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Assessment and Comparison of Potential Forage Yield of Red Clover
Cultivars
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Table 1. Analysis of variance for fresh yield and dry matter yield of red clover

cultivars
TR MS e Sl
Sl S ol . i . : —
S.O.V. &2l Fresh yield & e > Sts Dry matter yield oz o e 5 Skee
df. 2003 2004 2005 2003 2004 2005
Replication 1 s 3 22.36"™ 1.24 " 3.70™ 3517 0.196™  0.88™
Cultivars 3, 5 7847° 67807 51177 1.19™ 42307 3327
Error et 15 20.34 5.23 9.30 091 0.912 0.62
CV% 4.07 3.51 6.77  5.87 4.200 7.06

* and ** :significant at 5% and 1% levels, respectively. Aos3 ) 5030 Jli o 53 s gme o 5 4 *F 5 F

ns: Not significant. s gme b1 NS
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Table 2. Combined analysis of variance for fresh yield and dry matter yield of red
clover cultivars

_ MS ce e Kok
Ol s c\.‘.a @3yl amys o ng“_ P ™ J_{LJ,
S.0.V df. s T
Fresh yield Dry matter yield
Replication SIS 3 5 99 1S 514
Cultivar o5 5 13728 ™ 6.86 "
Error I 15 18.77 114
Year Jle o
2 27348.44 159.53
YearxReplication — i,SsxJu. 6 10.66 ™ 191"
YearxCultivar P dl 10 x | .
30.08 0.94
Error I 30 8.05 0.39
CV% 3.85 6.56

*and ** : Significant at 5% and 1% levels, respectively.

ns: Not significant.
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Table 3. Mean comparison of fresh yield and dry matter yield of red clover cultivars

Ry Fresh yield (tha™) ; « e Dry matter yield (tha™) «sx & 4e
Cultivars 2003 2004 2005 Mean 2003 2004 2005 Mean
5SS 2
Redqueen 111.3a 72.28 a 51.36 a 78.32 a 16.57a 16.27a 1290a 15.25a
Ly
Bosa 1124 a 63.40 bc 42.62 bc 72.82b 16.28a 14.44bc 10.78 b  13.83 bc
sbedg
Toilidie-e-FAO 109.3 ab 66.15 b 43.64 bc 73.02b 16.46a 15.04b 10.84b 14.19b
Llsls
Kuluobara 116.4a 65.46 b 45.11 bc 75.66 ab 16.65a 15.37 ab 11.33b 14.45ab
oS w5
Tolidi-e-karaj 112.7a 63.15 bc 46.30 b 74.06 b 16.11a 13.82c 11.34b 13.76 bc
35 A o
Mabhali-e- 103.2 b 60.07 ¢ 41.22 ¢ 68.16 ¢ 1524a 1351c 10.23b 12.99c¢c
Shahrekord
Mean Sl 1109a 65.08 b 45.04 c - 16.26a 14.74b 11.23 ¢ -

LSSl dals Lo 3 903T) L550 Sl gme oyl M))c;idh;:alcl:,u): ol L 5l s a5 ¢S 2ie oy > yls L;u;,:istzﬁ
Mean with the same letters in each column are not significantly different at 5% level (DMRT).
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Table 4. Analysis of variance for plant height of red clover cultivars
in different cuts (2003)

N (MS) ol oS
el Jsl o £3° e pler oo
S.0.V. St b df, cut 1 cut 2 cut 3 cut 4
Replication IS 3 3.38"™ 0.24"™ 0.13™ 9.86 "™
Cultivar =5, 5 46.04 0.56 "™ 257™  59.85"
Error L= 15 13.09 1.05 2.37 17.82
CV% 4.74 1.62 3.43 9.38
*and ** : significant at 5 and 1% levels, respectively. .a- 5\ 50 Jlz>! gl 53 s pme oS5 4 K
ns: Not significant. 3 sma e - NS
& sl s ys ¢S | e 53 3o Azdls

Lo o Slse dnlin .33 54> 5 (gl —ine pLi)l o o7 51> 0L (8 Jpkr) (5leT s

DL od) ol oz 52 48 215 OLS (V pr) iy sy a3 5l e 50 5 sl o 2 508 ol
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Table 5. Mean comparison of plant height of red clover cultivars in different cuts (2003)

o Plant height (cm) g gl
Cultivars CUtL Ul cor CUEZ pss cr CUE3psw x CULA oolex o

Redqueen oGS5, 15.24ab 63.20 a 44.95 a 42.22 b
Bosa L., [6.28a 63.00 a 44.70 a 46.81 ab
Tolidi-e-FAO Sty 77.60a 63.14 a 45.80 a 4441 Db
Kuluobara Liss  79.90a 62.67 a 4590 a 51.62a
Tolidi-e-Karaj oS s 78.82 a 63.46 a 43.36 a 40.22 b
Mahali-e-Sharekord 3840 e 70.34D 63.76 a 44.60 a 43.80 b
Mean oSk 76.36 63.20 44.88 44.84

(S aals digr O 03T) L, s gme D le Ao y3 O Jlez] ch.w): Gl T L 51O a5 eS 2ie oy o (glyls L;l;a&:ijl.:a
Mean with the same letters in each column are not significantly different at 5% level (DMRT).
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Table 6. Analysis of variance regrowth rate of red clover cultivars in different

cuts(2003)
3l Jsl ez £33 oo o o poler o
S.0.V. et gbe df. cut 1 cut 2 cut 3 cut 4
Replication S 5 8930™  9255™  3849™ 99.11™
Cultivar =, 5 1093117 801.16" 33.14™ 14226 "™
Error L= 15 65.68 165.65 41.73 115.52
CV% 8.56 11.64 10.68 11.67

*and ** : Significant at 5 and 1% levels respectively ... 5 50 Jl o 53 s ne o 0

ns: Not significant
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Table 7. Mean comparison of regrowth rate of red clover cultivars

in different cuts (2003)

Regrowth rate (gm™)

Sdoes Ly Sy

Cultivars 5 CUtl Jsl r  CULZ2p5s o cUL 3bw o CUtd eolexr o
Redqueen ) 81.02 cd 99.46 bc 59.81a 93.28 a
Bosa Ly,  93.10 bc 95.75¢ 65.47 a 99.95a
Tolidi-FAO sty 73.78d 100.60 bc 57.35a 90.51a
Kuluobara Liys  119.90 a 131.80 a 61.55a 96.67 a
Tolidi-e-Karaj cSsdys  95.58Db 118.20 ab 60.68 a 83.06 a
Mahali-e-Sharekord 3545 = 10480 b 117.70 ab 58.22 a 88.98 a
Mean oSke 94.69 110.58 60.51 92.07

.(Qfd\; als L O g03T) LI Sl g O gl& Aoy O Jlaz] ch,nﬁ ST L 510w pa 53 eS 2ia oy o (glyls ‘5an§4'l._.a
Means with the same letters in each column are not significantly different at 5% level (DMRT).

(polezr r L) S35y Sk s 303 50 o) (Ao y3) (So ol Sodd —A J s
Table 8. Infection percentage of red clover cultivars to powdery mildew (4th.cut).

Records oSk
el IS
I I Il v Mean
Redqueen s 60 80 90 70 75
Bosa L, 40 70 40 40 475
Tolidi-e-FAO ey S0 %0 80 7080
Kuluobara Lisls 20 20 20 10 17.5
Tolidi-e-Karaj S sdys 80 60 60 80 70
Mahali-e-Sharekord 35 4k e 60 30 30 40 40

oz T 0 p e 3 5 ol)j Jlw S
23 (Wl 93) Sde o S o sls 55 Wil g5 o
5 mesdhe 55,8 5 oly5 sla gt
Sl ol Cole, Lol 4 4le
ol s Lagylew 5 ST 2alS 5 oS
o 1S OS5 5l dw J geames 5 Shes
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