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Context

e agronomic, economic and environmental
advantages of mixtures ™

e Lucerne varieties are bred and
evaluated in monoculture

* two questions: ,
— is the ranking of varieties in monoculture the same as
in mixture?
— in mixtures, does the ranking of the varieties of one
species depend on the variety of the companion
species?
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Is the ranking of varieties in monoculture
the same as in mixture?

200
1

140
|

50
|
i
o0

P
~

Lucerne biomass in mixture, g
100
|

r=054,P=0001

by
o

T T T T
0 50 100 150

Lucerne biomass in monoculture, g

b
w

B
IS

cocksfoot mixture, t/ha

Forage yield of lucerne -

4.2 4.3 4.4 4.5 4.6 a7 4.8 4.9

Forage yield of pure lucerne, t/ha

R4 4
Ny
ELLY. 1
L

L)

00
14
L

l./\.

- Not exactly !




In mixtures, does the ranking of the varieties of one
species depend on the variety of the companion
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species?
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- No ! No interaction between lucerne variety and grass variety
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Conclusion

* itisimportant to take into account the
performance of the varieties in mixtures
during breeding and registration

* the companion variety does not affect the test
of target varieties -
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