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Interference effect of sorghum (Sorghum bicolor) on soybean(Glycine max L.)

growth and grain yield
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-30.55 1.00523 -0.0092 0.0000279 0.99
20 4 -38.77 1.2568 0.01189 0.000037 0.998
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Fig. 1. Variation in dry matter accumulation of soybean in 20 plant density subjected to various plant densities of

sorghum
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Fig. 2. Variation in dry matter accumulation of soybean in 30 plant density subjected to various plant densities of

sorghum
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Fig. 4. Variation in dry matter accumulation of soybean in 50 plant density subjected to various densities of

sorghum
Al il L gaml galS L i oSis osla (S ORI L s i g i (B Sl Sy )
OL& 35 (Traore ef al., 2003) o1, Sar 5 5 8l 5.l Ol ge Ol gme opl L osls OLis ol 58 (e osbe
Slr S L awlin jo el gl i8S 457 Wlesls ;Sur-ﬂﬁ“:lfﬁf_}?Jrrf1jﬁ"j5H§‘\§5;
JmJbJ};Lngﬁﬁwe)bc«;}?jibﬁu tq&w;b;n&@&%o)b@:ﬁﬂk}u


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1386.9.2.3.1
https://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-266-fa.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal .ir on 2026-06-13 |

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1386.9.2.3.1]

".. (Sorghum bicolor) r;J,._ el A1

(0 OLSaa 5 Fslo) Cl ol 51558

(CGR) Jgammo dly S g -
Mdm lajs) Gl p by dd) Co o Ol o0
P oS ope sla (S5 adS s 8 sl ol s
s Okl dmy 5 a3l 131 el ) b I
sla JSiy  Jada)sls 0l 2als ST liis
Uil s &' Yl (s
L Olejor sddy 5 5 ok o 3 5 (2 p
33ty Jab lsl 53 &5 e pastls 2150
OLalS 55 &S tst o3l pamd Lo o (Rl 8 4
Sk

(Traore et al, 2003)C—.ul

20

Ot SN (S 03l pend L 11 L
N [N (o CEpeE o e ) B R
Snj gl o 51,5 bl Lt

S a8l 2alS USs esle ST g
o3ls Sl iy d g () s ale
=l B L L GlagST 5 s sl dsly ) oS
S Ol o B Dl ol Calhe ag
sy e glazl s eg)les OLS 5 alS o
ufoggs;q&)@boaﬁ&;&}oug?&,f
odals S s g 4085 s 9 g G S 4SS s
3 el 4SS oS esle W g5 i S0
S Bl By lS s Ll s @ ds e
Sl s 57511 gl o Culises s 0 muln 4 L
oS5 IR e Celies GleaST 5 )5 Sy 5b 4

15 .

10 -

Crop growth rate (g/m?.day)

20:0 plants
40,0 plants

= = = =300 plants
50:0 plants

- &
At

Sl gl s,

Days after planting

H}“LJAJI’_LSBMJJJW“J“J“Q‘M_
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Fig.9. Variation in crop growth rate in 50 soybean density with sorghum densities
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Table 2. Mean comparison of grain yield for different densities of soybean and sorghum
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Interference effect of sorghum (Sorghum bicolor L.) on soybean (Glycine max L.)

growth and grain yield.

Raei, Yl., K. Ghassemi-Golozaniz, A.J avanshir3, H. Alyari", S. A. Mohammadis,
and S. Nasrallahzadeh®

ABSTRACT
Raie, Y., K. Ghasemi. Golozani, A., Javanshir, H. Alyari, S. A. Mohammadi and S. Nasrollahzadeh. 2007. Interference
effect of sorghum (Sorghum bicolor L.) on soybean (Glycine max L.) growth and grain yield. Iranian Journal of Crop

Sciences. 9 (2): 125-141.

To evaluate the effect of sorghum interference on soybean growth parameters and grain yield, a field study
was conducted in experimental field of the Faculty of Agriculture, The University of Tabriz during 2002 and
2003. Treatments were arranged in a factorial experiment using a randomized complete block design with three
replications with additive series method. The first factor consisted of soybean densities of 20, 30, 40, and 50
pants/m2 and the second factor included sorghum densities of 0, 4, 8, and 12 plants/mz. Results showed that the
highest dry matter accumulation (DMA), crop growth rate (CGR) and grain yield (GY) of soybean were
observed in pure stands of soybean. Among pure stands, the highest and the lowest DMA, CGR and GY were
achieved in soybean densities of 50 and 20 plants/ m?, respectively. These parameters were decreased by
increasing sorghum density. However, the loss rate was higher at 4 plants/m” as compared to other sorghum
densities. Therefore, it can be concluded that DMA, CGR and GY are decreased, due to increasing sorghum

density; however, these parameters are slightly affected by soybean density.

Keywords: Soybean, Sorghum, Crop Growth Rate (CGR), Relative Growth Rate (RGR).
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