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Table 2. Mean comparison of dry forage yield, crude fiber and protein content of forage barley and fennel in nitrogen fertilizer and intercropping treatments
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Means in each column followed by similar letter (s) are not significantly different at 5% probability level, using LSD test
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Table 3. Mean comparison of forage quality of barley and fennel in nitrogen fertilizer and intercropping treatments
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Table 4. Land equivalent ratio values in different intercropping ratios of forage barley and fennel
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Effect of nitrogen fertilizer application on forage yield and quality of barley

(Hordeum vulgare L.) and fennel (Foeniculum vulgare L.) intercropping

Kiani, S'., S.A. Siadat’, M.R. Moradi Telavat’, A.R. Abdali Mashhadi*
and M. Sare’

ABSTRACT
Kiani, S., S.A. Siadat, M.R. Moradi Telavat, A.R. Abdali Mashhadi and M. Sare. 2014. Effect of nitrogen rates on yield and
quality of forage in intercropping of barley (Hordeum vulgare L.) and fennel (Foeniculum vulgare L.). Iranian Journal of

Crop Sciences. 16(2):77-90. (In Persian).

To investigate the yield and quality of forage in mixed intercropped of barley and fennel, an experiment was
conducted as split plot using randomized complete blocks design with three replications at research farm of
Agriculture and Natural Resources University of Ramin, Iran, in 2012-2013. In this experiment four nitrogen
levels including 0, 70, 140 and 210 kg N. ha™ were assigned to main plots and five levels of replacement ratios
of mixed intercropped (100% barley), (75% barley + 25% fennel), (50% barley + 50% fennel), (25% barley +
75% fennel), (100% fennel) were randomized in sub-plots. Results showed that the highest dry forage yield
(8271 kg.ha'l) and protein yield were obtained from 50% barley + 50% fennel and application of 210 kg N. ha™".
The highest crude protein content and dry matter digestibility were obtained from 100% fennel and application
of 210 kg N. ha™. The highest crude fiber was obtained from 100% barley and application of 70 kg N. ha™', and
the highest cell wall observed in 100% barley and application of 210 kg N. ha™. The highest cell wall without
hemicellulose was observed in 50% barley + 50% fennel and application of 140 kg N. ha™. However, the highest
ash content obtained from no application of nitrogen and 100% fennel. The highest soluble sugars content
obtained from 75% barley + 25% fennel and no application of nitrogen. The highest essential oil content and
yield was obtained from application of 210 kg N. ha-1 and 100% fennel. According to the results, 50% barley +
50% Fennel in 210 kgN. ha produced the maximum dry forage yield and quality, so was considered superior

treatment.

Key words: Crude fiber, Crude Protein, Delayed mixed cropping, Forage yield, Forage barley and Fennel.
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