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Pegah, A New Forage Sorghum Cultivar
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Table 1. Mean yield of green fodder and dry matter of KFS3 (Pegah cultivar) in
regional yield trials in different regions of Iran
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R:;;)n Peorcentage of increase ‘S:ZL“ il e o ot o o 2 S o w o e &'_?‘ﬁ
(+%) or decrease ( -% ) cuttings 2 Pegah and 3 Check 2 cuttings 2 Pegah and 3 Check
cuttings cuttings

o5 Pegah & 146.00 146.00 29.22 29.22
Karaj Check bl 85.86 105.00 19.72 24.50
Increase% &t ao s 70.68 39.05 48.17 19.18
Pegah £, 155.50 15550 24.15 2415
D! Check ) 97.61 119.80 14.98 18.39
Isfahan Increase % il oo 59.31 27.80 61.21 31.32
Pegah &, 146.10 146.10 27.50 127.50
wes Check Ll 92.20 113.20 14.26 17.50
Khoram abad 11 rease % sl aw)s 58.39 29.06 83.58 S7.14
Pegah £, 93.70 93.70 18.70 18.70
e Check i 4546 5529 925 1106
Shahroud Increase % ) dw s 106.12 69.47 12.16 69.08
Pegah £, 97.60 97.60 18.01 18.01
et Check Lot 83.45 110.00 15.86 20.90
Mashhad 1 crease % it s +16.96 -1125 +13.56 -14.03
Pisgah & 131.40 131.40 23.52 23.52
St Check Ll 118.70 157.10 21.95 27.60
Shiraz Increase % a1 aw s +10.70 -16.36 +7.40 -14.78
Pegah £ 128.38 128.38 23.52 23.52
gbbe oS Check Lot 87.17 110.07 16.02 19.94
Regionsmean - ease % _suipl i 4228 16.63 46.82 17.95
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Table 2. Mean yield(tha") of green fodder and dry matter of KFS3 (Pe gah cultivar) in
different planting densities in different region of Iran

Planting density (1000 plant/ha) (S yo G g )i ja) LS 0S5
168 208 287
Region ik 417
7 sk s age | pege  Sisagle  ass  Sisage Sk Ssel
Green Dry matter Green  Dry matter Green Dry matter Green Dry matter
fodder fodder fodder fodder
Karaj s 145.68 28.04 156.39 29.32 155.72 29.59 135.43 26.75
Isfahan Olgina! 104.96 19.48 112.89 20.22 134.12 23.52 147.57 23.96
Khoram abad 57, = 146.00 24.00 150.40 24.40 146.10 23.36 150.20 23.70
Mashhad VW 91.13 15.78 102.00 14.98 101.60 16.09 113.90 17.54
Shiraz S 131.40 23.52 126.60 18.60 120.60 18.66 129.00 22.02
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