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Effect of irrigation regimes on yield and quality of forage maize
(KSC 704) in Rasht region in Iran
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Table 1.Precipitation rate (mm) during the growth season of forage maize (2007 and 2008)

May .igus,l Jun s = July s August sl . Sep. s 48
p o 483 Jsl ans p93 and p o an3 Jsl ans p93 and p o an3 Jol ans 95 4n> p o 423 Jsl ans o
Year Ju 3" Dec. 1"Dec.  2"Dec.  3™Dec. 1™Dec  2™Dec.  3™Dec. 1™Dec. 2™Dec.  3™Dec. 1" Dec. Total
2007 yeAr 00.00 2.08 0.10 30.65 12.90 56.85 1.30 3.30 51.50 0.15 0.30 159.1
2008 yrAv 5.20 26.35 17.20 42.80 94.25 26.30 0.05 25.80 0.00 2.00 20.60 245.1
OYAZ 5 \YAY) Hls o ol olT O § ooz 5053 A 53 s T e (LT s sl =Y -
Table 2.Irrigation intervals, irrigation rate in each interval and total irrigation for each treatment (2007 and 2008)
(2007) \YAS (2008) YAV
s 2l 2Tl dbyap db 5o T T g sers Ses 2l 2T ST L0y Jsb 5o 65LT OT § saze
ol T 55 sl Irrigation rate Total irrigation during ol 55 sl Irrigation rate Total irrigation during
LT slayles Irrigation intervals interval™.treatment’! growing period Irrigation intervals interval.treatment’! growing period
Irrigation treatments (day) (m® ha™) (m® ha™) (day) (m® ha™) (m® ha™)
Rainfed(Io) ol O - - - - - -
100% water depletion(l;) — adss7/)++ 2 694.87 1389.75 2 605.13 1210.26
75% water depletion(l,) alss 7vo 6 493.33 2960.00 5 579.48 2897.44
50% water depletion(I3) s 70 10 487.18 4871.80 7 545.78 3820.51
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Table 3.Physical and chemical properties of soil in experimental site

o o eSS EOS S (N)ojsm (K)ode 46 el
Sand  Clay Silt  OC.(%) pH ds.m™ (%) mgkg")
13.00 30.00  57.00 2.01 6.1 0.67 0.177 247

(YA AYAP) LT slagas) 2V F S K gl gle &3 LT OT 60,8 laasli 5 ALE (ol 6SKist 05 coniS St 03l 5 Shas :Kobe - F g
Table 4.Mean of dry matter, quality and dry weight of plant components and irrigation water productivity indices of forage maize (SC704) in irrigation regime

treatments (2007 and 2008)

X
A o~
‘55 ‘:‘5 % .é i o E
e % = > l—)' 5 %ﬁ ;)5 %D
—~ Q X A <= & 35 = PN~
o S ~ < 5 <, 3 e z 9E&g X2E®
= 5 g\i = %D ; 'S ’)g {Sg "58 ,PG'E
2 g = S ~ D 35 o E = Y25 i )2 2
) B g < 2 AT} 2 v/ 32 © LB B -
= s g 5} = 5 B oz 5B < 3 = ? s T
5] ° . o 4 . . ) 5 o A~ 3 g 38 .90 o
3 2 N B N _ 2 K= B 4 g v E = 8 ~ 5 8~ 3 E &
] 4 O oD oa 3. & kS ] < < ) © D= EANRI= v .= O
el CI- L RS R RS BT A S BE G S S L
ol Sk y S S o 3 2 v 8 A s 3% ~E SE® 2505 %
Treatments A = e e e ? » Y% 3 5 ? = ERER=EEC) ERR=EEC) b =
adss /0.
T 15984a 26.2a 4.9b 42.2a 48.4a 6.16a 44.5a 12.8a 3.73¢ 1.31a 2.51d
50% water depletion(ls)
EWES YA
- 14948a 25.6a 4.7b 43.7a 49.1a 6.19a 43.7a 12.6a 5.11b 1.55a 3.03b
75% water depletion(l,)
EWESYARN
. 12165b 24.8a 5.2b 44.1a 51.0a 6.31a 41.1b 12.4a 9.43a 1.41a 3.68a
100% water depletion(l;)
(a23) LT ¢
RO 0418c 24.3a 5.9 44.6a 51.5a 635a  40.9b 12.3a - - 2.72¢

Rainfed(Iy)

L, (g4l pre gl MP@JL“:"CE“J: SSS1s (glaels im0 53T ulasl y clizn &S 2ie (o > 5!):45&&&{71:»0};.«,&):
Means in each column followed by similar letter(s) are not significantly different at 5% probability level, using Duncan's Multiple Range Test
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Effect of irrigation regimes on yield and quality of forage maize
(KSC 704) in Rasht region in Iran

Biglouei, M. H.l, A. Kafi Ghasemiz, M. Javaher Dashti’ and M. Esfahani’

ABSTRACT
Biglouei, M. H., A. Kafi Ghasemi, M. JavaherDashti and M. Esfahani. 2013. Effect of irrigation regimes on yield and

quality of forage maize (KSC 704) in Rasht region in Iran. Iranian Journal of Crop Sciences. 15(3):196-206. (In Persian).

To investigate the effect of deficit irrigation on dry forage yield, protein and fiber content of maize (KSC
704), a field experiment was conducted using complete randomized block design with four treatments and three
replications in 2007 and 2008 at research farm of faculty of agricultural science of University of Guilan in Rasht,
Iran. The experimental treatments included; 50% (I5) full irrigation as the control, 75% (I,) and 100% (I,) of
Total Available Water (TAW) depletion, and non-irrigated (I,) or rainfed conditions. Results of combined
analysis of variance showed that irrigation regime significantly affected the dry forage yield, total protein
content and irrigation water productivity index (P<0.01) and stem dry weight proportion(P<0.05). Mean
comparison showed that dry forage yield, ear dry weight proportion (%) and total protein content increased by
decreasing irrigation, however, I3 and I, were not significantly different. The mean dry forage yield and total
protein content of I3, I,, 100%lI, and I, treatments were 15984.4, 14948.9, 12165.3 and 10418.4 kg.ha'1 and 5.0%,
4.7%, 5.3% and 6.0%, respectively. The water productivity index also differed in different irrigation regimes,
and the highest water productivity index (9.4 kg.m”) was observed I, and the lowest (3.7 kg.m) in I5.
Considering the results of this experiment, it can be concluded that application of 75% (I,) of total available

water depletion will be adequate for producing dry forage of maize with desirable quality in Rasht region in Iran.

Key words: Deficit irrigation, Dry forage yield, Fiber content, Protein content and Water productivity index
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