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(Avena ludovicina)

(Rapistrum rugosum)

Modelling light interception and distribution in mixed canopies of wild oat
(Avena ludoviciana) and turnip weed (Rapistrum rugosum)

in competition with wheat

¢ .. s .. O . \ .
Shgin Ol doam ¢ (Shazmay 55 Ob 3 ¢ (SMome (6 el (Sl ¢ (2 813 031 i (s

( )
INTERCOM

235 Ojme e Sl Shas p fostas Olsie 4 5
(Berkowitz, 1988) 5 séus & gues 43; Al
by e ) Jde i RNLY slrans s
0 20 (S o g2 (Sladde . Cwl ol slglicn 595 o
55 Calitee a8 b 5 0T O e 5 55 ol
5 5wl (Hikosaka et al., 1999) uSaisls 1) o 5187
L5 8 slgiins |y Jos (Spitters & Aerts, 1983) 5 5T
S b B Y i 58 OT o
OT 52 & o g bl 1 Y o oy )5

L) Gl Ll Sy e sllae Ll 5 s

235 e QLS B ot Bl s DS
el .(Keating & Carberry, 1983) sﬁf@ ISP
33 by e S s Shae 53 ol odalive ol sl
b s (BLos h g Ol 5o Sl 1 (8L b goes i8S
> (Sinoquet et al., 1996) Sl T 5 s o1,
by s ol S el b i g 5LS
ol Al (S5lad e 5 s B0 @ S a

VWAYIV/YE D5y s

WAVAY/NO 13l 55 fur 56

O 8 ol sl § Ol g5 it she domlg o ool 33T o831 Sl ¥ ge gy 3 ol8Cils SLES LY LS oy Sl 51T o8l sl )

\v¢


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1382.5.2.5.5
http://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-382-fa.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal .ir on 2025-10-25 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1382.5.2.5.5 ]

WWAY Ol oY o leds ‘V.?r-'».*v A L”;}‘j‘ fb_j r}lﬁ dlgu”

=) JLM):QLAJV_A)J_LQ&LA}TJJ
S53leS 0dSisls Sl as e 55 \FVA-AL
s (S kS 03 )3 adly dgia s b oKl
QQALL?J_AKL;LASJ_QCJ_L%JBJJ‘}J}:;B
sl sS6 gl S lasT Hods elol IS e
Ko c“")ch..,uujéf.kdf('.f‘Jiju&b)T
C‘—’,)’Q‘Yj—ir{b—;}(@fj—:ﬁjé“:ﬁ‘“
)b)(cjjﬁj_’;d)bﬁﬁ\" L/\' Li'LY' LJM)CE‘N
):@ug‘ﬂj(@fﬁ)éaﬁ‘..jio. 4"")
Jf(cfﬂ))ﬁy**k\‘mciéﬂ)chﬂ@
°};L€,r—§)ﬂbj"—)>r“)>°'>L‘i;-‘”">)}‘f"ufr5)
|J_>-\6&_3Q|J3\QJH4_:JQ‘LA)TJJJAJ}:CV“—O
rs‘ﬁjﬁ'{u‘cb—”ﬁﬁ(‘xfrs‘ﬁobb“f*‘i-’;
Oljmer amopgl 355 35 e ol 5 OV 5y
Slind 358 5 (N p 558 00) ,1Sa 55 p 5 oS-
)\—’gﬁﬁcfj—l:f\"'d‘)—w‘ﬂ.c:—érT
Sl ;_,_f..\__isjf osla_ul (PZOSCJ?H;VY)
35554538 byl SUs L CslS 51 S p s seT
C&\/Vc@&v&\/*)@yu&e)ﬂ
.,\p,?num(&:s,duéyw,@;@
443‘}_)‘}&Ojj‘i{‘ﬁ?-jl{}#})ﬁr{‘jwb‘ﬁ
Sl S 5o 5 dacwbue &S 8 55 5 Hds Ol e
M@)U)Qusfdf)jk@;)\}mL?‘b
MBM@L&%))JJ;)\_{L};GMOLT
-1 g P SE UP R P GO L SEINC W
,;,&s;,yrf\,;wu\ﬁjfduqb);wr.\f
s S S C S b a pdS Glacs) o
F‘H%J;wc&blﬁdy;ﬁb)ﬂ)a
).:\_fs\.udr‘_lé.;?d_ubﬂ;_.igol_ajjsrlé_};)y
S et 350 53 5 (500 Ay (6,8 Jhins L)

)Jb_fd..\_n):..l_i:;c\.'_wbu‘x_i\[
oo s
S PUR EE S F G gy S G g
O T g I N )
S eslaa!
bodie o508 53 )0 ol sladi s LS
=0T 5l 5 S Skl Ca o 05y
G LSl Calites slawi & Lo g5 55 o
9 88 el )5 O gl (Lantinga et al., 1999)

, (Kropff et al., 1994) R]JIE N

Sl 53 ege Jaloe 51 (S 55 o 0T S
Sl ot I8 5 a slacade Ly pu S
——J&! ;5 (Caldwell, 1987; Beyschlag et al., 1988)
slacale OB, 69y ol s rl_?a\ Olallbs
e S5 sl SIS
Cousense, 1985; Cousense, 1987 ) "l ol o3l azul

A)'\CJ

sladd Js (Cousense et al., 1991; Kropff, 1988;
5 s e 41,1 b, CJ-,;&,'\ Slods! an 555 s
Sl Jalge SU G G Sl e S
S 53 b S3loas Sladde kS o ki Ty s
o) Ole ol gage Jol g 4 s 5 5 Colb 05505
g ol 53 Sy adllas (gl (el Sl S
SalS aS (63525 L (Kropff et al,, 1992) dzua
LSe Cade Calides glaa 8§ s, 51 50 s Shes
o 53 g S5 Sladds by o5 OWLE
Sledbl Sg nl 4§ 515 aalllas 3 50 aems
A iy Al ol p5lSGe 35 e 53 5 5 50
& o e S okl 5 (S5 e sl
@\o@bu@)JMJﬁul&dfjégi‘)b)
Pl s Gl ) s bl g G o
oli ¢, e 5 (Avena ludoviciana) _ios O5Y 5
&y p8 L o5, 5 (Rapistrum rugosum)
0T 5 e Jolse 568 o BLos y5 Ol b 23 S


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1382.5.2.5.5
http://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-382-fa.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal .ir on 2025-10-25 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1382.5.2.5.5 ]

T 25 0355 @55 5 e Siled

:(Goudriaan, 1986)

Y dsles
o= [(1 _ (1_0))/(1 +@)]x [2/(1+1.6sinB )]
0T B "y

,g_i,)&tgcwad\ﬁua?ﬁ&)m\%yc
Sl /Y sade oly) sk S el gl 0T ldis
Sl & gLl B

55 Lel ol Calie il CtS™ (g1 (V) dslas
ol I 53 58 SO Sl i 45 b liee oS
b s Cadiiee slagLil s bas S 5 Sl
gl oS0 VL p3 08 o remd 5y o
Cl ol 5335, 8 aulous 6810 5 3b 4 atie
Dy dal gt 55O 4 (V) dslae
I (1-p)loexp(-Y KLy, ) Y dsles
0T y3 a8
165 (only G 0) (re 5 el s o Ly,
&jslfjltus)l,“;
P ) ) O E el oK
(5,

o ey ool S e e b
ST 55 o b oS plis )l 5 &5y mlaw (ST 5
olasOlics (Leaf Area Density) LAD U dfj_, c!a.‘/
AL Ll 5l pols b &K Ol 5 o
(U 2 o3 o o 2 S8 0 o o) S

5 Jedsp dwlous (5l o Calitee sladde )3 LAD
il o oslial b ylies gladi & vy 5 ol
4> .(Spitters & Aerts, 1983; Kropff et al., 1993)
efﬁch_ﬁdj}:d\ﬁd:)u;ﬂc\,:_msudw,u
5 OIS il ods 8, 8 s o 5LS Jy b
INTERCOM Jues s (Kropff et al., 1993) ol L an
3 s Dy3o iy 9 5L 53 S b g
ol sl s B o @ 53 A S
gLl e300 s3 58 ;a8 ) b Shis o
2 n Jol

ARk

x})@)ﬁ)#“i-”fdw“dﬁfdgéﬂ)—l’
oamey sl Sl gla e li sy A
wjéjbcu\.&)QEQU(C“’&K)\&))J\YO)€~L§
SIS G Sheslial b mye gt o)) pebans 55 Loy
Cé)‘.)ﬁ".;‘}&;)\._fj_ﬁ).).v\._i};w‘éj_f (0rxY+)
SIS ¢ gt Iy 5 ol ST ety L OWLE
Oj)jd?ﬂdﬂ.»t&\ﬁﬁ)\)j)@ii&@d\kg
N3 S sm ol 93 3 8 ks ladpas ST
Y gy 53 8 e el Sl L e S
©+=V0 (Y0-0+ +-Y0) , el YO sl Lo
ol am i (6,8 0310l (reile) +=1Y0 5 VoV
L;,»*guvotgugvgo,gﬁ);ougwb
S Y a3 3pm e sy 5 s 8 s
O\J_;.Acg:,.&lf)‘w)))\/\' )b&j&)b)}i@j}:

i 6, S oIl

by S 0 VU 1 s (o 5SS 0553
b o Sl Al bl ol Oy se a
L=(1-p) I exp(-KL) Y asles
20T ys oS
@5 L)l 53 (Lalls PAR) pints O Iy
S 53 o) mm e 23S e 5 (LS o D)
o) e 2095 @58 VL 5 phali Ol g
(a6 s
2 ol 2 VL S e e el L
(o5 e 2 S 1 o f0)
25 335 MSS el p
(5 5 o i 2 03 ) 05 Syl 0K
et bl o 5S35 555 PSS S
b s el 5 S 0 (0) LSS ST Lis


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1382.5.2.5.5
http://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-382-fa.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal .ir on 2025-10-25 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1382.5.2.5.5 ]

WWAY Ol oY o leds ‘V.?r-'».*v A L”;}‘j‘ gb_} r}lﬁ dlgu”

hﬁw,l,gmﬁ@@efjcbubu%
i85 JS S phu jasli L

55 53 his, s gl by

s JS el I H

Conl 0l s 5 LAD ST1us- 0T 5 &S _elis )l hyy
Wslan 53 (L) grazed &5y pebams st Ls 0313 3 L
5 S Ul 53 1) PAR pdati Jldis Ol o ¥

23S dwloes b oglies

ol ‘_;J)TCQD.' Sosls (Jde Hlael ows ke 4
Sy50 dbe Low 5 ol 1yl aesls b isle 3T Jsb s
pb ol Ol bl (35 515 amlie 5 o)z
S0 WG sy 53 5, e oSl Sk
jtwuéﬁgﬁw\ycuﬁ,wﬁwuw)ﬂ
(Y 51 G ) .l 03 S 15 28l 5 (slaesls
54 Cale 33 ALAD,, 5l 048 (LAD,) LAD S
e Yl a5 3 pS LAD,, e 5L
H\w\.JHH&QQLBJJJQTJM_Lj\
ok Sy 58 03 VL Y 1SS Wl e
L oy 53 ptE LAD ST il Y g 4 S
(S 5,51 o3 £0) (6 el YU plis )l 55 3Y
230) 6 el 0 gL 55l a L ) 55 5
LAD Sl > 45, 8 edalica (JS ¢ Lis )l Ao
) (6 sl Y Cw)lﬁsf_gj@@.i)d‘ﬂﬁ
‘_gJ:.«::J;w‘\oj(J <8 YN PEY
9 s S edali s (5" gLl ds 5300)
Luws, S uf‘)‘)f (Barnes et al., 1990) ol ,L_Saa
FEYNE g YOU J PNC RTINS DS SO L

Cde g ol tals A s Y 408 5l Y e L,
BLAD ,sliean i d s s S5 s

E o 55 a8 el byl 287 )

Lot bsles iS55 Jbe Ol sie 4 S (g
S e S 5 B a3 5 () S
Nassiri & Elgersma, 1996) <l |l5 1, &5 s
@S SU slaay 5o 58 ol iy Sy
LS ) it s 0 a4 o (6520 &5y peba
=235 ol s (YA OHLSea 5 0303y V¥V
03 s ol & e e g0 0 S e
e ml5 SILAD g ml5 sl sy st
(Pereira & Shaw, 1980; Nassiri & Elgersma, 1998)

s 8 eslinal 2SS

(all) ¢ alslas
(H-h)
LAD,h =Ld,m—— hm<h<H
(H —hm)
(O) & dsles
h
LAD,h = Ld,m— 0<h<hm
hm _
Q‘ BE) 45

<m2/m3)h CLQS‘)‘ 2 g’.fj: cla.»' rf‘j}' LAD’h
(LADpa) &5 51 oo oS3 5S> Loy
N PN ov\_:'JLADJ;'{‘J;- QT BE) iy 69\.::5)\ h,

(asil)
wsS s g IH

135 eslial jalaly 51015 oo Lam aswloes 51
Lim =% 0 dsles

H
R e S R TCT LIS BISCELE

(1_(111)} (Calh) 1 slan
Lhi= Hi Li hm, i < hi < Hi
hm,1
1-
( Hi j
(L) dslas
. (hi) ). . .
Lh,i= 1——) Li  0<hi<hm,i

(Hix hm.i _
:O‘ ‘)) 4§


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1382.5.2.5.5
http://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-382-fa.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal .ir on 2025-10-25 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1382.5.2.5.5 ]

Height(cm)

0.00 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08
LAD (m* m®)

e
)
=
=)
[}
I
0 ‘ ‘ ;
0 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08
LAD (m? m?
100
_A_
80
— ——
S
£ 60 A
=
=)
T 40| 4 A
20
C
0
0 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08
LAD (m?/ m?

c(B)iO'c(A)\‘" L;Lkr{‘j}').}@.&\.{)\w‘))) YA )}Jyjijcu\fdfjchwébwd‘)j—\)b}m

O\Vp/m®) OV g oS5 0 5L 53 im0 53 08 6 5(C) 1
Fig.1.Vertical distribution of wheat and wild oat leaf area density (LAD) in 180 days after planting in 300(A),
450(B),600(C) wheat and 160 wild oat plants /m?
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Fig. 1. Conditions used for the sensitivity analysis and corresponding results for absorbed PAR by each species
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Modelling light interception and distribution in mixed canopies of wild oat
(Avena ludoviciana) and turnip weed (Rapistrum rugosum)
in competition with wheat

M. Hassan-Zadeh Delouiel, M. Nassiri-Mahallatiz, G. Nour-Mohamadi3,
H. Rahimian-Mashadi®

ABSTRACT

In order to simulate light intercepted by wheat and wild oat and turnip weed, two field experiments were
conducted in agricultural research station of Mashhad University in 2000-2001. The experiments were carried
out as factorial in a Randomized Complete Block design with four replications.In the first experiment, the factors
included wheat densities at 3 levels (300, 450 & 600 p/mz) and wild oat densities at 5 levels (0, 20, 40, 80 & 160
p/m2). The factors of the second experiment consisted of the same wheat densities as the first one, and turnip
weed densities at 5 levels (0, 4, 8, 16 & 32 p/m?). The INTERCOM model with triangular leaf area density
function was used, instead of parabolic function. The results indicated that leaf area distribution around the
canopy has a triangular function and the height of maximum leaf area density depends on the weed species, weed
and wheat densities. Either weeds intercepted more radiation than wheat in the upper layer of canopy. Sensivity
analysis of model showed that: height, leaf area index, height of maximum leaf area density and light extinction

coefficient are imporant parameters in light interception by each species.

Key words: competition, wild oat, turnip weed, wheat, light, interception modelling
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