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%
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Table 3 Seed quality testing of ruzi grass seed (1 month after

harvesting)
Cutting Tim; Viability Germination
(days after |[Moist] Putiry|1000 Seed Wt. %)
germination)f (%) | (%) | (gm.) (%) Normal Treates
TL 60 9.6 | 99.0 |  6.74 98 20 - 92
T2 90 9,5 95.1 6.33 98 17 72
T3 No cuto. | 9.5 98.5 6.50 .92 24 81

*Treated samples were soaked in Cone, HZSO4 for 10 minutes

and wasshed with clean before germinatlon testing,
t '

?ﬁﬂﬂﬁ?%ﬂﬂﬂﬂlﬂﬂ?tﬁﬂﬂﬂ?ﬂuﬂﬂﬂquLﬂﬁuufﬁuﬁﬁﬂﬁilﬂﬂlﬂﬁﬁﬂﬂﬂﬂ?ﬁ g9aun

lMﬂWﬂﬁﬂ@Lﬂﬁ WLLBTTURY ﬁﬂ 20, 17 Uas 24 7 RV E T 1,72 uac T5 AUTIAY

] ' $ v v ¥ v

uﬂlﬂﬂﬂ%tﬂﬁﬂiﬂﬁ?ﬁﬂﬁu ﬂﬂlﬂﬁ%ﬂﬂﬁu 10 U1M ﬂﬁ@ﬂﬂﬂﬂ?ﬂﬂﬁ?ﬂﬁ"ﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂQ?Quﬁ1ﬂlﬂﬁ.

w31 ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬂﬂ?"tWﬂﬁQHﬁﬂﬂﬂiumﬂ o ﬂﬂﬂ ﬁﬂ 92,72 Uar 81 ¢ ﬁﬁWTllTl T2 W8z TS

l v Sy [ ]

1 T uaﬂ01MLMUQ1ﬂﬂTWﬂﬂdﬂﬂﬂLuﬁﬂuqﬂtmuﬁﬁn1in?~ﬁ?ﬂufﬂwﬁﬁﬁﬁ1ﬂ1ﬁ Ly

nﬁruﬁ1untmnﬁn sflauay 1funy

4. NITNAAAUT St Y l?@ﬁﬂﬁ?ﬂﬂﬂ?ﬁﬂﬁluﬂﬂﬁmﬁfﬁ ?1ﬁﬂ@ﬂﬁ?ﬂﬁﬂﬂﬂh11ﬁﬁﬂﬂﬁﬂﬁluﬂﬂumﬂ

rrmntﬂauﬁﬁum uNTARY - ﬁuawﬂu 2527 (1-12 Lﬂauuaawwntnutnua) Fougnel
TR & uaz rﬂﬁ 1 92 Luuaq Lu@ﬂﬁmﬂfﬁuﬂﬁTWﬁﬂﬁ(Seed dormancy)  irzuny

4 -6 Lﬂﬂu ﬁﬂﬂ?ﬁﬂlﬂﬂLﬂﬂ?ﬂaﬁﬁﬂﬂ 1ULﬂﬂuuTﬂﬂﬁﬂﬂﬂQﬂﬂTLﬂﬂlﬂﬂ1 Luﬂﬂﬂﬂ?ﬁﬂéﬂﬁ

v 1

ﬂﬁLWUQ 17 - 24 7 uﬂﬁﬁﬂﬂlwuﬂﬁﬂﬂuﬁq 70 % 1ULﬂﬂum 4 uaamuaqnq 80% Tutnau

i 9 wivean iy auQLnaﬂuqﬁIwmuﬁonﬁaauu tﬂutuanmtnu1unqwaqaﬂnmﬂnaﬂm
] v

ua*tnn111uwaetﬂu ﬁdWU?ﬁﬁ?ﬁN%UﬂﬂﬁluﬁﬂWMﬁﬂ1$Mﬂﬁﬂﬂﬁﬂlﬂﬂu Nﬂﬁﬁﬂuﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬂ

(9.6 = 9. 8 %) sty vqaﬁvtﬂu1ﬂ1ﬂaq nquwnLnuLuan11ﬂqmn§uuﬂ0ﬁrruﬂﬁuaa

v

Luanugﬁgwaﬁ?a:wut:u:wnﬁ%iﬂL71n11m1ﬂw1nnnrﬁnuﬂﬁ




- 11‘- -

Table & Getmina;i;)h of ruzi grase seed from 1 - 12 months after

harvesting.
Ti'me-‘srtér' hé:rvcs\tiﬁg ' o \::Genﬁ;lx;ié.t'a',‘onv ) T Ave. LSD | Gyl
" (montn) B T
1 0 17 2 20 NS 25.69
2 2 o W33 BERP: BRERL
3 59 » 52 6 57 NS 10.36
k 0 65 75 . 0, W5 7.79
5 59 67 69 65  7.23  7.13
6 69 65 % W kst ik
7 ™ %% ™ 16 WS 6.39
e 5 69 2 N5 6.6
9 79 s &1 e W 2.8
10 e2 7 ey 9 6.6 5.08
12 e €3 e £ NS 7.05
. Average. . 61¢ : 61 6':? |
' L6D .05 | 17,69 7.07  6.58
o, % | 19,62 £.09 6.7

Figure ! Germination of ruzi arass saed from 1 - 12 months after harvesting.
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Effect of Cutting Periods on Seed Yields of Ruzi Grass

(Braohiaria ruziziensis)

A field trial was conducted to study the effects of different

. times of cutting ( defollation) on the seed production of ruzi grass,
There were 5 treatments (T) in which Tl, T2 and T3, the grass was cut
at 60, 90 and 120 days after seed emergence, respectively. Trgatment
4 was similar to T3 except that the grass was cut twice at 60 days
interval. Treamentﬁsisetﬁgq as a control where no cutting was made
~until the seed harvesting time.

The pure seed yield of sarly cut ruzi grass at 60 days in Tl
was comperable or even higher that the no cutting treatment or TS
(13,46 vs 13.20 kg/rai). Delayed cutting of the grass at 90 da}s
(T2) resulted in a/markedly declining seed yield (3,61 kg/rai), If
the cutting was further delayed until 120 days regardless of the .u
number of cuts as in T3 and T4, no seed éétting or ever flowering of
the grass was observed. Since the quality of the forage at seed
harvesting time was very poor, the forage yield during this time was
' not measured. Forage dry matter yields of the cutting treqtménts
were 980, 1500, 2,010 and 1,670 kg/rai for treatment 1, 2, 3;§gd 4
respectively. It was also evident that the forage that was cut at
60 days contained more crude protein and less fiber than that was
cut at 90 or 120 days,

There were no differences in quality among seeds obtained from
different treatments. The following attributes-of'seed quality
averages from all seed producing treatments are : purity (95 99%), .-
moisture content (9. 5-9 6%) Viability (92- 98%) and the weight of
1,000 seeds (6.3-6,7 gm.)s Seed germination was increased from
15-25 that the firat month to 70% at the fourth month and became
maximun up to 80% at the ninth month post harvested.

It may concluded that for the first year entablishmenf‘of ruzi
grass for seed procuetion, the grass should be cut at 80 days after
seed emergence. This was due to the fact that it not only had no
adverse effect on the seed yield but also provided'an certain amount
6f good quality forage which could either be saved or fed directly

to the animals,




