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Table 2. Effect of salinity on leaf, stem, shoot dry matter digestibility (DMD) and yield dry matter digestibility at
different kochia ecotypes.
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Table 3.Effect of different levels of salinity on leaf, stem and total organic matter digestibility (OMD) at different
Kochia ecotypes.
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Table 4.Effect of different levels of salinity on leaf, stem and total digestible value (DV) of different K ochia ecotypes.
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Table5. Effect of different levels of salinity on leaf, stem and total crude proteinsat different K ochia ecotypes.

o S o lon Ecotypessgi il
Lodo (o ouwionjewd) RVE S 4oy )yl 3329y Ol 19 3w
Traits EC (dsm™ Birjand Urmia  Borujerd Esfahan Sabzevar Mean
Sy pl oo g 52 19.91 17.59 17.77 19.73 20.39 19.08a
L eaf crude 16.5 17.21 18.14 15.46 16.23 18.20 17.05b
proteins (%)
Mean 18.56a 17.87a 16.62a 17.98a 19.29a L SDgg5=5.1
Al pls (pdigy 5.2 6.75 7.36 5.48 5.87 5.84 6.26a
Stem crude 16.5 5.50 5.47 450 418 5.87 5.10b
proteins (%)
Mean 6.12a 6.41a 4.99% 5.02b 586ab  LSDggs=33
IS ol opmiigy 52 11.85 16.21 13.22 12.81 13.74 13.57a
Total crude 16.5 1356 1545 1336 1152 13.11 13.40a
proteins (%)
M ean 1271a 1583  1329a  12.16a  1342a  LSDg=48

bl ged Yo gme /00 e o alie gy g bliie DIl ay bgsye o/ 0 mhaw ol pae BB Bl LSD
LSD, Least significant different and similar letter not significant at the 0.05.
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Table 6.Effect of different levels of salinity on leaf, stem and total ash and mineral element, Na and Na/ mineral
element in different K ochia ecotypes.

PRV | FUTIRVA Ecotypessg il
Lo (o guiorjewd) Aoy duog)| 3zgy  olel Sl C
Traits EC (dSm?) Birjand Urmia Borujerd Esfahan Sabzevar Mean
Sy S 52 21.98 1942 2122 2062 2328 2131a
Leaf ash (%) 16.5 21.46 19.13 2058 2112 22.06 20.87a
Mean 2172a  1928a  20.90a  20.87a  2267a  LSDgw=43
il S 52 7.70 6.79 7.28 7.85 8.21 7.57a
Stem ash (%) 16.5 6.86 6.16 6.52 5.97 6.98 6.50b
Mean 7.28a 6.47a 6.90a 6.91a 7592  LSDye=26
5 yunSs 52 15.48 13.72 15.02 15.14 15.92 15.06a
Total ash (%) 16.5 15.78 17.94 15.91 15.35 15.64 16.13a
Mean 1563a 1583  1547a  1525a 15782  LSDyu=4.4
Some polis 52 1236.95 1786.51 155542 1719.12 1676.84  1594.97a
Mineral element 16.5 1961.48 2082.86 1690.55 1585.69 1498.19  1763.75a
(kg-ha”) Mean 1509222 193468a 1622.98a 1652.41a 1587.52a L SDgos=852
PR 5.2 7335 10023 98.05  124.99  108.06 100.94a
Na (kg.ha™) 16.5 108.58  98.62  167.55 20675  130.71 142.44a
Mean 9097a  99.43a  132.80a 16587a 119392  LSDggs=140
4 g o 5.2 0.05 0.06 0.07 0.06 0.06 0.06a
Sro polic 16.5 0.05 0.06 0.10 0.09 0.09 0.08a
Na/Mineral Mean 0.05a 0.06a 0.0% 0.08a 0082  LSDygs=0.07
element

bl god I sme /00 e 1o lie gy g bliie Dllay by e o /00 mhaw o o sse OS] JBlas LSD
LSD, Least significant different and similar letter not significant at the 0.05.
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Table 7. Relationship among forage qualitative treats ash and shoot mineral element.

S oolo i bl ST oole puan culsls Yy SRR ol gy
Olaw DMD OMD DV Crudeproteins
Traits Sy dle s Sy Ll U Sy Ll g8 Sy Ll s

L eaf Stem  Total L eaf Stem  Total L eaf Stem Total L eaf Stem Total

*ok

SRS 03 018 -0.06 0.08 -0.08 -0.12 -0.86" -039" -0.62” 0.53 021 -0.14

Leaf ash

Slo s 555 042 2005 015 019 -0.01
Stem ash

* *ok ok

046" -0.61" -048" 078" 0.68 0.07

* *

I s 030 0.11 044" 0.21 0.06 0.26 -0.19 -034 -0.71° 0.47 0.17  0.42
Total ash

el 009 008 0447 026 -020 033 0.02 -023 -0.17 0.09 -0.04 042"
Mineral element

™ 024 2012 0.12 0.20 -0.15 -0.02 -0.22 0.13 -0.26 -0.04 -036" -0.08
Na

** * Significant difference at the 0.01 and 0.05 respectively
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