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Effect of simultaneous and overlapped intercropping ratios on essential oil yield
of peppermint (Mentha piperita L.) and forage quality of guar
(Cyamopsis tetragonoloba L.)
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Table 1. Meteorological information of experiment site (2017-18) (Ahvaz Meteorology Station)
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Month Max. Temperature (°C) Min. Temperature (°C) Ave. Temperature (°C) Rainfall (mm)
Feb. . 25 12.2 18.6 59.2
Mar. s,55 28 14.4 21.2 27.6
Apr. cuigss)l 37.2 20.7 28.9 0.21
May. s = 425 23.1 32.7 0
Jun. % 44.3 27.4 35.7 0
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Table 2. Physicochemical properties of the soil at experiment site

EC (dS.m?) S0 cylus 3.7

pH 5 ol 7.32
N (%) 0355 0.026
P (mg. kg?) Jad 8.31
K (mg. kg™ oty 124
OM (%) STl 0.78
Clay (%) oy 42
Silt (%) b 41
Sand (%) Y
YYAQ


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1400.23.2.3.9
https://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-1153-fa.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal.ir on 2025-10-23 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1400.23.2.3.9 ]

Ve Oy ¥ ojlad g g 5 Sy il 011 215 ke 48"

il p b el ol Sl e clalale s C\qﬁ\
5158 il p Sl \Kld oy S oy g0
b i8S Glacns (B 5 50 L il gl
sl wlwl o J pmee Cils 53 o Dogldne
el il Cole, L las o SO slacns,
s (gl ClS 0l e 3 1S Casls Ol s
2 5 Jelolepss Cals Ol Hles Ho g als = £3
Blads gad S Clls 5 45 Ji‘)‘ g;.ds CLw J se
53037 55 el FA Sode as ils 51 e IS
LA e g 0l 3,8 il a3 VY gles
oLt ol 53 Sols I ey Al s (slak g
RN

(s plns oS il (sl gmn (5 S 5151 s
oslial U DT L b5 by, 4 6Sist 6500 0 5 F
o a3l el e Sk il ol
053 ol bl 033l 5 0k (6,8 il ke
O e .(Hassiotis et al., 2014) &3 5 dunloes i
o3Limul b bl 5 Shoe 9 ) dlasly 1 esbizal b uslal
Ldd acaloes ¥ bl
(\ aly)

(A y3) il Ol oo = (puild 0335 /0LE 6Lt 0390 x (Vo)
(¥ aaly)

(72020 8) il 3 Shes = s o3l X uilal 4oy

23 a4 503 O g L ad le ST (6 g
Cela (s S 03,8 sl 4 j5 000 gles
Skl oy 55 53 Jloeali U (6 g 4l
3 Jslewe UJI 5 (Acid Detergent Fiber; ADF)
L (Neutral Detergent Fiber; NDF) s ol 55
G35 ol )5S b ghe G5ai p 5 0/Y Sl aslin
Ad s (Van Soest et al., 1991) Cw 50

Sleslinnl U ¢Sist 03l LER (s (6l v
Al deles ¥ abal
(v aaly)

33 il gL 5 15 3 Kb 5 54V, Vo

LERv= (Yab/Yaa)*(YbasYbn)

A

b B ) sSB Oy i olajT
s el 51,5 ler b (sl ol (slaeS sk
ecb_wjgjgwlfoujdﬁu&ujT&uJug
wtsj(n),‘}f,&@_woujr_aws
FO 158 CslS) (T2) 148 5 (ils plins Ol gy
Saand 5 (U plil Jals ¢ Llad OS5l dny 595
plw el CiS tmlaa iy 55 (o Kl 2
Aoy 0 (P2) 1,8 Jalls e i8S (P1) il
Ls_mtu,.;@_;)giﬁ),tﬁwﬁawémtu
Qo 3 VO + 18 w3 Y0 ((P3) (1S s,y oSS g
(s plns Carsy a5 1S sy &0) il gl
) 5158 Ao s3 VO + Jils s s )3 YO 5 (P4)
..u;ﬁ(PS)()ljf;jqa)mjswétu@a)
dhaujﬂgwcijuuwj\m
Al GLaciS 55 it plonil VWA Jlu ikl o
gls s 0 L,_lsm;_;zf,,!)f,é@utu
dsb s po 5508 2 oo I F Ao s b0+ Jils
T S s b a8 s e ey O
0o i sloul e Sl B ol U cils Cas,
YO+LrL‘UéCl_:~'.A_~a)>VOLr§>)Ja}_Bu¢_:§
‘,\,?MﬁvmGuistum)na,,t}f,\.pﬁ
Aol e s dsb s, Lia b o S
Fln e Sl Yo slapsm s b 4 5 i )
e (Olgaal 5 Ao OLSTL &85 Sl ol ag) (Aals
e 03 Sl T, Jel g by (s O 50
NS s wslS S (g e Sl Jid
L 6 e Sl sz Gas 3 (Olsl 03 55)
@fﬂ);uﬁ\'r&mtugrsw.uul{
$5 V0,1 515 5 (Amani Machiani et al., 2017)
> (Ahmadi Nouraldinvand et al., 2019) Oaals
S lasles 4 by e s S 55 s a8 Sk
ws;\mwm)tfsu);\{@umﬁbﬁa
ﬁj&u;u'z},gwg..\;.&w&&u@a
s ol bl b s S co by Candy bl


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1400.23.2.3.9
https://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-1153-fa.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal.ir on 2025-10-23 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1400.23.2.3.9 ]

TIYVSVEY O F e O 5 siled Oli e 5 Olejes b gloee S glacs 51"

S Ao y3 YO+ i plias doy5 VO LIS o
e Olejen Cals s (o -y K8 LT Caw
g._.:fjs(,ui,a)>¢;j1,§ PYFAY) 4 le 5> Shee
L s omimn Sl 48 s odaline 1,8 alls
Lg;utuupmﬂl;.\.@avaww
S LBl LS 3 0 8 LS FNIY/Y)
Flim Ao 5300 Sl s e 5, S
Ao 3 YO CalS s 5 158 Ao s 00 + il
SYPVIR s jan) (AdlspLin do 3 VO + 5158
Sees s s ol LS s Df,_gsw«m
Sl adle 5, Sas o it OLS 00 b

YO+ 148t )3 VO CalS s 5 18 el
O YV/Y O0YF/Y i 5a) (s gLl o
ke s Slas o S b Jools (UG s p 5 AS
o )3 VO + L4148 o ys YO CilS Cd 4 by e
S 3 GLSa 3 0 8 S WAR/Y) ilip s
4S Sl By el CiS 4 G bglie sy
Col) o o L) b sl S o 2B,
.(Agegnehu et al., 2008) L_il =S las S 0,3
> (Zarifpour et al., 2014) ol Len 5 5y as b
3 SR 355 5 g0 ) b gl ST L5
05 ASVRON/E) 555 a5 5, Sas o VL S
iy by QLS 55 S S 70V 015 5 (LS o
oS S YY) 05 03 0T op 2S5 palls oS
3455 a5 Y o s oy Al 55 S o
3555 53 5 (iS5 Sas 2alS Ao ys £0)
o s desn Vor b 53 USG5 p S LS YVA/A)
ESS  Cad 285 o )3 AY) 535 Aoy Yo ot
CiS an by e olaT s s sdaline (i8S
St wile >, Sas oy e b)) 5 g bslis
PO IR )ut:,s()l_&,gpfj_x,f SAF)
Salize gla S5 an 0T cde T o
Ole T Ol 5 sl Blsday ol S 5
Lo Ol &S50 85 50 Dby 5 (BLy

AR

gl 55155 5 Sles 5 540 Yiw 5 Yaa 5 b s lons
Yilmaz et al., 2015) dzws ol CiS s s

SILERS Hlakaul e (6l o et (81
3, Shes S 48 s oslinul ol oiS
(F adasl ) sl
LERs= (Yy/Ywmax) + (Yy/Ypmax) (F al,)

23 (s plons IS 5 Shee &5 54 Yo 5 Yop
glas s Shoe Yow 5518 5 Shes Yop 5 b ghins 228
(Willey, 1979) dizun _alls CiS7 45 Lils

L il 5 pSas (61 LER (e (6 )2 o
s s O alasly Sl eslizal
LERey= (Yvpe / Yw) + (Yvp / Ypp) (0 akal )

5, ke 5,158 5 Shas 5 54 Ypv 5 Yvp
AJSLwap)L)J»gL_&f)AL;lAéCM bl
uaug_;s,;&wtugrﬁwvwwt}f
VLW

elin g il ls a2 Jold Lsesls am s
Jlot la 53 LSD 0 e 3T 51 olizl 1) a iLs
plos! /F i SAS i3l 5 5l sl b (Ao s o=y
A oslawsl Excel )\J'élrj' 3 asls sl 0 e A
Lo B S35 e aeslie 5 LT 425 1
Ll 53 pprse DS 3y Jdo 4 Jdb gl o
S bl g el (i gl el ciS”
OS5 Oy o il el 5 e S
el (6 led

o g b

5 S Olej 148 50U il ols 4 o gl

gl 02 158 e 5, s 1 B Gl
e 53 Lajles (Sen 1 5 ey &S ez
3 Sdas p it 3 g0 I3 an deo 3 iy Jle|
Olojan Sl 53 LS o pf}l:f PYFAI) 4 4le
e 5, Shoe o ;28 55158 Lalls oS
joum_ﬁwsy()\_&,;(ﬁj_gww)


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1400.23.2.3.9
https://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-1153-fa.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal.ir on 2025-10-23 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1400.23.2.3.9 ]

Ve Sl o ;,L.,_:Ar,.»,\:,,.,.,u?L";)\ﬂ\gp‘,jpbq,m"

oAl o i85 51 (dsy3 Y4/Y) ADF Ll i
Al sy >

¢S (NDF) 25 ok 55 53 J shoeals LI
s J8 51 85ke BN 0l jn cpmis Logor L
el 35S 5 S e s
b absle b oas idu S 5 ke gl mn
oS Slstlo Gl dny S o 5 ool S5
4 o el (Nakhzari, 2013) s o Hladi g
L Cbls Ol 5 Cad 5148 sy Ol il yls
S R 3 25 I3 (e (S ey 5 )3 J sl
u,;@dw‘&»ﬁﬂuﬂdujw
by 0 (Ao )3 VVO) NDF jliis oy 2ées .35 5l sims
2> il gL o y3 VO + 158 s )3 Y0 Sl
/A2) 0T Jlie oy S 5 Old e S35 Hlas
o )3 VO + 4148 Lo )3 YO Slas 4 by 0 (Ao s
YO Slass I b an 25 Olajen MK):LMCM
6QMA1K¢LMCMM)>VO+J|;M)>
ai_u;ouﬁv_wot_ﬂjr_ng_;lf,;c,_:s
G5 talasT 53 (o) S8 diails i 5 mbaw
o2 F—iw «(Ghanbari et al., 2016) ol,L S 4
(Ao 3 FOIV) st ok 5 53 J slomals O3UI O 5o
S g e Aoy Vo G S G s
Al de o Vo e 51 (Ao s ¥Y70) O ldis
A& Jeol> (Trigonella foenum-graecum L.)

5 LS Cad S48 20l il sl 4 2 gl
adle 7S Ol ST Glajles S0
eSS ez rla 55 SIS Ole 31 Lol 0355 )l gna
58 dosle Sl Dl o s 3 5l e Ao
S o S g 5168 5 s CoalS 4 (Ao ys YV/B)
e oS g5 Olajpms CblS (Ao 53 VO/A) OT
CiS Lol iy oSy o bia (5-) SB) Sl
OLej 035 5255 5 435 0595 035 FobsS Ol gy en
23 (Shme 3ge Ol 8l Col o sz SIS
SO PRE I P g RGP PPNt

AR

0315 T 4l L o sl e 5 s
@Lﬁ L b Gt @Lﬁ (Kiani et al., 2014) .
53 A ools Codlle o sl gloa ha gt
A3 VO CiS S s b gle 3 Shas Guiss oy
pw\awﬂg),\_x@wt\@uﬁvm,\;
SLle o am 5 L aS sl 1,8 alls cois
(oMl 5 (e g5 RIP S b glie 28
3 S s 5 sl Ol e 1 Dl o
obpiwju_@,b‘ugt_ﬁﬂd_il@\_sd_iu”;
Ao s g g b gle 2287 )5 (Toreifi et al., 2018)
bpdie i8S ol sl 534S sl Ol
A5 Al S8 4 S (5 ey S 03l Ol
Al
Glac 514 shs0lss wlls 4 2 s
(ADF) (gdul oy o5 53 J ghoeal LI o oS
LT S ar 5 S8 Olej Sl s 058 ol gime
)tsﬁu)aéﬁ,&a_JW\cb)a%;q
b e (Lo )3 ¥9/F) ADF Sldis op jdes . Lid g
Sasi 535158 A3 00+ il gl Ao y3 04 Hles
(ujarv)oT)\.\_;aw_;J;ouﬁHg;_a\{
IS Loy b+ i gl 2oy 00 slad 4y by e
ey oo a4 () ) Jﬁ)sﬁobjrﬁ;mﬁf):
S Lyl s s glas S0, iy jtalS 4 S
Shostizal 53 5148 oLE &oyas it bl Eel b glse
Sl s 30 9 LBy O yds Aulsel cl_u
LbowgasS bl o culed i 0T S
(Najafabadi et al., 2017) Ol L en 5 g3l T s
&y s (Vicia Ervillia L) aiss& 5 85 K <y,
e 53 41338 Jalls S S s B8 8 8
a5 le ADF i oy S oy YA/YO L oslgs oS
(Ghanbari et al., 2016) Ol ,LSs 5 (5 8 il |
s S IS i b g bshie ST G550 )
bydos slaled )5 5 Lo)s JalS LS

e 5 b & lS a5 e ADF Ll |


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1400.23.2.3.9
https://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-1153-fa.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal.ir on 2025-10-23 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1400.23.2.3.9 ]

TIYVSVEY O F e O 5 siled Oli e 5 Olejes b gloee S glacs 51"

02 oS Ly 055,55 i o 43 55 oSS
Slater 4Bl pl L Sl T mls o ol
RE-IRY

sbasles S1aS sls OLi (Wlyls 4y o ol
ezl el 53 ils plins il Oljs 2 (SleST
il Ol e o 2 A3 g Sln e das y3 S
+$u.utl_w.\.@>a~)u::gbﬁ,»(u);\'/\)
35 Olnjom S8 5l o SPS NIV
do 3 O +u_u.l§CLZx.§.L.p)JO' slac s LS
C\.@u,ﬂa,ouﬁﬁg_x\f}w);,\;
m,ou,-v.amts)u,;p,\}prvmgiu
c,_.ztf,g:s,;)b_?wﬁvmémtuwﬁ
Cp S il (6l ime gl Ol 0
FLm o 53 V0 [l 51 (Ao 3 $50) il Ol s
OLd s CalS Hlas 53 168 oy YO+ il
03 bl Olme SRl (Y JS8) s ol
e Ol ) pall CiST 4 Lol b glee S
O3, s S Gr b S 0o s (ool B ) )
[ I GNP SVPP PRCINEN I UK g g P
5i8 by e oS > (Bigonah et al., 2014)
S W S o, allas s (Coriandrum sativum L.)
5, 8es 5 dwys o bpliee ciS glacas LSt
5 5 ol 2 s gne 58 oS S, Ll
iLe3T s (Ebrahim Ghochi et al., 2017) Ol ,LSen
TEN S E I EE R HEF TR UED IO
(A3 YIAD) (Al 6 Lini il Ol e o 2l oS
VY sl e S (A AN A5
(Pirzad et al., 2018) Ol ,LKan 5 35 s i Jsl>
Slsolw olE uill Olss (o 2t &5 Wis S 3,18
CslS S 1 (Ao y3 V/YF) (Nigella sativa L)
) 255 L Ol e (L g iailaol) 0420 b gl
YAID 555 Ol Lol CiS @ S o] Sz 4
ol Ol o taST g il ) 8l ds s
B335 Ogbs el CiS 4 by e (Ao 0 /80)

VY'Y

SIS s 1487 313 0L il 4 s

d\j_bmﬁwjbcbvdw‘cb)bw‘fi)bjj
03555 Oljn o st 3 5l3 gmn SIS 45 055 28
@M)Objrﬁcﬁ&\fqbﬁf(wpwﬁﬂﬁ
Ouxr_aﬁ,_&\fgbﬁf(wﬁ\‘/'\‘)OT)i&s
J_“J;gou,'r_»;_:s,;d,\_“,w,zggﬁ
Ll b o il gL 5 158 (sladi Olojen i
sl Ll sl Sl 5,18 sl b ol
Sl i Ole) O35 opl p a5 b g 035 QLo sy o0
Aoniys 5030 pbe 0535 a olS g s
(S el el 43 5 e g 0T s
YO Cod as Loy o (Ao 33 Y/B) 059 525 Ol jon s i
e o 2aS 5 5l 58 Lo s VO + Jils s Ao
as b o (Ao s Y/0 X 5 Y/ Y YA s ja) OT
D+ Jilh gl doy3 01 ¢ palls IS alls caS
wt\_wuﬁvm)t;w,;mM,fw,;
(g =V IS azsles SuS b syl sime sl &8
S g 055 Slsmme SRl s oS ) o i as
3155 oLS 53 2 53 03 de GUlS 4 by e
wy;,aojﬁfyo\}fj.@,aswtﬂzu
sl a1 LT (s by (il tl 3l LT
53 A dal g oL 55 0555 Ol Rl 31 ey
CLMMQ;\UJJ:JJQQLZ%&@\{)L%S
5413 (6 IS 4 i By 3 ol l (s
el 0313 1,5 oslitul 350 tg |y S 059 2
Sl 53 (il gl i )8 s o ghay
G OT s s s 0 5 815 (5 5 L,
4Bl ialS O Gl s 3 5 wdly 2alS 055 %
DL 5 5 b g a8 alesT 3 .ol
9y 0 ) b glies S 5 (Zarifpour et al., 2014)
Frylas aS a5 8 0288 Sy oy 5
Y/9) oy pios SI15 03455 oo y3 ¥ w0 5 Ao s
3555 Ao 3 Vo o Ao g A e 5 (U)o

odas DL 4 USs g 059 50 Ol s 0 %S yls


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1400.23.2.3.9
https://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-1153-fa.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal.ir on 2025-10-23 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1400.23.2.3.9 ]

Ve Sle o) oslad oo s 5 S llr 011 25 ke 48"

33 bdse 55 ubl s, Shae 45 sl Olas byl
L;u)ugjg‘ug;égu,;&a_dw\@
35 bl 3, e o i .3 8 55 aolejT
S b o GLSa 55 p 5 4 AS 4F) byl
o3 0 sl L aS T Sy Jils plini alls
O O SN L S EIPPPY. + il gL
Gls me ol (G s (‘Jf,gs/\/&)ouxﬁ

205 S FIA) il s, Slas o 28T il

(a) B simultaneous ole; e
D overlapped oL ,, -
50 H
40 8
L 30 1 £
=)
< 20 A
10 A
0 } } } |
P2 P3 P4 P5
Lolsee CiS gla Cs
Intercropping ratios
© z
3 1 a
;\3 25 - b b b
3\ c 2 1
38 15-
z 1
0.5 1
0 1 1 1 ]
P2 P3 P4 P5

bgliee i8S Gls G
Intercropping ratios

o Al 55 il 5 ke 45 slaplas =k

slasles U ot )3 6 o 3 Sl
SO NV P S WS VCI-WINCIE JK S R S W P |
Ao ;5 YO Sl o by o (S 3 0 S YV/P)
V_acha\f)\_“;ﬁ,!}fu)svm&uut\_@
(,u&»,;rfﬂ;mwuma;;wuﬁ
u);van;w;@_wu);va,u.;ngﬁf

B simultaneuos ol; w»
(b) - O overlapped ot , o
60 -
a
= 501 bb bb b b b
=
< 40 A
LL
O 30 A
z
20 1
10 A
0 t t t !
P2 P3 P4 P5
Lol CiS Gl s
Intercropping ratios
(@
21 a
— 18 1 b =
4 £ 15 A
1= 121
< 9+
6 -
3 |
0 f !
Ol j a ZE Oli g o S
simultaneous overlapped
ol

Planting time

U () (ol 0y 5 53 Jhomals DU 51587 5 M gl CB1ST Ol 5 b hinn glas 1Y JS
2SS 0l 5 (2) JSS w ke 035,25 Ol Loshinn laans S5 5158 @b5ke (O) (i 5 53 J glomal
(3) )8 b gde 2S5 Ol e

Fig. 1. Effect of intercropping ratios and planting time of peppermint and guar on ADF (a), NDF (b) of guar and the

effect of intercropping ratios on forage nitrogen content (c) and planting time on forage ash content of guar (d)
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Fig. 2. Effect of intercropping ratios and planting time of peppermint and guar on essential oil yield of

peppermint (a), forage yield of guar (b), essential oil content (c) and essential oil yield per unit area (d)
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P2: sole cropping of peppermint, P3: 50% peppermint + 50% guar, P4: 25% guar + 75% peppermint: P5: 25% peppermint +
75% guar, T1: simultaneous intercropping of peppermint and guar and T2: overlapped intercropping of peppermint and guar
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Table 1. LER, standard LER and LER for essential oil yield in peppermint and guar intercropping treatments

5 S Al e 3Lkl 0 6 2l 2 S bl 3 ot 5 1 o
LER LER Standard LER for essential oil yield
SrbTlls  JIF il g O Mbpls paene IS M gl g
Treatments  Guar Peppermint Total Guar Peppermint Total Guar Peppermint Total
PsT1 0.57 0.40 0.97 052 0.37 090 057 0.45 1.03
PsT2 0.54 0.67 121 043 0.53 0.96 054 0.85 1.39
P4T1 0.40 0.81 121 0.37 0.76 114 048 0.53 1.02
P4T2 0.30 0.91 122 024 0.72 097 039 0.56 0.96
PsT1 0.97 0.37 134 0.88 0.34 123 097 0.42 1.39
PsT2 0.91 0.51 142 0.73 0.40 113 091 0.56 1.48
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PsT1: simultaneous, 50% peppermint + 50% guar, PsT2: overlapped, 50% peppermint + 50% guar, P4Tu:
simultaneous, 75% peppermint + 25% guar, P4T2: overlapped, 75% peppermint + 25% guar, PsTi:

simultaneous, 25% peppermint + 75% guar, PsT2: overlapped, 25% peppermint + 75% guar
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Effect of simultaneous and overlapped intercropping ratios on essential oil
yield of peppermint (Mentha piperita L.) and forage quality of guar
(Cyamopsis tetragonoloba L.)

Shahbazi, M.}, A. Khodaei- Joghan?, M.R. Moradi-Telavat® and A. Moshatati*

ABSTRACT

Shahbazi, M., A. Khodaei- Joghan, M.R. Moradi-Telavat and A. Moshatati. 2021. Effect of simultaneous and overlapped
intercropping ratios on essential oil yield of peppermint (Mentha piperita L.) and forage quality of guar (Cyamopsis
tetragonoloba L.). Iranian Journal of Crop Sciences. 23(2): 127-141. (In Persian).

To evaluate the effect of simultaneous and overlapped intercropping ratios on yieldand quality essential oilof
peppermint (Mentha piperita L.) and forage of guar (Cyamopsis tetragonoloba L.),an experiment was conducted
as factorial arrangements in randomized complete block design with four replications in Agricultural Sciences
and Natural Resources University of Khuzestan, Iran during 2017-2018. Experimental factors included: planting
time at two levels (simultaneous and overlapped planting of peppermint and guar) and intercropping ratios at
five levels (sole planting of peppermint, sole planting of guar, 50% peppermint + 50% guar, 25% guar + 75%
peppermint and 25% peppermint 75% guar. The results showed that at simultaneous intercropping the highest
forage yield obtained from sole guar (6348 kg.ha), which was not significantly different from the planting ratio
of 75% guar + 25% peppermint. In overlapped intercropping, the highest forage yield obtained from sole guar
and 75% guar + 25% peppermint planting ratio, respectively. The highest guar ADF (36.4%) obtained from the
planting ratio of 50% peppermint + 50% guar under overlapped intercropping. The highest peppermint essential
oil content (2.1%) obtained from 50% peppermint + 50% guar planting ratio in the simultaneous intercropping.
The highest essential oil yield (9.49 kg.ha?) belonged to the treatment of sole peppermint. The highest LER
(1.42) belonged to 75% guar + 25% peppermint plating ratio in overlapped intercropping. The results showed
that for increasing the quality of guar forage, simultaneous intercropping and 75% guar + 25% peppermint
planting ratio and -for improving peppermint essential oil yield, overlapped intercropping and 50% peppermint

+50% guar planting ratio was suitable.
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