Journal of Agroecology
Vol. 7, No. 1, Spring 2015, p. 52-61

@?ﬁ»’rlzﬁ

329U (ol oy &y it
BY-51 .00 AYAF e o) o5las ¥ al>

L (Zeamays L.) slals @ 3 bosuwe ciS ;5 b, sla el 5 &ils 5 Sas w5
(Phaseolus spp.) L J —alies el

iQL:E.’.a d}li K} YC)U 4;‘.:,« ceiw&i:m 4.“5".9.& ‘\J_L_-b AL%S?

\Y4Y/+Y/¥4 :&L:"JJ 'CUL'

CXVLES

aw U dolas JolS slacSsh 7l JB 5 iolejl (Phaseolus spp.) Ly gyl g (Zea mays L.) <)d bylswe cuiS ;) jokaie 4

o L) 0¥ oS Ui 3 alls s ol oo a3 12 AR (5 Lo 3 ()l (oo ol 5 (55,558 ol oSl 3 15
Lol 5 3o Laagd lalosl ol 5 3 485 J1a5 )3 0420+ s 2 Lugd gl b )3 boglono a5 (6003 L) et L) 5008 g s g
S LER= VWY (55 ) (o) 62 s 3 (LS 53 p 5ol DFVE/Y 4 OVYF/F o3 o) 3,Skos yiSTa J1 )3 b bgliee S ) s
s gl g (k= V/FY) i Lgd (k= V/AD) 508 Lyl 48" 005 aseiio () (slojadls (0 b i )l0)65 5 (LER= /T
315 (A= = 1¥) 3 Ly g b > (ot Lg) 4 e s oyt S )3 g Jogim (oms ploof] s y8lis (K= Y/A-)
ploajl cuys Sl ogMe &y .adgs 595 10 (CR= +/AA 5 CR= + /Y0 iy &) coly Cons yiSlis 51 i Logd 5 50,8 Loy (puiomad (il
i gl L )3 g lse S )3 )3 el gy oy 5 ol 30 (6005 Lugl 5 )3 bgliee oS 4y (K= 1/10) )3 o
S & O b (i bagl 5 508 Loy bglos ot o B laadli 4 g b cegenme )3 b oaliio (A= +4/5R) jow Lugl 5 (A= +4/5+)

gy ylye5 y 5 ySlas yyips jl O+

I 35 0o 6l Comass e (o P31 i (B Bl 2 g MIS” g0 519

o Wl ) ot B gy Jlo 3 (gl juiS Cudine 9 18 Mg
e 5y 8 i 4y S s ]} 5o S
Walker & Ogindo, 2003; ) 355 0 sslaiwl )d e (5j)5lss
oiel38l 9 le olyBn S 2925 el b (Tsubo, 2005
13 2l Slye 5 Ul g dile e else 31 oslizal 1,8
e S b s il & B Sl ) e
S 23l bobre et pllas sl 2l (ol Slaal 1 (S jmsls
Sodlatl o3y a9 o s2ly )3 (25 LS (S5 HRaljal L
S glite Sjgdshyge Cluogad 5 siglsid b (aLS cbais
Jslse s 5l as b (So3gdss bl Sy 1y culd) (a8
ity 3 ot 5 5 S o b ol 5 4 5 e
O Sy el undy cnl 3 9 Cguie byl cuis
2ol 93 L d9-d oo carge slsS 09y Sl 4 S slaS
Mushagalusa et ) sl ausls coldy (S S590s8T bl

Aodko
gt LS gy 1 S 5 Ol plio o 55 05
Jlod 2 (55ygliS s > Mg )y oty 5 (lewd sladgS
oL i L 9o e Ly oy pllas g5 sbml 9,00l 5l g5
odlas Lulyd 3 2y g s GlsS Gl Hehte 4 (2,5
sbiwl) ) coze SO Cgllasls buly i 3 ol (e g (Jame
dgdio (A ()de (65ygliS OMSLa (S @) 9 )0k (55)5laS
2 (st b any bl bglse i 2 51 (Poggio, 2005)

35 el 5 S5l Sl 4yl s s 4 F 5 ¥ Y
pode oy (liv pbo (6)y5LuiS ()glidnnj § S 0uSingy sl
5 5298 porle olStils ( SLel 4 el il eyl orubo gille 5 (555liS
oSl (ool 0SS ¢ LS (Sl jud 6553 spmitil 5 o)l (b e

k!

(Email: h.pirdashti@sanru.ac.ir 2 e 03k 95 —38)



OY Ll @yd bl caiS o sl b asli g ails & Sl oy

05 e YO 3Ll (6lys sl talesl Jmo li)) 0 plox
S a2 OF o ldlie Job g Jlad 423 Y5 oléle
Bblio 6y o) > ouldl Jla il adlaie o (GPSmap, GARMIN)
D91 (o () (9% deyie SB- L) 5 gk ye Jaine
2)9> Jobo > )y a2 g plogden £ AVl (SH)L bawgie
5 Llalejl.cuily lugs o) sl a3 3 YA B F 0 Gimgh ol
Lo o Lyl S5 do o okt JolS (slacSsh )b I
o Lg) oo Logd ¥ lyS S @3 el cusS Jols
LB L )3 bybe iS5 (6205 L) iz gl jo)8 Loy
5ood sl I s b 4, 5 5 B0 e 4 Lg) il
O)gmo Ay (LS adiss (ol @ b Jedlligind Bilas (e
-4 WS CuiS e YXF ol 4 ol S o il clacas,
OblS (SS9 byl )5 CuiS 3)50 (SladisS o515 &S5k
Cyd CiiS g Sl )0 wigy AV e e v g VPO + iy 4 4lai )40
Ly glojon oo 4 WA olo y00 5008 Ve 20U )3 Lo £lgil o
Voo Jols asd, LS ay cladeS islojl ol 53 o plol s
s J s Sl g 5 by Sl 09l JiSa )3 055l
NS 53 )5S Ver gl LS 13 p S8 Yo e g Lig) £yl
aB)S p 1 )3 ©pd CiS ) oy Cland pgw g mawly Sldlgw
Cod (58)5 )3 )3 b (BLS W55 1 (gl 5l )90 355 ke S
235 Jlesl SLS (g0l b sallas &8 0 )5 bglse cuils
9% 5% 9 (Fd Cpgo 4 Ay 0)93 Jsbo )3 35 5 paslacile b oj)le
5 0 Soe glansls Jl Blo bl had (Ll 55 0 plol Al ye
U fad g Jsbo (S o SS9 Jold )3 3 Slas (sl
Sloogad s g 45l o (g 9 43 3, Shes w395 0
L b ol logl glgil 3 )Shoe lipl 9 3)Sdas «S35l53 )90
il 38dos g 0395 ) (1jg I Jobo g dasi 0,5 Shass ¢ 23
bylsee cois )3 oS 93 3, Shoe (oLl polaio 4035 (s
LER (LER') tej 5l o 5L ol 8 & o
De Wit & Van den ) (V) absles jl Loy (S3o LER g &)d S5

1445 odlazwl (Bergh, 1965

LER™ Yo/ Yeet Yo/ Yenu

(V) asleo
bglo cuis 3 @)d 5,Sles i 1Y /Yo edlaly ol jo oS

1- Land equivalent ratio (LER)

(al., 2008

© 9 Slage bobe ojag 4 9 OUE 9 SVl bole ot
2 bl e bolbe cuisS glgil o 5 el 51 (S (Zea mays L.)
Vigna unguiculata ) b e lug) bylste (aw)p bl o)
Uile Koocheki et al, 2009; Geren et al., 2008) <3 4 (L.
Vicia ) Mal, (Yilmaz et al., 2008) 5 4 (Vigna radiata L.)
pllas saiedgw S5l (Agegnehu et al., 2006 ) s o (faba L.
ol 034 5eS3s lals iSO L duglie > bl cuis
S il Cunidy d9 g OV 5l awgi (k5 S
ol @lie ;| al,l8" o3kl (Hauggaard-Nielsen et al., 2006)
5 (Geren et al., 2008; Banik et al., 2006) 1.5 ,55 55 9 S
;! (Thobatsi, 2009) ;5,1 (g, g opwe; 5l edlizl 5YL LT
S ST e A i (o5 saigS bl cutS sllje
Wl 0l 5,158

slals das 5l (Phaseolus spp.) Lug) calises glgl o )3
5 45,1055 ghisile pliwl 3 (YL ciS paw 1 &S i
S 3503 (S50 5l Nig o W RIS SS S0 & Ygane
(Eslami Khalili et al., 2011) ML, 5 55 ylas Slals balsw
—Lb o> Loy g (Sesamum indicum L.) oS
(Trigonella ) aldas 9 o> (Hossenzadeh et al., 2012)
9 4>uS o (Mohammadi et al., 2012) foenum—graecum L.
Sy Sl (s)lw ddlais 4> (Motaghian et al., 2013) o,
et Gl 8 s 35, S5 4y S gl i
& g g woly 3 (ol laaisS e plail S edgic;
5 L)) ol JialS 5o jl ae )i jraladile s
9 b b Ly —aouS bglsee cutS > jaslacile odgicun ;
3y8es g (S haliBl 1 Fie Jole (e |y At - o>
Hossenzadeh et al, 2012; )i 3505 (b)l3 5 Jsuamo
)y g ol Bam ¢ oplply (Mohammadi et al., 2012
Wbl 5 gl alisee glosl 9 )3 (0B, slagasls 5 5Shos
5 aB,E Sy iS5 bgle S

W g 9 dlge
Lo g 55,3LaS pole olStily timghs 4230 55 Lialojl (]
WAL =ly; Jlaw ;0 Liyd odls a0 yieghS o #dly (o)l aub



WAP L ) oyloc Y Al (55,9biS owlich pgr s pii  OF

VWISl Ly i an o Lingd 5 003 5 o) Lol
Olli8l cyd iSO A Cund Mo pd VOl iy 5 YYV/YY
DL S i Js J) 25 Lyl 5 0 bl 5 <l
Jsb g yad Salafl al 53 351 I, 2 (5 VOYIFA (:S0Ls)
YAEN g ysio uo FYIOA B ¥ /00 (g0s 0,8 jd iy 4 N
(V) Jgda) 28,55 )15 cuitS £95 il cov yre Lo YVOS
@y bole CulS 4 &) gy 03g3Cum ) ()9 S (yioned
ORIl g g 53 )5 e 29 (1Sl L o8 Lug g fe Lugl L
bgbo g cubly Glo @y iSSS Hlowd 4 Can (gduopd 03
P25 YAY 5 VA: (sSike b 55 &) o Ll 5 ko g L 03
ST les L (S ol e 3l g bine olel glis (2 5
a5 L) Jpie) 15 eanlie (S 2 5 AV e Siko 1) 28
sl Ly bolsn 15 € aig 2,Shae Clis il ly 4025 5
s 4S5k @ g ine 20y S i aw 55 Loy
5 G bglsee 4 gy 40 £,5 VAVEY Jolee «)d 15455 3 S
=S A Cod Gy 3yShas (o) YA dgds (501581 b s ool
Lol 9 yd byl p3 )b 5, Slae andl iy 3o o] s
3pSla (553 Ly 35 i Ll 5 553 5 50,8 Lagd 5 53 e
bt g o)) S ST A Cons &g 50 p)5 VOAYY 5l i
45 o 4 (N Joua) o LS 65 628 Ll 9
Koocheki et al., ) o)j5, Cul (lise 029 4 lug) el (Shs
Ol 50 a3l 3 g b bgbe 3 )d 5,Sles cuje 3 (2009
93, Sloc 354 (Geren et al., 2008) ,LSen g yy> dinej
sone L) 5 e i Log) gl b cadS oS5 3 03 oS
AW Sl Ghmgh )3 idgel ()1 o ESSS 4 s
VelBY ko ) dutus Logl 5 )d bglses 4y <)d sy yad L
2 ol 3l (103 YV A (550ko L) S bog 9 )3 5 (30
Eslami Khalili et al., ) o)),LSea 5 (L& oMol (555 ol
- an palls S ) g edgicun) (g 5 WSS 3 )Sles (2011
Cand 43 ML 5 9> bolowo b dunlie 13 o )d VF g ¥+ D90 sy
1553 bglse g g (iSCS oy laie () cdl LialS Be:0-
odalio g ize (g lal gl g olS cuislyy e li Llsd )
(Jahani et al., 2008) ,\LSen o Slaz diwej cpod )0 13,55
5 (Cuminum cyminum L.) s 0y) baloto CuiS )y 5 jub
Siglaw 3, Slae 48" aily Hlebl (Lens culinaris L.) yuie

5y Sas o 1 Y/ Yip g ()3 (S» LER) @y aaS'SS oy
S LER) Loy i8S oy bl cusS (o Lugl ¢lgil 51 Sy
%I)_w )‘ odlas_wl l_> J}_Am 5.) O L.S““J wls) Ml)‘so (Lu9]
725 sladolee 325k 31 46555 93 (A) Tedle 5 (K) ' s plonsj]

:(Dhima et al., 2007) 555,35y

Koo = ——5228 (¥) dsles
(Ve YIuZ
Koo = s (¥) dsle
Yc Yh
" ) ) doleo
Acom Y7, YioZs ( ) >
M e (0) skes

(%) dsleo

CRoo= (LERJLERy) x (Z,/Z.)
CRyes= (LERy /LER.) X (Z./Z:) (V) dsleo
P Loy pByl g )3 5 Slas iS5 4 Yp g Yoo cadlgy opl )
Ze dogls S )3 Lug) pl5y) g )3 5,Slas Yy 5 Y e 2SS
8l e bgle S 55 Lugd Byl g &3 CudlS i Zy
sl (V) 5 (F) sladblas (3o 43553 T 25 s bl
:(Dhima et al., 2007) x> 5
CRe= (LERJLER,) % (Z,/Z.) (7) doles
CRye= (LERy /LER.) % (Zo/Z5) (V) dslao
Looals (95 Jloys cygmoil Woodls (5slanz 51 g auled o
9.1 a5ui SAS Jl53le 5 5l (5Ll Sl g 42326 (sl g plos]
Slas gl bSile duslis .0 odlatwl (SAS Institute, 2004)
s 3 laiine U] il gl gy 0 8 abis) 3590
23,5 plodl ds s s Jless!

Lagd b bslie Cuds 5o &,d 8 Slas gl5al 9 o Slas
Sty ad>yo )3 03 oL el Slogad (wyy
@y bl 53 M o SUid ()9 & 035 pasude Sl s

1- Relative crowding coefficient (K)
2- Aggresivity (A)

3- Competitive ratio (CR)

4- Least significant difference



DO Il @B bglie caiS o sl b asli g aild & Sl oy

IS 2L (LS gl 4,90 a8 298 5 ey (IS
Lol cpl 50 adl @yd (2dSSS jo by dio 59 090 b LY
» (Eslami Khalili et al., 2011) ;)L Sea 5 LIS oMl
Sy > MLy g 92 oLS 933, Shee 32l g5, Shoe (o)
g2 S S5 g M8l L0 hgr L0 o o bgle S0l
9 450,55 sdnliiie (6,5 —ime (gylal iglds g3 &by Mo )59 Ll
O3S g VD AMBL VD S 5 5 1y g &l do je ST
(Agegnehu et al., 2006) )|,Ken g 0551 )55 ply 233905
il by Lo culS il (slacaS 5y g2 4l Jlim 59 5

Sl Ui 1y (ol gme (g )lol gl ML g 9>

O DA S & g bglin S cilis (glbea i 55 0
2 e oy Cublyy padld e ol (51 ol el il
ciliee slajloi )3 9 (30,3 00 (e L) ySlas palls cuss
5 Kol ool 039 (3o V¥ 13:5les L) s Loglsa S
bgbro ciS” wyp » o (Schmidtke et al., 2004) |,Kon
o oAls S 1y o el pasls Slis (uie 5 g
Hdges 0135
oo bagl 9 053 9 50,8 lagh 5 ©)0 g i Lugl 9 ©)3 byl
@yd dild lo i S Tas 1 e, SYVEY  JIYO/AA oS )
Sl )5 VYA (:SSlo b (iS5 SS jlod 53 9 25392 )13)95
092 EaBy dy (oo a5 () Ji2) A odalie s o ()

Lug) 199 9 €,d bgldno CulS' 43 )3 5,50 (51501 9 3,50 (1Sl dwn o —) Jou
Table 1- Mean comparison of corn yield and yield components in intercropping of corn and bean types

L ST)
arameters J% {»9 W Jgb (5o see) Sl 2lop P13l 0395 s 3 oS 3 4ild (339 LR &5 ao i
(%) (50 0Lw) ('mm) : (592 3 05) (4592 3 0 %) (%) cits ()
Ear (9) Ear (cm) Ear diameter Aerial biomass Seed weight Harvest 100- seed
L"’; weight length (g.plant™) (g.plant™) index (%) weight (g)
Treatments
CWilS o (P)
Planting ratio (P)
Gyd Sl S
sole cropping of 166.91%* 18.82 42.75 810.00° 136.72¢ 16.81° 23.98°
corn
Moo Lygh-,3 020+
50:50 white -corn 182.85™ 19.81 41.71 793.33° 161.66° 20.41% 25.45°
bean
s Logh—cuyd Do
oo besh 000 221.24° 21.56 43.58 900.10° 189.67° 21.08° 27.51°
50:50 bush bean-corn
38 g3 b0
50:50red -corn 188.76™ 19.69 43.50 903.33" 159.75° 17.74% 27.64°
kidney bean
s bogayd 00
50:50 pinto -corn 197.11* 19.64 40.55 780.00° 158.21° 20.35% 24.52"
bean
Syt Lag)d 040
50:50 sword-corn 152.48¢ 18.61 41.85 690.50° 127.90¢ 18.53%¢ 25.98°
bean
M (e M JBlas
(/o) 30.15 3.00 4.61 78.64 19.98
LSD (5%)
Syt o F o5ef
S.0.V F Test
Jloio! s sk ns ns Hok sk % Hok
P value
Oy Co >
(129) leis 2 8.96 8.37 5.99 531 6.92 8.57 3.60
CV (%)

Aisb o oy gy Jlesn) pdaw )3 LSD (9051 ol o (6l ime (6 lo] M) 518 caiianns Syt gy (il a5 ole o ) bgsyo (ygtm yo (slacpSole %
* Means in the same column of each factor followed by the same letter(s) were not significantly different according to LSD (P<0.05).
M sine Gyl pas NS § Mo )d S g iy Jloin] pdass )3 ) gime i i &y sk g 3
* and **: significant at 5 and 1% probability levels, respectively and ns: Non significant.



WAP L ) oyloc Y Al (5559biS owlich pgy s pii  OF

Legl 5 (iS5 SS) i gl ()3 b bgbeo 5 (135 S5) 05 L)
—ate 1y ol o e oluw )\ Ridimg (Y Jodn) iy 3las iy
sdos JY3 5l (o g 035 lsie Lugl 5 8ee 3 S50 el (5
OiblS |y iSO ay i bglee cuiS 3 o) 5,Slee il
ol &5 5 M5 9,0 ) S 4 ol 3 o)l (o JS ol
Oized (Koocheki et al., 2009) siiwils BM& slass yials
3 i g o8 g b Log) (RS S5 3 B Jgb sl
-l 5> s samlite (o g5l V) 3l e 5 ) 5,555 Lo
VA 5 017 gy @) )3 b bgloes )3 dub Logh 5 jows Lgl oS
i iy ] 5 v Joyg8 0 B Jgb JBhas (e ke
Jobo g asgs glasyl J8la s (Hosseini et al., 2003) Ko 4
Pennisetum ) (ladgle ;) L balsee ;o (Ll muie Log) 8N
23,8 adaline HsSde olS 1iS'SS j5 |y (americanum L.

) S ST 5 053 Ly bgle 3 i L) Gale] ol
1 i L) 5 (4550 3 )5 VOF/XY VYV :Sbo b o5
0395 S Is (4g 13 py S WA v 1 Slo L) S SO
65 L) 5 5o L) o L) &5 Jls 5o 81005 153 ol
Blas (a5 13 prS VY 5l e 5:0ke L) jd b bglses jo
(Y Jgiz) 9352 J13)95 2 (LS e395C s

L) o8 0 55255 3,80as 5 ) cilises gl o
9 ¥PIVD :Slo b sy ) )3 by bolsws 9 (iS'ST pd oun
W58 0, Shas Gialol opl j3 cuily slas (4590 )3 p,5 OF/V-
YA 9 ¥ 390 i @ (alld cutS 3 (o3 gl 9 b Loy
=SS e Ll aaly lis iul38l balore S b dusle j3 duopd
4SS 0y Shos blod jl 508 Lusgl g juw Lug) bglons o niS
s o wimed (Y Joda) s osmliie (gl gxe (g)lel ciglis
Lagl 5 (=0 TAYT) i Ligg) pL3,1 s 3 Slas g gy p» BN
odly) b odmlive (gl dre g Cuto (Simsod (r='/AF**) >
S oo 0nliie ¥ Jodn 3 a8 job lod (Cuwl oauis edly ol
25 Ly blse 33 3o b 5 i g &0 ety a5l g5lis
Cuuwd oS cuily 3lad (1o)d FF/OF 5 YA/OY ke b iy )

Sl las Gl58l s 3 VYl i jsSde plB)] 1iS' STl

gla=l o pslas 513l g 9 Slas (Sa59d 985 90 Oiliio guods
Gyd b bglae uis jo L gd

Olysi | g 4l ) Lyl elgl 39290 5135 2l
oy Sy bl 53,55 2Vl 3,S0ae Syl J s
b e D290 Lyl b olS (4583l & bgio |y 5, Sles 05
Elogas 5 LajLs U Lyg) ciliss )l oy (Bagheri, 2001)
S mxe Sl (lol slacglis Liolosl cpl 1> glize 5ol
oanliie 3, Slas (clinl g 3,Shas «Syj5lsdyse clo Sy > ]
L) 5 108 L) & 53 i) 35103 (ol ) 2 (Y Jpi) 5
YAVIAY g Y5 10N S5le b s ) @pd b bglo o s
P 4 5o pB)) ST 4y Cond & ity (3l (20 L
inlojl ol 3 (Y Jods) ols lis iuli8l asps YA 5 Y5 dgus
2 25530 oig) pB)l (sl b (2& 3 (SC T04) > b | 8,
aS Jls o ccib pliw 4o (58 je wds 58l 5 olS L,
byl 5 ISSS G Shg ol o )itz )lel glis
osSie pL8)l allais ssalin @3 b (205 Lugl 5 jow Lug)
5 9881 bl (ol )3 (Y Jgia) o 513,58 1 s £l5)] ol
P ML 5y glas)l wSTas (Agegnehu et al., 2006) Ko
+ ML, 70 bolso g ML 25T slayless 3 1) 95 b bglsee
dges ol g AN

ol Ly (S SS Ops0 4 i g dug) Elgil o 0
22w gl 90,8 dlawy xSl 51 Lol dBlw 3 05 FF gdae
2 gy Logd 9 (@R L by lw 5 (oiS'SS) cuis clls
4Bl 0,5 dluws JBlas 510,35 VO JIA 0,505 3 )3 b bglses
o) & 8 4615 5105 511s (s (Y Jyia) 3gr 1o
Log 9 (@0 L balke o a8 S5) coiS clls 93 yo )0 juuw
Jolas g (L5 ¥/0 51 i (60ke L) ©)3 b bglse o (g o
Lag ()3 L byl o (iS5 jo)d L) 4 (28 4505 slass
(4318 4 ) 3208 (ko L) )3 b bgloe )3 dudeo gl 5 (i
(¥ Jada) cusly sles

Lo bgbs )3 o bugd 5 (5SS )3 o g lalojl ol o
Slaas ySTas 1 AMe YV dgu s 9V (uSSlie b iy a4y @)d



QY Il @yd bl caiS o sl b aslis g aild 8 ySlos oy

NS 53 )5k OV 5l i (ke b 58 Lugh 5 (st g
ool pl8)l iS'ST 55 g bglswe glgil oy j0 aily 5,Sles yiSlas |

(¥ Jgaz) 2392 512,95

B slageald g (e 3 suldic ‘ﬂaiJLS
ol b )b aiSCSS 4 ails 5 ,Shas S Liolojl opl )
o Lol b cupd bolse 5 cusly 3l iSa j3 p,55LS YYAV/Y

O, L bl CulS 13 Lug) glail 5,50es (51581 9 3,5dos (1SSl dug o —F Joia
Table 2- Mean comparison of bean types yield and yield components in intercropping with corn
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* Means in the same column of each factor followed by the same letter(s) were not significantly different according to LSD (P<0.05).
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Table 4- Mean comparison of competitive indices in intercropping of corn with bean type
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* Means in the same column of each factor followed by the same letters were not significantly different according to LSD (P<0.05).
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* and **: significant at 5 and 1% probability levels, respectively and ns: Non significant

903 03l bglte oS )3 lalS ol 3 Slas i 2 BLS 565 5 e culd)y Cudbge )3 cidy e il &S

Sl i Slallas 5> e o 5 g 205 i 86 gl

&l

Agegnehu, G., Ghizam, A., and Sinebo, W. 2006. Yield performance and land-use efficiency of barley and faba
bean mixed cropping in Ethiopian highlands. European Journal of Agronomy 25: 202-207.

Bagheri, A., 2001. Baen Agronomy and Breeding. Mashhad University Press. Iran, p. 11-30. (In Persian)

Banik, P., Midya, A., Sarkar, B.K., and Ghose, S.S. 2006. Wheat and chickpea intercropping systems in an additive
series experiment: advantages and weed smoothering. European Journal of Agronomy 24: 325-332.

De Wit, C.T., and Vanden Bergh, J.P. 1965. Competition between herbage plants. Netherlands Journal of
Agricultural Sciences 13: 212-221.

Dhima, K. V., Lithourgidis, A.A., Vasilakoglou, I.B., and Dordas, C.A. 2007. Competition indices of common vetch
and cereal intercropping in two seeding ratio. Field Crops Research 100: 249-256.

Eslami Khalili, F., Pirdashti, H., and Motaghian, A. 2011. Evaluation of barley (Hordeum vulgare L.) and faba bean
(Vicia faba L.) yield in different density and mixture intercropping via competition indices. Journal of Agroecology 94-



PVl @yd bl caiS 5o sl sl g aild 8 Sl qwy

105. (In Persian with English Summary)

Geren, H., Avcioglu, R., Soya, H., and Kir, B. 2008. Intercropping of corn with cowpea and bean: biomass yield
and silage quality. African Journal of Biotechnology 7(22): 4100-4104.

Hauggaard-Nielsen, H., Andersen, M.K., Jqrnsgaard, B., and Jensen, E.S. 2006. Density and relative frequency
effects on competitive interactions and resource use in pea—barley intercrops. Field Crops Research 95: 256-267.

Haymes, R., and Lee, H.C. 1999. Competition between autumn and spring planted grain intercrops of wheat
(Triricum aestivum L.) and field bean (Vicia faba L.). Field Crops Research 62: 167-176.

Hosseini, S.M.B., Mazaheri, D., Jahansouz, M.R., and Yazdi Samadi, B. 2003. The effect of nitrogen levels on
yield and components of forage millet (Pennisetum americanum L.) and cowpea (Vigna unguiculata L.) in
intercropping system. Journal of Pajouhesh va Sazandegi 59: 60-67. (In Persian with English Summary)

Hosseinzadeh, D., Esmaeili, M.A., Pirdashti, H., Abbasian, A. 2012. Effect of different rates of sesame (Sesamum
indicum L.) and cowpea (Vigna unguiculata L.) intercropping on weeds control. In: 12" Iranian Crop Sciences
congress, 4-6 September. 2012. Karaj Branch. Islamic Azad University. Karaj, Iran. (In Persian)

Jahani, M., Koocheki, A., and Nasiri Mahallati, M. 2008. Comparison of different intercropping arrangements of
cumin (Cuminum cyminum) and lentil (Lens culinaris). Iranian Journal of Field Crops Research 6(1): 67-78. (In Persian
with English Summary)

Koocheki, A., Lalehgani, B., Najibnia, S. 2009. Evaluation of productivity in bean and corn intercropping. Iranian
Journal of Crop Research 7(2): 605-614. (In Persian with English Summary)

Motaghian, A., Pirdashti, H., Akbarpour, V., Sarajpour, G., Yaghoubi Khanghahi, M., and Shariatnejad, S. 2013.
Evaluation of basil (Ocimum basiilicum L.) and sesame (Sesamum indicum L.) yield in different intercropping mixture
via competition indices. Journal of Agroecology 5(3): 243-254. (In Persian with English Summary)

Mohammadi, H., Pirdashti, H., Yazdani, M., and Abbasian, A. 2012. Change of weed abundance and diversity in
barley (Hordeum vulgare L.) and fenugreek (Trigonella foenum-graecum) intercropping. International Journal of
Agronomy and Plant Production 3: 788-793.

Mushagalusa, G.N., Ledent, J.F., and Draye, X. 2008. Shoot and root competition in potato/maize intercropping:
Effects on growth and yield. Environmental and Experimental Botany 64: 180-188.

Poggio, S.L. 2005. Structure of weed communities occurring in monoculture and intercropping of field pea and
barley. Agriculture, Ecosystems and Environment 109: 48-58.

SAS Institute. 2004. SAS User’s Guide: Statistics, Version 9.1. SAS Institute Inc., Cary. NC, USA.

Schmidtke, K., Neumann, A., Hof, C., and Rauber, R. 2004. Soil and atmospheric nitrogen uptake by lentil (Lens
culinaris Medik.) and barley (Hordeum vulgare ssp. Nudum L.) as monocrops and intercrops. Field Crops Research 87:
245-256.

Thobatsi, T. 2009. Growth and yield responses of maize (Zea mays L.) and cowpea (Vigna unguiculata L.) in a
intercropping system. MSc Thesis, University of Pretoria. 149 pp.

Walker, S., and Ogindo, H.O. 2003. The water budget of rainfed maize and bean intercrop. Physiology Chemistry
Earth 28: 919-926.

Yilmaz, S., Atak, M., and Erayman, M. 2008. Identification of advantages of maize-legume intercropping over
solitary cropping through competition indices in the East Mediterranean region. Turkish Journal of Agricultural and
Forestry 32: 111-119.



