I bl 15 Al 9 T ol g g 3957 OB T

Tyl 5 sl httind ¢ s 051

)‘}al Q‘Jag-v\.:e.ialiid\: 6})}&5:&-}\: LCJL?LA C‘JLA\, Q.&b)’ ejjfc‘sjj.s;‘j)fl -\..ir)‘ wu)lfsﬁuul;—\
©.fateh@SCU.AC.IN) 51 pal ol yoor gt ol (555588 0aSiils (UL 3ol 5 ool o3 8 (5Ll 2 ghund ki 95 =Y
)‘}“‘ u\}a.’_- "\':G";‘ B@‘J ‘_;)'))US Dm‘) c&:JULJ Cw‘ E) Q\&b)‘ 0_5; bl =Y

WAFLAY sy 06 VYA $/YA Bl 5 b

(<

SAF o) Jl 90 B G plols 9 3 Shuile Cure g e 395 OBLT 5T sy setiiea
ST ol 7 b CIB 3 gal O o gl olCUIS (5559Lis” (Gouiils AagR (Sde)w 3O sf.gln}T 1ray
3 (ol + ©3)1) bl (olo (g2 033! Jold gaw 0 b jaw 395 OBLE . 1l 51, 4w b ol fols”
23 P55k TITA Wi b (Uil +0300) bobwe slow (BabedT cpf 33 393 (G 395 ol s pae) il
0 395 4 gy 0ls g 0385 Cam ) (1 S 8,7 gl Bolew plu 4 Sl (5 e (50095 ) IS
FUFA GY 5 4 95 9 Ol bl cbgln (Sl slosd 45 318 OLiS guls 399 (LUK 13 p T oks” FAY/E) o>
OBLS (Sl slowd .81 sl (aw 3957 3 )l pue) Vbl 4 Cawi 1) 8 Slalile Kis 39 w0 10 9
NS SAT Mo )3 T g TONT OF iy A Al 4 S 1) S Slacile o1 (alodT 3550 juw 395
33 I 600k Ao 33 (g § g ol ALDD T (S phole 50 oge i T 4w 395 SBLE CuiF g
S 30 el oblgi b d>ei b .l ol vy 1/E) Ol 4 (ebe + O3)1) boake e 095 o
Jol o3 AT Ofisn & Ghlo s 3957 slod 31 4l JESH 03958 Ol oot F e (O30 (SIglom
Ol B 4 Wl JES by Ol 5 31 030 9 ol (ile w395 Sbsled o @b b
(P7oks™ 2 P55 Mo 1TA) O3 5 il Dgle slodd 53 el Ol (0 F b NBIN O (5518 S0
PP § M oddlin J Lol 9 plo ju 395 S led [ shed Ol S 51 izl LA oualin
ol eud Jolo s 4 drgi b b ol (p79ks” » £55 o 1TI¥) (Ao s 9957 slasd 53 OF Ol
5 b bbw sl g 039 F5o 5 p Sladile S8 § I Gplols p s 395 OLS Sl (Sngh
W39 3T S slow plo 4 Camd 5 Fgliae O ST (G118 hlo j 395 9 O3

ST 600k w395 0097 St 3 ¢ 5 5 gw i 1 000 519 AlS”

Llacd 813 aslizal 3550 (5 Satr ssba olas
2 0T Ol SIS 350 3 Slides s Ll
S ol (reb St S 5 L Slaes Dol
Olgz oo T Sy 5550 55 |y s s laes Olieils
la 25T 5 b sST opllaals Ol 1l 03,87 01K

j‘abm\}jﬁ@jﬁﬁmwj@j

Ao\
ool 5 (65538 wna g 53 Jolge o Seen 51 S
22 Sl S 6550k 5 K (i i e
GlasS Sl ol lagme) el Lol
botslie F30 b 35 K505 Jolse (ol

r}c.wj \Ab; cL;)'”L':SCM &:JJJ.?_{) w}?


mailto:e.fateh@scu.ac.ir

S slale (515 el 5 oS (gl S OBLE ST 0LIKes 5 s A

al:?)\ﬁ- 28 Gim sblales (pl s esdle s
sas S 5 b, S Couw S e db, b
i oS Gl b w5 g el
Sy 5a slacale sdome Ly b 5 S56ler Sds 5
Gl S Cugby 5 Oyl am)s ek &b
5 S Olle p S5 T8 LSS
.(Korres and Froud-Williams, 2002) >
Sy ol awslie (islesT opl (gl 51 Coda
(S15 5 025l p s 35 oS 68 e
e 355 QWIS B ok cpmen 5 58 glacale
$ 5 e ol 5 Sl gidole s Calihe
Al e pshaie s
by 9y 9 dlg0
as e 53 \WAY-AY oly; Jle 5 abesT ol
)‘}A‘ d‘jo.? A:.@,& cliid‘: Lg)))‘..&f ou\gfiu".: u;:“ﬁﬁ}i
IS aw s dolas S slaes o CJJ; B s
G 050 Jols Calien 5w 3587 0LLE 1 | ol
355 oS 05) 8T 5 s 05 bk
iyl )y odkd eslizal A i i eslizel (ew
Pl oSS WA S s p SAS 0
i ST ja (S5 dS ple g g bglies 50 S AS
QW}I@.M@@@&Y&);uQTg\J}
DLS (s 5 &Ks oind Jold e (g 5lwesle
LOT Jo,8 5 2V bl ol sl S Jb i
Sl gzt Condy s (Sl i 4 S L5 3 e ¥
Cals s e il as 0 oSl Slans 5 S5
G505V 3lam (6 e o =Y Gas Sl 355 LS
ag 2okl Dyse 4 (oo paises 3550 Ges SN
ot o 5T 53 ST 605 6 S5 5 ey s
L bl OB #Mel 5 el 03 8 4

(Y Jsis)

1- Pennisetum sp.
2- Hordeum vulgare
3- Vigna radiata

Sge G pae 4 56 0T 3 & 0s 8 Sl s,
Keu%yaaﬁa\,uprfgu,,;@w
23 Gl Low (Hlies iS4 ey L
Sl 5l K a,E 5 e sy s5oslaS
by OLLE el cods ol 4 Odawy 5l des
Slr ol 2Rl L5 S Cal G 35
losd glassS Sl eslimal il gled glassS
AP Je 3 Ol il 53 SV e 5 ) 2
Ol eslamal cwas (Abril et al., 2007) .
YW@ S bl BB sk 558
ol el S e 338 b e 3 S Jl
Ol Sl gl il bl by 0T 55 Slles
5 Psm 355 S Olgieas o 355 3 )8 el o
S 8l 5y S gralel bl Cer
23 Zl (65,8 L (6558 Olal 4 LS 6l
S )3 amg 350 Isdoee 4Bl drwg Gla,ysiS
s e 0557 (Tajbakhsh et al., 2007) ..
Fobe ple 5l G 5 Sl o8 5L 55 oME e
o3l gl Ol ol e el 0l s Shs
Sgo IB) e 5 O ol G b S YR
Lls &S oo,k bim 53 ege S8 S JT
s e il (Wortmann et al., 2000) ds
5ok LS Cle 4 g el daesly
Gl b iSale 4 chaale Casli
4 Lo SalS 1) Jpeme M5 ml) bt
bt b G Sy Sl esliul ejs el By s
i sblale JgS Gl Cagihon L L
s (Namdari et al., 2010) el 3 2.8 « s,
355 5 by LS plgl 5l eslizal dla iy cul
e 35S Calises OALE 3l eslizal Bl 53 Asb o
sl gy G glalde Camex alS )bl
iy 39 bl Jo dix b 3 oS Sl glods
(Ugalde, 1993) coul a5 5 1 5 -piioes I (55l
JB Cosby imer 5 o e el by oS
AR 5 gl Sd Gl Gl e e



v A0 Ol (¥ o,lad ¥ o (63,58 ol dloe) LS I 5

LS hed slgme 5 g ol oS Il
sl s s ey Sl o8aas I eslinad
sesls (Olsen et al., 1950) «s 5 o0
5 425 SAS Ll s oSS L et (6)5Tpex
g (S b5 b L Sils 4 i
w895 VLS 00g s )
e 355 Slasles w6yl s sl @L:S ol
O 53 050 5 Sl (051 + pl) bl Juli
ool on (Y Jad) i sdaline ol A g 03 5 )
o35S 4 by g 5SS 055 o a8 RaleT
e 4 Yot 7 35 GESa s 0 8 LS FAVYE)
4 Joos pdes SIS g0 ol 03 Wb Dyl 4o
355 QLS e i a l eap 53 VL slo
Ll s s Gk 5105005 Sl bglies Jlas 5o e
B NI TNI SKLCF P AES
s ROSS Sl 5 (v JSK2) Wiles S7 Al 55 s yles
S ez WSy sy e (Y00 A) O Ken
Torbert .58 wWg lsslr 5 bap S 4l 4 o
oS OLLE s iy s L5 (1449) OIS
ages GIE 1 e OlE L oawlie )
I bl o1y g 00e )

Sold g M) (il Hlg 4 S b bl
2 e 355 ol Glaslas o o> S5 e o
Lo odalie oa glacile (ST15 5 &S 05 i
Jes 5 5 sladale e SR (P dsi)
o 08 YO Ol 4 G 3587 5,008 pue) 2T
L;u,u::ﬁ\.»p@udmdyzsufuyl,cf
dwlie I Jool glaosls (Y JSK2) ols olas zbejT
Wiyl 5 e bgke S sls Ol bl 5 Ske
Loy3 10 5 TF A CFY LS5 4 e 5 OOl il
AT T 4 el 1 G sladale oSS 0
Ol 0 jaw :; okt Qul:f wi;l.:a dus e . 5)s

Db Jld 5 ot s e 35S Jls S ol

S I glons 9 (K38 Dlogas - Joo
o3l
Table 1. Physical and chemical properties of
experimental soil
Jlad b 9 (D 3 Ologas
Quantity Physical and chemical properties

s texture Sl el
Clay Loam

87 Available K (mg/kg) e BB el

5.45 Available P (mg/kg) ode JB s

0.043  Total N (%) JS 058

0.52 Organic matter (%) ST sesle

7.6 pH & )

Electrical conductivity LN -
25 (gsim) AN s

0-30 Sampling depth (cm) G154 403 Gas

oslizal L adlE ST Jolie 55 s 558 0LLS

oy g Al LY] ST L oS s o
ol ¢ WS das ol e 58 0LE 5T
BN S R T
b B F g T Ges T o S
ol palie pn Cgr 0SS I b ged
w85 el sy JT gesle 5 Ko PN
o) e Dols &Sl 4 S ey g iy
552 Slacls (15 5 o3 i) g e 358 DS
Calies QLS Lo g odd W 5 n g Ol e (S s
S eSSl ol e dl e G (b G oS
Sl S Bolad Sose 4 wse S LSS
@8 G 3,8 oS 05t Jaals 5 s 355 DS
Sopgo d 2 /OXO SlyslS S S8 e Sl Aa
e 35S QLS 5 5 slaale 5 Sl ol
b ez (S5 5 edd SSE s Sl 0T
Colu FA Soe 4 ki gas 13 5 s 5 slacale
5 A esls L3 518 Sl am s Ve gles b 0T s
b oS 0555 Ay (6,8 03Il ks 355 et

L;‘jbu c(J‘M) ij‘,‘;:v u:;ﬁ aliz,».a )'| oslaul



Sk (15 el 5 S (ol s s, DL S0 5 A $

Gow 255 220 pae) 0T 5l b 0T (sanlie
Glacile (S5 5 S 055 7S b sdalie
S5 ke 5 Sl s 555 Hles @ by
Jole T Sles Cov §a glacile oS 05 5
L Gope 0P LAd R 1 el ol s
Sl 355 s 53 088 ol Glaand
OLd oS a5 o8 pld G 35 L awlie >
A a3 5 G ghlale e CJle
L35 ool G sleale wglaw 5 (SIS

(Bilalis et al., 2009)

Lo g Lls e g 531y 5 gladile oS5 0 508
BV L i a5 PFle 05yl cbglies lajles
Sl 1y S St A s YT D
S sblals (ST 0 5eS Lals Ol e glacile
Ol &7 5y bse G 5 Slad 4 by
oo s Ol e 58 OLLE Ll b gyl s
Sl LT Bl 4 Sl 5 051 o 358 slasles
(P SK) i sdalin Lo ys oS Tl 53 Gl s
5 &Sl s 355 OBLE 3b ey gl ioleT o

5 op glalde i 055 5 (SIS 5 sl

e 395 OBLS 0dgicmn ) (pilslg 4 e -F Jour
Table 2.VVariance analysis of green manure plants biomass

o 385 OLE 055 s ) ST d> 40 oS R
Green manure biomass Degree of freedom Source of Variation
72036.43™ 2 Block b
2171893.64** 3 Treatment oles
253639.13 4 Error o
s o QLS 1Y 50 el g shas 53l gims ol gime M 3 g5 ok & ** ,*(ns
ns, * and ** show no significant differences, significant at the 5 and 1 % respectively.
33 2500 .
J2 200 a
o £
_} g 1500
\?3 © 1000
3 § 500 b -
25 | == AN
b Sl =~ 3%
Mixed Mungbean Barley Millet
e 095 LaliSie QLS tawgd oud dgl i (939 (GAwlio - I
Fig. 1. The comparison of biomass production by different green manure plants
3R Shile 1515 90097 3 s 395 UL 5T Wil ofg 4 36 T Jguer
Table 3. Variance analysis of the effects of green manure plants on weed biomass and density
I Ale @51y 390 il 089 s ) GoN5T a8 o A0
Weed density Weed biomass Degree of freedom Source of Variation
11.26™ 1.394"™ 2 Block <S5k
172.52** 61.229** 4 Treatment B
9.68 3.775 8 Error (==

.v\.'».h:d‘ Olis l)% \ ‘95 Jlez! C}Ja.n).sjlsgbu L)\:Lg'.u ytas| Sy r.\.o [Soveg Q**j*cns
ns, * and ** show no significant differences, significant at the 5 and 1 % respectively.



0 A0 Ol (¥ o,lad ¥ o (63,58 ol dloe) LS I 5

(e 7o (,f) Sl ot 0y
Weed biomass (gr/m?)
@
1

a
C
T T T
g 03 T
Mungbean Barley Millet Fallow

I Sbile EKiS 039 Olme ¢ 3957 Lilide OLS Wb -¥ <o
Fig .2. The effects of different green manure plants on weed biomass

X 35
\;l: & 30
3£
1
N |
5 & 20
3E 1
P
D 10
2 3
O 4 r
L slsee b
Mixed Mungbean

a
b
o350 oA
Barley Millet Fallow

3R Sacile o515 5w 095 ilisho Ol 5T -1 U
Fig. 3. The effects of different green manure plants on weed density

oeere» -(Schlegel and Javlin, 1997) ws s
clacale ¢Sis 0y Ghod ¥F 5 ¥Y DA zals
oalie s Y 5 ke 35 g 355 Dled 53 5
oY 50> (Biederbeck et al., 1993) .55
Ghls ey b 5 SYL Pyl L by
Liea ja glacile © S gl bl Lo pas
oS . (Ataura Rahman et al., 2005)
b (Say by OV gty 4 S a Gaale
Slo sz 5 (g gz (gl Lyl ph (e s
Severino and Christoffoletial, ) 5,15 =,

(2004
9 Gpddol> p jw 395 Lilike G Wb
&S ole

Sols gme Ol il ylg 4 Sl Lol CL.
e 355 el Sljles b doyd O e o
sy 0l oS o wil JEsl obe Ol L

5 eslazal a8 sls Olas SlasbesT 51 & =b

355 5,08 pe b amlin )3 SV 5k e 358 OLS
Sis Bj5 5 WSI5 e RS el e
S5V G 38 DS A2 e el
555 5 esls ShalS (ols gme Hsba 1y 5 n lacule
5 (S15 00 Al 5 e el (I S
Odhiambo et al., ) ws ; a clacale ¢Sis 055
OLLE & s glacale STy w), s (2010
o s b ot Lo e IT el (85,1 G 38
o 3 ¢S 5 FeS 5 Aot S A ealis
Dy Ao s 38 5 8T led )3 L ia e e
om oA Saale ¢S 055 5 0S5 Bl 4t »
B30 5 Gk i L Bl s 55 OLLE ST s
Gerami Sinabadi, ) iz etalie g,ls cas sl
Loy oy A ials aalT s cpdises (2012

SIF N e oS ST cou e slacale



S slale (515 el 5 oS (gl S OBLE ST 0LIKes 5 s 1

SIS Gdae O, Sl Olles &
08 OIS L anlis 3 080 OIS 5 )8 3 b
& (Wani et al., 1995) wsss )15 1,
Sl e g Ble s 35 lagme ST i
L3 ga5 S 1y T L aelie 53 S8 55 035
oS 5,8 (Sarrantonio and Scott, 1988)
dglin 53 15 S San 03325 Oljn 0883 5o 38
Darwent ) s>zl as, JI gloosls b b
@l Jsl jiwd Ol op 5 i @nd Soon, 1998
2 0 R ke VYD) Bl s 55 5les 53 ST
Sols ime OV (LT s 515 b ol (p S olS
2 58 Olge (nmeS 5 ol O bglse 5w 587 L
W Jeol (SAS e S e VT BT e
e 355 OBLE 58 5T gadles 5 (0 JSKS)
5 S Slosar p (GBT 5 L ol o)
2l & S 35545 s adalicn puE s Slhae
doss Sl 03 o8 5 e e 58 lasles
Sl oS Sl s BB b s JT S
ol @& g (Pahlawan rad et al., 2009)
sl oo 5 @ikl 5 ST 7S Gk
o el als sdalie s jew 55 Jles s Lol
ol Sl sy e sl 508 4 Ol o 1y s
35 Ol 035l (p5eS M5 4T 53 5 o 55
o a olL Ol S Slas gas 5L 5T oS
JES! Gosle Oljn bl ey (S5 03 5 Zamy S Ol
S a0k 1 S AT g o3 ph ST wdl
(Pahlawan rad et al., 2009) .afs aal =

Ssles Kk auslin I Jol slaosls (F Jsr)
Pl e 355 Sl m ol me S taleT
Olje 5 51 ctaleT glajles plu 5 (Ao ys /0AY)
O O s o Ol 1y ST e asl JWsl O
VYY) O5sp Ol eSSl sl
g b (P K L ol (0T ks Sl (o)
Whsps Sidm e s e U5«
Ol by Sl slad 53 &S 4 0Jg 8 e Jis
SlilT s & Hsba ol Cod Jile ool 4
Diars oI s e 0L s g
Sl ods DU oS DS 4 s S
sadlae 45 .(Carpenter-Boggs et al., 2000)
Cob 5 Sl bl 58 Calse OIS G
o3l luie &S odalin S Slas g 5 O 50
Lis s Sl (K5 Slosas 5 055 (JT
Lyl 4 G Gobsmn ssba G 555 5,8
(Mandal et al., 2003) ¢l il 55 2T
Lk Sl o 358 ST o ST Sl B
NS S35l s 38 b angliie 53 O genes S 5l
olls =&, (Ross et al., 2008) -l o
R PV T 5 P P g e R . S
sy ol &S edd S (ghol- 5 ST 055
5 o3l Bl SKidaws S ladnl b gams s
spie OLE Gl gl wole gilesl3T el
e s S 51eslizal | (Talgre et al., 2009)
S D3sp s S G ols Ol o S

(Matus et al., 2008) ct il 233!

ST losd polie Ol 2 o 5957 S sled 8T sty 425 ¢ Jour
Table 4. Variance analysis of the effects of green manure plants on soil chemical nutrients

Sl o Sbe
Mean sguare R R0
ST el pow) nd 039 g IR SN Source of Variation
Organic matter K P Degree of freedom
0.0017™ 0.8™ 1.61™ 0.00001™ 2 Block <S b
0.71** 58.5** 28.8** 0.00117** 4 Treatment Sles
0.0092 5.2 0.89 0.00002 8 Error s

*%x *Lns

..\.;asdaol.i;\)'/.\}bJL»&-!C)E“);J\:@#‘)l;@u_})’c&l:)?jrv\;%j-u' 3
ns, * and ** show no significant differences, significant at the 5 and 1 % respectively.



v A0 Ol (¥ o,lad ¥ o (63,58 ol dloe) LS I 5

(Y2 ile o 555 L (syls gme CoDesl (g,LeT
ol ol 5s JT ool Ol oy 2eS i odaline
Cawdds dez s /YYDl & Gaw 355 5,58 C”)
Cod ok 5 uagw a5 ool 1LV JSE) T
ST Gl plo i i bl s 587 36
J.«Lpd.i\@Q‘}S@bﬂﬁdﬂéo:hb\kuﬁoﬁ
5 A ok e 58 B T s sl
&S Dlo st 2 CangeS 5 s 35 S 5
38 3,8 sl ol @L:J}g,éjfjljé ELISSIESTY
i b S (S5 s (N Dl sas o
olkd S Olaztlo (6Ll il bl 4 e g ediide
s oS Ol sl (Tejada et al., 2007) e
OV 5 Sl e 55 5,8 L S JT sl

{(Astier and Scott, 2006) .z 3,1 5

0.09
0.08 - b

0.07 1 EBE=
0.06 =
005 { ==
0.04 1 =
0.03 1 =
002 { =
0.01 =

(p35) S 059,25 Oljen

Soil nitrogen contents (%)

[

e Sl
Mixed Mungbean

Sl 53 Sl U ks, Ol 5

I s ol (SAS 5 S e VPA) b
V) ol e 355 L (gyls gme OVl (g LT L
ol Ol 02508 31 0L (p SAST 2 5 s
(S AS 508 ke AV) 2T Slas 51 55 sl s
:;;;fﬁSM)@ﬂg.(?Ji&)mT@;g
05l 5 e bsies jles y3 o sade S 4 s
okl STl Y V.:.wk.l o’y 94 ‘53"4.9 J.pl..“« u:"'l‘f‘ C,&L:
Sl Slogasr 5 SVy 5 Pl S5 s ey
(el 3 A 0555 Oljn (b 45 A oalie
ol ol J‘éL, Wﬁ}«ﬂ)){j‘ 6L> g}‘_)‘:"”':))
(Maiksteniene and Arlauskiene, 2004)
bsbes jeo 555 Sl 5o JT eole Ol 05 e

5 5l s Juol o VPN dsbas (0500 + ile)

*b_.

o35 T
Millet Fallow

B 939 5w Olne g jew 395 Lilido Ol 3T ¢ K

Fi

52 14

)

| £ 12

4 2 10

Q

wi 6]

YE 4

I

W & <

& % 0 - .
L Sl
Mixed Mungbean

g. 4. The effects of different green manure plants on soil nitrogen contents

\\ ’

B hd Ol g e 395 Cilike LS Wb -0 KO
Fig. 5. The effects of different green manure plants on soil phosphorus contents



% =~ 180 - a
22 160
PE 140 =
4 2 120 4 ==
220100 1 =
ws o 60 =
NEA T =
\\—'k s 204 =
- e 0 -
b e S
Mixed Mungbean

b\\\§ ab
% :

S ol Of a0 g7 o 957 Lilizeo LS LT -1 Ko
Fig. 6. The effects of different green manure plants on soil potassium contents

1.6
1.4
1.2

0.8 -
0.6
0.4
0.2

(daoys) S JT & o3k Ol e

Soil organic matter (%)

L slses sl
Mixed Mungbean
ST (T390 Ol g2 o 8957 iliko QLS 5B Y S
Fig. 7. The effects of different green manure plants on soil organic matter

L5 by ciiblale 5 b 5 Yol w5587 5 )87
S Gaals Comexr el 4 e oSL T
£ ey Juab g1l 53 Lamaz 28 oyl 5 45 S
355 QLS i day okd 28 IS 2 A 6l 1)
DS s o b 51a S el b 1 G a3 s
Sl o 5 03,5 A g e s Olje 4 4 5 L s 58
4 pols 5 JT sl 5l s e ST L Lok
do s Ghlpl ass ol bl LS e Sl ST
Sl k5 i s ol s JT els
J..w:;t:}a adl sl LS 1y e 38 5,8 & b
Siglize gla S a1y &S (55 5,b Ol e 0ol Sl

PSP I P

References

b
C
§\\ d
_ i
= a3 o7
Barley Millet Fallow

S 5 domi

ST sesle 5 Jaud (ol (B35 5 Oljee (o)

LS sls Ol juw 3557 Calidee slajles 53 S
sadls Sliv ol 6yl gme BT e 358 Calides
ORIBL e 58 58 e Lld 4 ol
Ol e 1 .l od o |y S (sl
Sloslg O yee JalS 4 Ol o0 Il (65,5lS
IS S S slad Bl glad
e G b 5l 5e slacile 5 bagley 6T
Gb 3k s o Rl JS et 0950
Nl mlbaams by ebly o) mhow [2d g
G saile oS b5y 5 (ST e 358 30

1. Abril, A., Baleani, D., Casado-Murillo, N., and Noe, L. 2007. Effect of wheat crop



10.

11.

12.

13.

A0 Ol (¥ o,lad ¥ o (63,58 ol dloe) LS I

fertilization on nitrogen dynamics and balance in the Humid Pampas, Argentina.
Agriculture Ecology Environment, 119: 171-176.

Astier, M., Maass, J.M., Etchevers-Barra, J.D., Pena, J.J., and Gonzalez, F.L. 2006.
Short-term green manure and tillage management effects on maize yield and soil
quality in Andisol. Soil and Tillage Research, 88 (1-2): 153-159.

Ataure Rahman, M., Chikushi, J., Saifizzaman, M., and Lauren, J.G. 2005. Rice
straw mulching and nitrogen of no-till wheat following rice in Bangladesh. Field
Crops Research, 91: 71-81.

Biederbeck, V.0O., Bouman, O.T., Looman, J., Slinkard, A.E., Bailey, L.D., Rice,
W.A., and Janzen, H.H. 1993. Productivity of four annual legumes as green manure
in dryland cropping systems. Agronomy Journal, 85: 1035-1043.

Bilalis, D., Karkanis, A., and Efthimiadou, A. 2009. Effects of two legume crops, for
organic green manure, on weed flora, under Mediterranean conditions: competitive
ability of five winter season weed species. African Journal of Agricultural Research,
4(12): 1431-1441.

Carpenter-Boggs, L., Pikul Jr, J.L., Virgil, M. F., and Riedell, W. E. 2000. Soil
nitrogen mineralization influenced by crop type and nitrogen fertilization. Soil
Science. Society American Journal, 64: 2038-2045.

Gerami sinabadi, F. 2012. The effect of green manure plants and nitrogen levels on
yield and yield components of wheat (cv. Chamran). Master Science Thesis of
Shahid Chamran University of Ahwaz. [In Farsi]

Korres, N.E. and Froud-Williams, R.J. 2002. Effects of winter wheat cultivars and
seed rate on the biological characteristics of naturally occurring weed flora. Weed
Research 42: 417-428.

Maiksteniene, S. and Arlauskiene, A. 2004. Effect of preceding crops and green
manure on the fertility of clay loam soil. Agronomy Research 2(1): 87-97.

Mandal, U.K., Singh, G., Victor, U.S., and Sharma, K.L. 2003. Green manuring: its
effect on soil properties and crop growth under rice-wheat cropping system.
European Journal of Agronomy, 19(2): 225-237.

Matus, E.D.S., Mendonce, E.D.S., Lima, P.C.D, Coelho, M.S., Mateus, R.F., and
Cardoso, I.M. 2008. Green manure in coffee system in the region of Zona Da Mata,
Minas Gerais: Characteristics and Kinetics of carbon and nitrogen mineralization. R.
Brsa. Ci. Solo, 32: 2027-2035.

Namdari, T., Ahmadwand, G., and Jahedi, A. 2009. Investigation of allelopathical
effects of barley, rye and canola cover crops on weed suppressing. The 3"
conference of Iranian Weed Science. [In Farsi]

Odhiambo, O., Ogola, J.B.O., and Madzivhandila, T. 2010. Effect of green manure
legume-maize rotation on maize grain yield and weed infestation levels. African
Journal of Agriculture Research, 5(8): 618-625.



14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24,

25.

26.

27.

Olsen, S.R., Cole, C.V., Watanabe, F.S., and Dean, L.A. 1954. Estimation of
Available Phosphorous in soils by Extraction with Sodium Bicarbonate; U.S.
Department of Agriculture: Washington, D.C., USDA Circ, 939.

Phlavan Rad, M.R., Dahmardeh, K., and Narouirad, M.R. 2009. Effects of
application of different green manure sources in rotation with wheat on wheat yield
and soil properties. The Proceedings of the International Plant Nutrition Colloquium
XVI, Department of Plant Sciences, UC Davis.

Ross, S.M., King, J.R., Izaurralde, R.C., and O’Donovan, T. 2008. The green manure
value of seven clover species grown as annual crops on low and high fertility
temperate soils. Canadian Journal of Plant Science, 89: 465-476.

Sarrantonio, M. and Scott, T.W. 1988. Tillage effects on availability of nitrogen to
corn following winter green manure crop. Soil Science. Journal of the American
Chemical Society, 52: 1661-1668.

Schlegel, AJ. and J.L., Javlin, J.L. 1997. Green fallow for the central great plains.
Agronomy Journal. 89: 762-767.

Severino, F.J. and Christoffoleti, P.J. 2004. Weed suppression by smother crops and
selective herbicides. Scientia Agricola, 61: 21-26.

Soon, Y.K. and Darwent, A.L. 1998. Effect of integrated management of couch grass
(Elytrigia repens) on soil quality and crop nutrition. Journal Agriculture Science
(Camb.), 130: 323-328.

Tajbakhsh, M., Hassanzadeh ghorttapeh, A., and Darwishzadeh, B. 2007. Green
manure in sustainable agriculture. University of Urmea Press. 220p. [In Farsi]

Talgre, L., Lauringson, E., Roostalu, H., and Astover, A. 2009. The effects of green
manures on yields and yield quality of spring wheat. Agronomy Research, 7(1): 125-
132.

Tejada, M., Gonzalez, J.L., Garcia-Martinez, A.M., and Parrado, J. 2007. Effects of
different green manures on soil biological properties and maize yield. Bioresource
Technology, 99: 1758-1767.

Torbert, H.A., Reeves, D.W., and Mulvaney, R.L. 1996. Winter legume cover crop
benefits to corn: rotation vs. fixed nitrogen effects. Agronomy Journal, 88: 527-535.

Ugalde, T.D. 1993. A physiological basis for genetic improvement to nitrogen
harvest index in wheat in gennetic aspects of plant mineral nutrition. Randall
publisher, PP: 301-309.

Wani, S.P., Rupela, O.P., and Lee, K.K. 1995. Sustainable agriculture in the semi-
arid tropics trough biological fixation in grain legumes. Plant Soil, 174: 29-49.

Wortmann, C.S., Mclintyer, B.D., and Kaizzi, C.K. 2000. Annual soil improving
legumes. Agronomic effectiveness, nutrient uptake, nitrogen fixation and water use.
Field Crop Research, 68: 75-83.


http://pubs.acs.org/journal/jacsat
http://pubs.acs.org/journal/jacsat

