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Effect of manuare application and intercropping ratios on forage yield and quality
of oat (Avena sativa L.) and berseem clover (Trifolium alexandrinum L.)

VC)JL:.W dlele dw R 3 Loy dazes ] aabols

ol

ﬁ\,;ovﬁu,k;\;_:@fp,{wﬂ%bw&ugw,wu>,5_>,~m,;1.\r‘lo 0w L Eu w0 § OIS (88 0y P REp-Rved|
JEO-YOU (M)A .0l pl £15) polke Ao . (Trifolium alexandrinum L.) et oA (Avena sativa L.)

9 1L 09 (ol )T (ol 355 SLslo 33 o 2 sk § (103 SV g Lglon Cul” o § (92 5l omesd s gl
cHB 0 ouh 05 SO T Dygo 4 cmely (b mle 9 (S3H9LsT oITUIS Jiag de e 58 1FAE-0 ol Sl Ol
28 5 TUNE OY Gho tptaw slez 30 010 395 Bl el 9% cpl 30 b Pl 51 5T 4w b IOl ol Slaes gl =,k
Yo A Cls im0 (Rl bl ST w9 (ol SO 57 58 oud duwwgy (S5 3957 ke I HLKA
9 (D) 3 003 Y0 + BV o33 Y0 ((C) youd Ao )0 0+ + BV g1 do 33 0+ «(B) sl o 33 Y0 + BY g9 o 50 YO (A)
P el IVALA) eis ddgle & o oy s 45 318 LIS guls .l 48 F 135 50 (£ 8 SO 7 50 (E) Huuh s s
29 o FUL ol ol Huuh Ao 00 + BV g o33 0+ sloud 51 (KUK j3 p T ols™ VE+E) Pl 1G9 9 O Khoe o9 gl 9 (LU Hd
T L of yold s Aoy 1+ Hloud 31 ddghe Xis o0k piad Suil 9 PLS (o9 9 HIAE0 (9 gy T Cawd 4 (01D 395 5L
Oy 9 BV gy Ao 33 YO + Hud Ao 38 YO Hloud 31 (Ao 13 1Y/TT) Sl Ol a0 (39 sy .ol Sty (010 3957 5L 53 F
iz gt 33 Johonols BLUT 9 (Ao 33 £Y/TY) (i o0 g 38 Jglomol BT (w033 YE/TY) ol S g 5 Ol a0
L of 5ol 5o o33 00 + BYg9 Ao 33 00 slawd 5 1/0F b (o3 (6l y Catmsd o33 yiliud oAb Jol> BY gy Ll S 1 (St
L s D033 00 + BY g3 o33 0+ slowd (yol lo3T 3l outeT sty gl wlol b ol (oS 3957 S 53 o5 11
= § o ddgle A Olio Faotre 9 KIS dgle WG ST RG1D Cg A (00 g5 HUSD 3 1 I By
29 Gl

3203 (Sl S § Dol CulS (pild Sl (KiS ddgle Pl 1T g oS (SlaeSlg

RTINS PPN R P P bl 3l g s alie oyl WAB/ AYE by gyl VRO O/ I 55 G s
gu;yw\)ﬁbcuwwwo@um,\@m,gaﬂum_\

(,,.A;Sa,s&ﬁ);)\x\;;Ulgcwl,\;;\)jr)i;@,_glp Ok w\)ﬁcbjdj)_’wa\iﬁ.]b)‘izb‘—“

(moraditelavat@yahoo.com:ess 5 S )

Ol g5 el y an c\;‘}@,,u{a@;mu-r

Y¢o


http://www.sid.ir

Y40 BRAR S Lrﬁaw RIS L"Q‘_}.L‘ v}‘)) (ajl.f— Aleun

Jfl Ll ko o Oy Jshe oyl 5 gl ] sas
oI Bl b asle Jshe o)l s Sl Ol
)M\&Gr\;bjoTrm%lflésﬁjqw
LS 5 (63598l (Juskiw et al., 2000) el
o5 9 m Ol gee 4S8~ Wsls OLis (shahverdi et al., 2014)
s Sawar OTADF s NDF «5Ul ) jun L 46 5le
5ol Lyl 5 a8 u0sls 5158 meen LT s ls
3035 LS Osds adsle L bS (g5 gl
215 0T s gls imn SIS L5 (5l ol
45 (Contreras et al., 2006) ol ,LSus 5wl 518
4 S yhi 53 ADF g NDF (gl simme 45~ A §
e 3l b glies SiS 53 s S S (‘"“f
SLabdoa s S Sl 5350 5l 55 5 (o g
AL s iS85 0 s b lies 3 s
5 (i osle p S 5lS 5565100 Llie 53 10V)
23 05NN Sy e (iS5 G
solass (bl ya . (Sis o;ucf}_gf
4S 4% sdalie (Neumann et al., 2007) ol LS
GBI g 030 3555 56 ST s ol Y
ashe sy 3 Sdas e oS5 50 5 5 Lo
CiS Sy o oins Ol £ 30 90 ol 457 3L )58
SV el iS4 S oS 3 ol b sk
]
CiS 035 fe 2Ll gz 81 &5 (5)lre
s Sl o 3,5 o 513 03linal 5 50 b sl
Sle Camd odins OLES jesLi sl .ol (LER)
L@wpww,;g{&dlﬂp&w;
S5 sl pY e i o Sl s 03 s
Ja L e 5 Shas ol E o, 28
.(Javanshir et al., 2000) 535 JJ 5 b g d3ee i8S
e op it ST 50 )3 el Ol e 4y
S a8 T s 4 on n s ) o
o byl oS5 5l Ao, VO caldil 5 g b sl
JﬁoanlafLaﬁ-lA:l?;idaw):YO)ﬁ

yéu

.

oo

S ehd sl s an 5L5 05531 55,5 a3
Sl 02 adgle JLS W5 Ol puts 5 els mle
e 61408 sle OLalE S aS ol eds el
Sllw &S 33,8 S e g sy 5e iy
S 3 5 Sl by Sl (il L 58 e (65558
50333 1y o3l S 1S5 Joalse 51 01y o
Sl i jo 5 iy Jl 55 Comer o ME oL
OLS ) 51 oK b pdsee oS (Pandita et al., 2000)
5855 ORI 5 4T el sl (65,5558 g
b plie CiST Cnl ool b Sl M5 650
M 5l se (T o pme LT il sl BlalE
o ol Bl momen s (Mazaheri, 1998) 4 5
s oLT G, glalale Comex falS g b
3 SBES 4 Jaos 131 5 AL (slacs e
el 13, 55 5 (ol el s 2
s> OlLis a b gle &S (Vandermeer, 1992)
e 5 s JoB (65 5l Gl g 5 oIS )]
)ao\j_::-dc,_w\l_arl:kslj_go-\'kgﬁ\_b:\j_»
C s b gl 1 e Sl o 5ol 5 S
b 4 s (Broderick and Albrecht., 1997) 5,57
Slsmme a3l 53 Jsame sb a4 SV 50 — OledS
CoiST L alie 55 il g b le 5 &S 0 5
53 03l (Chalk., 1996) sl 5 J g0 cDE ol
ciS oL, L (Javanmard et al., 2009) of ,(Sen
S 13 S po5S Calibee Y i b &y3 bl
)scu@s)ﬁsrﬂ‘.&“u@;&uuu
S8 L alie 5o b yloes LIS oS 5 oles
sl Sl S,s alls

S e e Jols5 51 S J e el
=B s DS 5 (Sl 5 ol O e A gle kS
3 Jslal Ol O e el gl B 5 0an
S ol 5 Gl ledias §Lis (NDF) st o 4d
OLE (ADF) (gl o 6 53 J gloeal (oW Ol 5as


http://www.sid.ir

TS G 5 415 355 o e I

(Clark, 2007) &S" oo sl (5 a5 e pls sl s, 5l —SS (Ghanbari et al, 2016)
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waduw).}wﬁ)wj )J}oudfbdigat_&jd:_ﬁjcd_ii}:é
il a3 (6l s 5 (Sl 0 g 1) sove 5ol Wiy 5 e fole —ealb ams
.(Havlin et al., 1999 ; Salardini, 2003) Lisw

B 95 9 Slgo o3l gls | LS (Avena sativa L.) oV,
5y OV e bl csS LUl skiew 5w 2lsp 5T Ll 5 L 8 5l 5 Poaceae OlodE
b 53 (R Slacs o 0508 &) o2 S L5 S Y (IS Ole 53 il Jitne
WAF-40 Jlw Ols 5 50l 55 olaT ¢ sals 558 o CmaS” (glyls Lapls 0,20 6 Szt 4 5le
Lﬁ#@\.’a}&j)jw o\iﬂd‘: Ls&.&jﬁ 4e 538 9> G od Sgd> > g}y‘x Lfl‘@". -\.;J}: O‘J‘.:.A ! LSI‘“'L:“
AldsOF gaz 3 FA L8l i Job caidst? (et oA (Siadat et al., 1998) s,ls )/,
ey Ll b s me gLl 2 YY Y26, I (Trifolium  alexandrinum  L.)
JJMLJ)\_AjJ Lgl—“'; M‘)J u_wu‘}h C)LG)&L‘ YooY dy\_nﬂ C,_.w\ )51_53 a)j_f (Fabaceae)
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Sysa o158 sland 4 5 ) Jade s ilesT 4> o (Trifolium incarnatum L.) &5 wes S
Wl 0l 1LY J gl 3 oslatul w&)\}f o 43 s s34 ¢ (Medicago sativa L.)

oST Gl Joe ST glas 5 (58 Dls gt -V J

Table 1. Physico-chemical properties of the soil in experimental site

Gos STeske - A gl PORw S O35 Sl il
Depth (em)  O.M (%) K (mgkg”) EC (dS.m™) pH  (mgkg)P  N(%)  Soil Texture

0-30 0.1 214 46 8.29 5.87 0.06 Caly
;'}Yx-w).sVOc(A)dYﬁuajls-cﬁiS:cb@ CIB ya el i s, las STy a0 JiabesT
o500 + Y g deoy3 0 ((B) Hs Ao ys YO+ Ju¢@\,\,§qm3>u JoS slasS 5k - b
(D) yhis o3 VO + Y o dsj3 YO ((C) Hiis :cla_.n gz oo ol fele Olge 4 als J; ()T).a
..uuu,?rz;,a(E)Wﬁ,uda)uw L;)t_?g,sc;‘,;\,\_&,a)w;rmvm\n,u
A Ol n oy g F Olied g ae Sl jd 345 S glcans s (Mirhashemi et al., 2009) oduw 55
bglos ST b e angd o0 55 518 3 S LS 23 5o Jorle Ol i (Kol 058 4) b sl
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Tabel 2. Physico-chemical properties of cow manure used in the experiment

== S Oisps wmdel (S S

K (mgkg) P(mgkg) N(%)  pH EC(mS.cm)

3462 718 2.43 7.3 3.1

.(Mead and Willey, 1980) o g 5 Sl e 5 Shas ok g
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455 S 5,135 75 (Naghizadeh and Galavi, 2013)
23 s Sl il s 3 s palS LS
s ey Vo ag Oy ) b ol glas
OF st s g Ol 21531 G b Sl b 5ke i
ROH IR

by dse o iS5 ol as glag,— il S
S 3 Shee 23 slad gle OLet S Ly oY 54
Sl Ol el iS5
Ol Wosls uil 4l 4 ;25 .(Armstrong et al., 2008)
Slacoi 5 (413355 o Joole 55 18 oS50
ol S5 3 Ses T Jlime J1 5 bine oiS
555, y5 H1E e izl (g ls e ST 45 le
e o33 00+ OV o o33 0 i 5 il
s Yoot o sls 1) plot 255 5 Shos o 5V
Ay Sl (350 U 5 S eole it A g 0T
315 025 Lo Siloe dglie bl st o g 035,55
Gla)les 53 absle pls 55 S5, Shas 45
J5 (F dadr) 8l 5131 g L S 5
et b gl CiST 5 555 3 Shes 5t ol
JS 2 e 53 0l iy Sl Wl 5 0 SV L
5 Gds 5 oY 4 oSt ke Cf‘?“‘)&i‘" osle
S osb Bl 5 il 8 Ol
OledS 51 5 e SNVl ol 55 1 5 Shee
J=ds —en 4 (Lithourgidis et al., 2006) &—u!
b ydine i8S glasled 5o ol (55 gy O s
OLSer 5 Ol sl e Sl 500 Y 5 L
5, Shes 45" W S 5,18 (Neumann et al., 2007)
S OV 53 5 binn iS55 55 VL
S g s oL 3 ol b 2SS
o S OT YL 5 S 3525 L oY 5 alls
el 3 3

12 258 sk &8 15 OLES il yly 4 il
Alade S Ol 5 b glons LIS Glalomi
s adle S Ol cp e A Bl (55 as

AR

GSYP Lol en 5l Ao+ OV g dsy 00 Sl
eSis e 5, Shas o S 5l 5SS s
L el s sleg 5 OLSS 3 0 8 LS TVYF)
(F Jod) deT Gy ol 357 (o) dalis b
SIS 5 48 Sl oals Ol Sl ol
o e e | T8 oslizul aoess (b ghns LS
P N R P U VR P PWRTJ SO RS- L U &
Gl Gl S e oy Sl By Ll S
sl 28T (51458 0555 oy 4 o L el
5 s—4=>1.(Weil Kay and Mac Fadden, 1991)
Ls S uj‘)‘)f (Agegnnehu et al., 2006) O )L on
JS > Slas (5151 ol g 5 Mol b e iS5
S 55 (Yoleu et al., 2010) 0, SKas 5 S 355 o0
i s e s Shes (I3l 5 658 5585 O e
s S IS Sy Sl s o b gl
e o9 o o dile 53 35 90 5 0
SLa e s o S ege 3 (S0 4 555 00 0L (CP)
St OT s a0 5 ol e CoiS™ L5
S35 5 o3 4085 (5 gralie oSl gk el
Olis bl aslajT @L:S .(Ross et al., 2005) &l
5 ol3 558 iz 315 b gline glaons il 457 sl
ole ol 55 Slame b e glac
(Ao 3 YV/F) ol 55 52 Oljee o s 23 51 13 sine
i8S g 1> 558 LS 55 5 YF mba 4 b e
13355 S 53 5T e b 50 g i alls
Slatas 55 (F Jgds) CAI (g )ls sme oD
Ok o LS 5 DY 5 e PRI b sl
S ok 4 eldl el S le bt 5 Ol
VO 5l b (Ao ys Vo) alls oS 5l iy
O s o i (ST DY 5 Ao )3 YO + 5 s s
OLL § b gn o) (F dgdr ) 5y B ke pls 55
oM L bglie iS5 OV 5 s Cenl s
s Sl 5 e TS (oM 551 R
&8 5 osl3 —& (Anil et al, 1998) cul T


http://www.sid.ir

Y40 BRAR S Lrﬁaw RIS L"Q‘_}.L‘ 69‘)) (ajl.f— Aleun

Slymn o it 457 313 0L s lag (o S0bs 4 i
CiS Hlad 53 bl okly 50 55 J pdoes 12 LI
OT Sldde o S 5 (U ys¥/0) DY 5y il
39 (Ao yaY o /¥) His ol CuiS Gl a by e
Sl 53 sl Comd RIIL 815 55 (7 J i)
Skl 0y 2 53 J plome i U O e S i o sl
s S

S (s 45 5l OLES iy 42 s
A2 255 s U LT Jolie 515 b s dsee
ok b 3 Jshoesl O (sl sy ()13 sne
S35 als 358 = glaw 51 5 ckzsls (NDF)
it 45 315 0L L Sl e 5 55 13 ine
b e ek 5 53 sk 2 O (6 e
maS 5 (o ys FYV) OV s allst CiS s
(o) SPFIV) S Jalls jles a0 by e OT ldis
EMe 4 Crs SV 5 Sl 4 5 L L(F Jgds) 5
G eS P op 5 s P 3 e O
23 Y L 0 LS L ks o) 55
Sosb a8l 153l 5 4 sle NDF Ol e b shine
23 el ol B OY g el CiST e o
(King, 2005) &S .05 5 51,5 i ol S
4 e o 5 OV gy bl 53 4 505 BIF
Cel Y 4 Hhd o580 cad gle L 5 ) 5-late
03 5 0T oon CllB 5 pogy 5 435k kST 1
S o S als S 5 1Bl

33t s CiS s (deo s 14/8) dali s
S abse ST Olpan 508 5 (o) dals jles
13358 LS 3 (S VP L OV el cis
(sold S S 53 S ¥ mha bl S T
o=l ade (F Jada) bl (g yls me OS]
33 0345 5,8 4 g sk | OIS ) g sb s
3035 b g S Ol G 5 Y 5 ol
Ol s (Bl (S 3 Hhcd Lo s il 31 L
Eoly gals S 5 eslital s 035l 55 wske 2 S
Ol 51 5 0l oS 53 oa i p) iy il 3
I il B g 4 ol g pS
gTosudleu}kﬂfug\ﬂ.Mm\f
oins OLE 1S Ol e 3y cite  Saenen 0T
el @L:féu;._é\.gjs 395 g0 gae dlge Hldde
il i 4> o 4aS (Lewis and Farlane, 1986)
)kas_;_&ﬁ@.w:‘)_aol.;fdsb)‘balﬁdyﬁ
Gsle G 350 ol ol s e gn ol 3 pls Sl
el e 15 (51
(ADF) (gl 0k 5 53 J ghoen U 31 (gl 2
Jols oS Cul gl 55 Jsha o)‘xsr.g.ma.wu;)w
b6 30T Hlie 233 L s ol 800 5 3ok
(Albayrak et al., 2011) 5 g5 o awlS 45 gle 2
wéuwdgtgou&g,quﬁ@u
lea_ﬂjc_.z\;‘_;)\;@“;\ubu ) g boglses
s g s me S AB6 LT Jolime 1y el 558

OV g b glon CiST i sla e 53 4 ske (subeul oy 53 55 I glomall U (s e i =¥ J 5l

e o 5 (P
Table 3. Mean comparison of ADF of forage in intercropping treatments of oat and berseem clover

ADF

Intercropping treatments bglse ciS glacs (%)
100% Oat Yy 7yee 30.0a
75% Oat + 25% Berseem clover s, ,ua7Y0+ N7 vo  28.2b
50% Oat + 50% Berseem clover s, )76+ + ¥y 0  26.3c
25% Oat + 75% Berseem clover e, 03/ V0+ ¥,/ Y0  24.4d
100% Berseem clover e s /N 20.3e

L (613 e o35 Ao 3 gty Jlainl el 55 LSD 03a5T bl ccinn &5 20 U5 0 (o1 o7 0 larSSln
Means followed by similar letter(s) are not significantly different at 5% probability level, using LSD test
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Table 4. Mean comparison of yield and quality of forage in intercropping treatments of oat and berseem clover and manure

sl T bl S a5l s Shes P oS0 Pl S 3 Shee s gl ytn sy S S 2a S ey 5d 5 gl U

Treatments Dry matter yield (kg.ha'!) Crude protein (%) Crude protein yield (kg.ha!) WSC %) Ash (%) DMD %) NDF %)
FiA 4520k 16.3f 740.6jk 21.5a 10.5f-i 30.6e-h 44.8a-d
FiB 4054kl 18.1de 736.5j-1 12.2¢ef 10.7f- 27.2e-i 45.6a-c
FiC 3118Im 18.6dc 580.6¢cd 15.5¢c-¢ 12¢-f 30.9d-f 40.6¢-h
FiD 4641jk 19.1c 890.2ij 16.1c-e 15b 30.6d-g 37.3f-
FiE 2724m 20.2b 550.21 20.8ab 19.5a 45.2ab 35.3hi
FA 6662f-h 16.6f 1108.2gh 15.8c-¢ 13.7bc 20.1jj 47.3a
F.B 5928hi 18.7cd 1111.5gh 16.1c-e 12.7¢c-¢ 32.2¢c-¢ 39.4e-i
F.C 55174 19.4¢c 1068.6g-1 16.8bc 10.5f- 33.3cd 41.3b-g
F.D 6547gh 19.1c 1250.6fg 12.3ef 11.2e-h 32.4c-¢ 42.9a-d
F2E 4903jk 20.3b 996.4h-j 16.8bc 13.2b-d 38.3bc 39.0e-i
F;A 8012¢ 16.5f 1324.5¢ 24.6a 91 25.4e-j 46.7ab
F:B 9596¢d 17.8¢ 1709.4cd 13.3c-f 12¢-f 27.9e-h 42.2ab
FsC 9952cd 18.3de 1825.0¢c 13.4c-f 9.5hi 27.0e-i 37.0g-1
FsD 10397c¢ 20.2b 2099.5b 14.3¢c-f 11.7d-g 28.5e-h 38.9e-i
F3E 7474e-g 21.3a 1592.3de 16.7b-d 11.2e-h 42.1ab 34.71
FiA 9180d 16.4f 1513.3¢ 23.2a 9.1i 18.5j 40.8¢c-g
F4B 10570c 16.7f 1771.7cd 10.6f 10g-i 23.4g-j 45.6a-c
F4C 12849a 18.7cd 2404.0a 11.2f 11.4d-g 24.5f- 42.6a-f
FsD 11704b 18.7cd 2194.3b 12.5d-f 11.5d-g 23.2h-j 43.5a-¢
F4E 7644ef 21.2ab 1619.1de 15.8¢c-¢ 11.5d-g 45.8a 37.2fi

I (6 la e sl Ao 53 ety Jlaz| 3LSDosa3T lal iz oS e 35 o (6113 487 ol Kols 052 o

Means in each column followed by similar letter(s) are not signiﬁcantly different at 5% probability level, using LSD test

A, B, C, D, E: 100% oat, 75% oats + 25% berseem clover 50% oat + 509

WSS YAY 2 e VD + B 5 YD s BT O 4 Y T 00 o ) BT YO+ Y IV Y 5 YN s 5 4B, D, C B, A
)’d berseem clover , 25% oat + 75% berseem clover and 100% berseem clover, respectively

3355 5 e o 5 (P53 OV g bl LS Ll lasled )3 e Sl D g lda =0 J gt
Table 5. Mean comparison of Land Equivalent Ratio in intercropping treatments of oat and berseem clover and manure

Land Equivalent Ratio ) G g s

s p s S P PR o
Berseem clover Oat otal
s 38 b 35S R 38
L iee 28 sl Manure (t.ha™) Manure (t.ha™) Manure (t.ha!)
Intercropping treatments 0 12 24 36 0 12 24 36 0 12 24 36

B 0.26 0.33 0.30 0.38 0.74 0.66 0.92 0.83 1 0.99 1.22 1.22
C 0.29 0.49 0.55 0.76 0.52 0.48 0.74 0.76 0.81 0.96 1.29 1.53
D 1.17 1.02 1.12 1.14 0.32 0.24 0.26 0.33 1.49 1.26 1.37 1.47

B R T L R N R AR PR ‘ws,;4D,C,B

B, C, D: 75% oats + 25% berseem clover ,50% oat + 50% berseem clover , 25% oat + 75% berseem clover, respectively
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Effect of manuare application and intercropping ratios on forage yield and quality
of oat (Avena sativa L.) and berseem clover (Trifolium alexandrinum L.)

Ahmadi, F.!, M.R. Moradi Telavat? and S.A. Siadat’

ABSTRACT

Ahmadi, F., M.R. Moradi Telavat and S.A. Siadat. 2017. Effect of manuare application and intercropping ratios on forage yield
and quality of oat (Avena sativa L.) and berseem clover (Trifolium alexandrinum L.). Iranian Journal of Crop Sciences. 18(3):

245-256. (In Persian).

To determine appropriate ratio for intercropping of oat and berseem clover under manure application levels, a
field experiment was carried out as split-plot arrangements using randomized complete block with three
replications in 2015-2016 cropping season at Ramin Agricultural and Natural Resources University of
Khuzestan, Ahvaz, Iran. Experimental treetments included: manure: 0, 12, 24, 36 ton.ha™! from composted cow
manure were assigned to main plots, and five ratio of oat mixed cropped with breseem clover: I: sole crop of oat,
II: 75% oatt+ 25% clover, III: 50% oat+ 50% clover, IV: 25% oat+ 75% clover, V: clover sole cropped were
randomized in sub-plots. Results showed that the highest dry forage yield (12849 kg.ha!) and crude protein yield
(2404 kg.ha!) obtained from 50 % oat+ 50 % clover and application of 36 ton.ha! of manure. The highest forage
crude protein conten (%) and dry matter digestibility obtained from sole cropping of berseem clover and
application of 36 ton.ha! of manure. The highest forage ash observed in 75% clover+ 25% oat and highest water
soluble carbohydrate, NDF and ADF measured in sole cropping of oat. 50% oat+ 50% berseem clover with

application of 36 ton.ha! of manure had the highest LER (1.53) as compared with other mixed cropping ratios.

Key words: Crude protein, Dry forage, Dry matter digestibility, Intercropping and Land equivalent ratio.
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