acid Dry forage Planting ratios
ratio protein Ash (%) detergent ko ha't
(%) detergent fiber (%) (kg.ha™)
fiber (%)
YARE O))‘
1 11.63¢ 12.86° 33.996° 62.63% 14116.3* * Millet 100%
TY0 5+ ;)
Millet 75%+ Green
1.11°% 16.074% 14.26° 30.437% 58.497° 13691.9° pea 25%
T s 4700 o5
Millet 50%+ Green
1.22% 17.269% 14.04° 31.327° 53.18° 12103.7% pea 50%
AL EEVAT IS
Millet 25%+ Green
132°¢ 19.06 ® 13.44% 29.533¢ 47.163¢ 10583.3° pea 75%
700 B 4700 o))
Millet 50%+ Green
d de a be b b pea 50%
0.92 13.501 14.05 30.57 57.567 11091.7 (mixed seeds)
AR )1>
1 21.417° 11.36° 35.277° 39.96° 5620.3° Green pea 100%

(p<0.05) 5] LSD (y905] bl (I3 sime glis S yuiio By S JBlis (s (slapSilo ygiw y2 p3 *
* The means followed by the same letters in each column are not significantly different based on LSD test (p<0.05).
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