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Determination of potential productivity of Red clover varieties under different
enviromental conditions
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ها-١
Table 1. Combined analysis of variance for  fresh and dry forage yield of Red clover varieties in different years

and locations.
(MS)

df.
S.O.V

Dry forage yieldFresh forage yield

336.65 **13697.22 Location (L)منطقه5**
9.53**298.75 ns18R (L)

406.70ns2957.31ns1Year (Y)
198.72 **10652.56 Y×L× منطقه5**

4.41 **127.95 **18RY(L)
27.78**601.80**5Variety (V)
11.03**265.13 × L× منطقه25** V

2.86**60.64 **5 ×Y × V
3.85 **101.48 Y× قهمنط×25** × L × V
Errorخطا1.1919.24180
9.577.67(%))C.V. (%

:** and *.٥١به ترتيب معني*** Significant at 5 and 1% probability levels, respectively.
ns :غيرمعنيns: Non- significant
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,Akchundova).شد 1995)

(Leto et al., 1998)
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(Zajac et al., 1998)

.
: .تقســيم علوفــه بــه ســه 
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١١- ٥٢١٢- ٥٨
 :

عل ـ.تند ش ـ

)
 (

 .
ي،ي

)پنج چين(

.منطقه نسبت بـه بقيـه منـاطق شـد    
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.

مختلف)(-٢
Table 2. Means of fresh and dry forage yield (t/ha) of Red clover varieties in  different locations.

Dry forage yield
فه تر

Fresh forage yield
Location منطقه

15.50a87.99aKaraj

8.76d38.14dShahr-e-Kord

12.89b58.05bSanandaj

11.20c58.70bArak

11.82bc52.95bcKermanshah

8.41d47.49cGorgan

.كه ،،ييهاميانگين
Means, in each column, followed by similar letter(s)  are not significantly different at the 5% level – using Duncan, s
Multiple Range Test.
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٣٥٠

مقايســـه 

تـن  ١١-٥٧١٢-٦٠
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× با توجه به معني.)٣(
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.
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،

.برتــر

٥٩١٢/ ١١٦٠/ ٤٧/٦٠٩١با 

جمله .)٤(

،مد

،
،،

.
(Bawolski and Scibior, 1985)

 .
(Smith, 1970)

،(William, 2000)

،pH،
.

(Wojcik, 1982)

.كاشت باعث كاهش ع
(Vankeurne and Hoveland, 1985)

،
.

طق مختلف) (-٣
Table 3. Means of fresh and dry forage yield (t/ha) of Red clover varieties in different years and locations.

Dry forage yieldFresh forage yield
Variety

11.92 a60.44aRedquin

12.11a59.26 b بوساBosa

11.39 b57.80 bTolidi-e-FAO

12.01a59.60abKulubara

11.04b55.13cTolidi-e-Karaj

10.13c51.08dLocal-e-Shahr-e-Kord

.كه ،،ييهاميانگين
Means, in each column, followed by similar letter(s)  are not significantly different at the 5% level – using Duncan,s Multiple
Range Test.
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٣٥١

مختلف)(ميانگين -٤
Table 4. Means of fresh and dry forage yield (t/ha) of Red clover varieties in different locations.

KermanshahArakSanandejShare-e-KordKaraj

Varieties

علوفه خشك
Dry forage

yield

علوفه تر
Fresh forage

yield

علوفه خشك
Dry forage

yield

علوفه تر
Fresh forage

yield
علوفه خشك

Dry forage yield

علوفه تر
Fresh
forage
yield

علوفه خشك
Dry forage

yield

علوفه تر
Fresh
forage
yield

علوفه خشك
Dry forage

yield

علوفه تر
Fresh forage

yield
12.95def59.86efghi11.23ghi61.21defgh13.63cde62.94cdef9.19jkl40.61n16.42a91.80aRedquin
12.95def54.52hijkl11.33fghi57.03fghij15.11abc66.39cd8.91kl38.66n15.36ab87.93aبوساBossa
12.18efgh60.89defgh10.48ijk53.99hijk12.44efg56.43ghijk8.28l36.56n15.87ab87.71aTolid-e-FAO
11.86fghi52.82ijkm16.64hij55.00ghijkl15.04abc68.53c9.48jkl40.21n16.01a90.93aKulubara

12.26efg50.88jklm11.82fghi63.96cde12.49efg54.93ghijkl8.16l36.15n14.97abc87.94a
Tolid-e-karaj

8.74l hijk38.73n11.68fghi61.20ed8.60l39.10n8.51l36.61n14.38bcd81.63b
Local-e-Shahr-e-Kord

11.82 bc52.95bc11.20bc58.70b12.89b58.05b8.74d38.14d15.50a87.99aميانگينMean

٤
Table 4. Continued

C.V. (%)(Variance)ميانگين(Mean)Gorgan

علوفه خشك
Dry forage yield

علوفه تر
Fresh forage

yield
علوفه خشك

Dry forage yield

علوفه تر
Fresh forage

yield
خشكعلوفه

Dry forage yield

علوفه تر
Fresh forage

yield
علوفه خشك

Dry forage yield

علوفه تر
Fresh forage

yieldVarieties
3.893.413.0617.7711.9160.478.07l46.45lmRedquin
4.243.552.8516.6612.1159.269.01kl51.04jklm             بوساBossa
4.143.432.7416.8211.3857.809.07kl51.24jklmTolid-e-FAO
4.113.332.9117.8512.0059.609.02kl50.12klm.Kulubara
3.542.853.1119.3111.0355.136.52m36.92nTolid-e-Karaj
4.182.902.4117.5510.1151.048.79l49.17lnShahr-e-Kord

------8.41d47.49c      ميانگينMean
.كه ي،هايميانگين

Means, in each row and for fresh and dry forage, followed by similar letter(s) are not significantly different at the 5% level – using Duncan,s Multiple Range Test.
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٣٥٢

) ۵(سطحي
۰-۲۵يعني ۱

عنـي  ي۳
۷۵-۵۰

تـرين  .

 .
چــين

.

(Erysiphe polygoni)-٥ج

Table 5. Evaluation of Red clover varieties tolerance to powdery mildew in Karaj
Infection scores

Variety Mean20042003ميانگين
2.752.003.50Redquin
Bosaبوسا 1.871.502.25
3.002.253.75Tolidi-e-FAO
1.001.001.00Kulubara
2.752.003.50Tolidi-e-Karaj
2.382.502.25Local-e-Shahr-e-Kord

 :۱ :۲۵-۰۲ :۵۰-۲۵۳ :۷۵-۵۰۴ :
۱۰۰-۷۵

Zero = Without symptoms of infection, 1 = 0-25% infected, 2 = 25-50% infected, 3 = 50-75% infected, 4 = 75-100% infected.

) نه كند(
ختلف به تحمل 

٢-٣

گونه
.كنـد علوفه توليد مـي مستمر

.ت
،

،

ــد ــانه (باشــ ــدير شــ ــي، مــ ؛ ١٣٦٩چــ
,Taylor and Quesenberry؛ ١٣٦٦،

1996; Smith et al, 1985(.

،
.
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Determination of potential productivity of Red clover varieties under different
enviromental  conditions

Zamanian, M.1, J. Norbakhshian2, Sh. Yaghmoori3, A. Talebnejad4,
H. Mokhtarpour5 and Sh. Soleymanpour6

ABSTRACT
Zamanian, M., J. Norbakhian,. Sh. Yaghmori, A. Talebnejad, H. Mokhtarpour and Sh. Soleymanpour.

2008. Determination of potential  productivity of Red clover varieties under different enviromental conditions.

Iranian Journal of Crop Sciences. 31 (4): 345-355.

To determine potential productivity of Red clover varities, an experiment was carried out with six treatments

and four replications using RCBD, under different environmental conditions in 2002–2004. Results showed that

there was a significant difference (p<0.05) between Red clover varities for fresh and dry forage yield over years

and locations. Karaj with 87.99 tha-1 fresh yield and 15.5 t ha-1 dry forage yield produceed the highest yield and

Shahr-e-Kord with 38.14 tha-1 fresh yield and 8.76 tha-1 dry forage yield produced the lowest yield. Mean

comparison of fresh and dry forage yield of Red clover varities over years and locations showed that the best

adapted varieties for different locations as follows : in Karaj and Sharh-e-Kord Redquin and Kulubara; in

Sanandaj and Gorgan; Redquin and Bosa, in Kermanshah and Arak Redquin, Tolidi-e-FAO and Tolidi-e-Karaj

Results also showed that years and locations significantly affected on potential productivity of Red clover

varities. Fresh forage yield varied between 91.8-40.2 tha-1 and dry forage yield varied between 9.02-16.42 tha-1.

In all locations, forage yield of Red clover varities followed a decreasing trend from the first to the third year,

forge yield potential of Red clover varities was the highest in the first year and the lowest in the third year,

respectively. Kulubara was more tolerant, and Tolidi-e-FAO the most sensitive to powdery mildew, respectively.

The final results showed that although in each locations there were more adapted variety, but Redquin and

Kulubara are recommended as wide adapted varieties for all locations.

Key word: Red clover, Fresh forage yield, Dry forage yield, Adaptation, Cutting, Environmental condition.
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