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The effect of different density in intercropping of forage maize (cv.704) and mung bean (cv. parto) on
total yield and protein yield
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Table 1. Physical and chemical properties of field s soil

Experiment Mn Cu Zn Fe Sand Silt Clay K P Total oC TNY Ph EC
mgkg'  mgkg' mgkg' mgkg! % % % mgkg! mgkg N % % DS/MS
bl 55 o S ool ale e o el At ol oS Sal whel st
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sllas 550 9 1 2 10 50 25 25 400 15 0.2 2 15 6.5 <4
. 11.5 0.5 0.42 4.4 12 54 34 300 10.5 0.1 0.72 17 7.6 3
Yoo Ges 42 0.46 0.34 1.28 26 48 26 280 8 0.05 0.46 21.29 7.82 1.59
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Table 2. Land equivalent ratio for fresh yield under different plant density levels
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RC Rmb RC Rmb LER RC Rmb LER RC Rmb LER
90000 x 250000 0.93 0.71 1.64 0.79  0.52 1.31 0.79 0.86 1.65 099  0.65 1.64
90000 x 350000 0.93 0.75 1.68 0.79 092 1.71 0.79 1.62 241 0.99 1.21 2.20
110000 x 250000 0.86 0.71 1.57 0.75  0.52 1.27 0.75 0.86 1.61 0.89  0.65 1.54
110000 x 350000 0.86 0.75 1.61 075 092 1.67 0.75 1.62 2.37 0.89 1.21 1.2
R:Relative Yield Total C:Corn mb: mung bean LER: Land Eqgivalent Ratio
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Table 3. Land equivalent ratio for protein yield under different plant density levels
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Table4.Variance analysis on measured characters(MS)

M.s Slasye oeSiles

s e a0 o ol e Sebll esle e ol 039 039 o Shos
S.0.vV syl S ook Ses ooke ools yo JI S 5 R

(df) &8 &yd O)d Sas Js Xz PY)

(OMD) (DMD) (DOMD) (TDW) (TFW)

(R),1,S5 2 13.957 4.245 64.847 0.385 44.574 1.505
(T) los 7 17.011 22.068 12.176 118.602™ 2574.290" 3.454"
Eyolsl 14 45.827 28.525 45.166 0.723 15453 0.387

(%) (CV) &y oy - 12.93 9.61 1491 7.49 7.63 28.81

*and**:Significant at 0.05 and 0.01 Probability level , respectively.
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Table 5.The effects of main treatments on measured characters
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Graph 1.The effects of main treatments on total dry weight (TDW)(T.ha)
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Table 6. The correlation on measured characters
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