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1. Land Equivalent Ratio (LER) 5. Actual Yield Loss (AYL)

2. Relative Crowding Coefficient (RCC) 6. Intercropping Advantage (1A)

3. Aggressivity (A) 7. Equivalent Yield (EY)

4. Competitive Ratio (CR) 8. System Productivity Index (SPI)

Yo



OlySed g pake (5,58 e

3 FeS 5 IS ST s bl S (5 e 0lis G Sl e e 0l el
Js 5 bl S 5 (VY e (63538 03 0T ol Lallt S35 (55
LS Al Sl e ¢ S1 e e STOA) 55 G S e sl S sl
O 5 Sl s 5 (V) ol oz gl 228 LSl 508 ST 5 e g bl
ot (V0 Q) DL 5oy )2 53 (V) 250 Gl Sk 08 (ST s o (Yo 0T)
(V) 05 (3l 5 o) 0580 51 s 5 o515 (e

51 TY) 5 pd e s bshien 2S5 olS 53 e B, alaly Cedle sl 5l esliza |
5 e slac e syl sy B, 658 55 e a8 das e Ol AL i pl s b ol
OLLSar 59 ay ey 52 .(O0V) Gl Lads 58 005 slie 5 LU eliasOlis o S i
oS (5355 il sl 5 ede 5 (S0 5 0 b bsloee CiS gla e plad s g (Y109)
U5 51t 6 Seslll Lnly s (Y0) 3 oshie oS IS L bgline 2S5 5 G
52 O0T) el Gl 5 (ST ol 8 S S Sl atld 5 e e GLST 26,
CiS 53 52 (0) n5m e bl & s S 568 b (V00 V) O 5 JIsl e
(V) s (S8 0550 b lie 53 1) 25y QU150 5V (S 5 L bl

Loalis 55 byl S 5315 6lS o e g L 5 Shes 2alS o a3l 5 Shes 2alS
e e 5 adly s Shas (il atiasilis Cote cudle (1) as e 0L el oS
5 oole s 3 Al e 23S S5 4 o bglon 28 il 5 S 1S ediasilis
s 3 Shes a3ls Al 4 zmie p S 5 5 e el bay bylse S (YerA ) OSes
bl 53wy 5 Shes (Aly 2l (5t NS S sm 5 e plal 3 ke (315 Rl
et ld e Cadle (V) 3 e A eps3 ksl s O ol 355 s3lblule ey 06555 b
sdasOLis e Codle 5 el b glses CiS (galanl (g s SOl b glies CS (s s
s oud bydse i8S s (Yoo A) OB 5 Sslade s 2 03 L e golal (glios pus a8
el O0)) Sl b s 5 GV byloien S 3 (Te V) OLan 5 Lagas uns 53 5 (TF) L)
Dy e e 3 g e 0 S0 55 e ld

Il olS 4 3 olS Cnd sl 53 53 LS 5 Shas bjlsne S dalre 5 Shas ond g
5> b S 53 e dile 5 Shae () 355 e mar (D) sl olS 5 Shes b 5 22

y.¥



IR0 (V) prd s (815 LS g @y puid

byl s sloled sl @ Cond DS 0 VAL g iy S eedelol o)
.(O)Jﬁf"s‘.l}

e ld 3l 3, bglone S Slanton 3latil Uil 5 Ygame o5 K5 Laxla
dewﬂdyuwbﬂjw;p,s:)umt{oiéuu\;‘«s@\wwﬂw
3555 Ao 3 VO bglse iS85 S Ol (YY) s a ae¥ () 53,5 o anles Lol sl
L) il L YAY bl i Sosoe o ls Slie o 5o s o YO 5 (sl sls
allas cpl OldS adlatn 53 (58 555 5 g sl C2S o sat 53 DUMb] 3 S 4 4
Sl Sbil 5 (K58 5 g bl 5 jalls S s digle s Slas o) Ga L
2 Shos a8l SRalS (2l Gl (Sl (et (SIS e s Sl S
uﬂ)}l_iJ_?fLila;A);Joj_lmqj.Swtgﬂeﬁ)J:w:ﬂwcbj&wé.\;ﬁ:y
NEPAES]

9, 9 S0

Y Ges Sl S Gl S s Ll WAy el Jle g el S oK Slidss
,%aﬁ;&iwjbji»ﬁpjwuﬁsuaﬁ@ﬁujh}msud#vxu
el 0l ob}] \ d_}.\} BE QT 4>e.&.: PR A szgo)\.,b\ oK;'.i[A)T BE QI CJLMa).\.a;-

bl e o S aled 5 (SKid gl Sy ) s
Table 1. Physical and chemical properties of the studied soil.
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. Organic D D
Soil Texture EC pH Total N
carbon K available P available
- (MJ)) e e 3 g = (g)):»l.:‘ Bl o) (g)):»l.:‘ Bl o) (MJ))
- %) dsm? - (ppm) (ppm) %)
0 0.84 1.2 8.23 445 224 0.08
Silty Loam
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Table 2. Analysis variance (maen squares) of forage dry yield and equivalent yield of barley under
planting pattern and nitrogen levels

SOV, s (jt“’ 5T s e J:L«:a > Sas - Sl b gle éj-b/xl.a&
df Barley Equivalent Yield  Forage dry yield
Block Sk 2 1.98 1.668
Intercropping (1) b ylsee ©iS s 4 182** 231. 3**
Nitrogen (N) O35 3 82.84* 78.46™
IXN - 0558 X byl ciS s 12 1.795 2.183
Error Salesl sl 38 1.481 1.378
CV (%) (1533) s - 9.48 9.45

LSD a3l bl Ao ys Gl o 3l e
** Significant at 1% probability level based on LSD
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Table 3. Effect of planting pattern on forage yield and barley equivalent yield in mono cultural and
intercropping.

OGS 53 o) abgle s Shas OGS 53 ) g dslas 5 Shas
byl ozs Forage Yield (Ton ha?) Barley Equivalent Yield (Ton ha™)
Intercropping o S s g Js e e Js
Barley Pea Total Barley Pea Total
Barley ol 17.16 - 17.16% 17.16 0 17.16%
B7sPos 15.79 0.397 16.19° 15.79 0.48 16.27%
BsoPso 11.46 0.92 12.38° 11.46 1.10 12.56°
BysPos 7.01 2.97 9.98" 7.01 3.56 10.56°
Pea S b0 alls - 6.71 6.71° 0 8.05 8.052°
LSDsy - - 0.97 - . 1.01

N S Il Ck.dﬁ Sl gme Ol Wls S i Gy &S slasles (S5 Shes O s
In total yield column, values followed by the same letter are not significantly different at P < 0.05.
o Sl K a5 Ao yn Vo 500 Y0 Sl Lo S L a BosPrs 5 BsoPso BrsPas
B7sP2s, BsgPso and BasP+s: 25, 50 and 75% pea instead of barley, respectively.
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Table 4. Mean comparison for forage yield and equivalent yield of barley under nitrogen levels.

OS5 o) abgle s Shas OGS 53 ) g Islas 5 Shas
(p S48 )5 2 Forage Yield (Ton ha™) Barley Equivalent Yield (Ton ha™)
r . Z Z
Nitrogen (kg) Ee St ;i e LIPS x;
Barley Pea Total Barley Pea Total
0 8.21 1.14 9.35° 8.21 1.37 9.58°
25 11.09 1.38 12.47° 11.09 1.66 12.75°
50 12.77 1.42 14.19% 12.77 1.70 14.47%
75 13.62 1.3 14.92% 13.62 1.56 15.18%
LSDxsg, - - 0.87 - 0 0.9
@JL“:;-\CEM)>6J1>J'.«.»J)A::L\.ﬁ)lséfﬁixd)fé&uﬂﬁiﬁgbw>w/ 5 JS s See O s
J.v_)‘.b Aoy

In total yield and barley equivalent yield column, values followed by the same letter are not
significantly different at P< 0.05.
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Table 5. land equivalent ratio (LER), relative crowding coefficient (K) and aggressivity (A) under
planting pattern.

ol Sl s S e o el
slesd Land Equivalent Ratio Relative Crowding Coefficient Aggressivity
Treatment s> S S - Spgs 5 S

Barley Pea Total  Barley Pea Total Barley Pea
B75Ps 0.92 0.06 0.98 3.84 0.19 0.73  0.99 -0.99
BsoPso 0.67 0.14 0.81 2.01 0.16 032 1.06 -1.06
BosPs 0.41 0.44 0.85 2.07 0.26 0.54 1.04 -1.04

o él?-A.v A.f<'13 3_55;; BV Vo 900 Yo g)ljilb' .b}l;u: S g,-:_}.A.v ZBz5P75 9 B50P50 ‘B75P25
B7sP2s, BsgPso and BasP+s: 25, 50 and 75% pea instead of barley, respectively.
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Table 6. Competitive ratio (CR), actual yield loss (AYL), intercropping advantage (IA) and system
productivity index (SPI1) under planting pattern.

Jas I EPRLI s Slas 2alS b s CLiS (kied g S35
Treatment CR) (AYL) (IA) SP) (s
SR S (Shs
Barley Pea Barley Pea Total  Barley Pea Total
B75P2s 5.11 0.2 0.23 -0.76 -0.53 230 -836 -601 16.81
BsoPso 4.79 0.21 0.34 -0.73 -0.39 340 -803 -463 13.81
B2sP7s 2.8 0.36 0.63 -0.41 0.22 630 -451 179 12.54
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B7sP2s, BsgPso and BasP+s: 25, 50 and 75% pea instead of barley, respectively.
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