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Abstract

In order to study the yield and yield components of pumpkin affected by row intercropping with
some crops and medicinal plants, an experiment was conducted at the Agricultural Research Station,
Ferdows University of Mashhad during growing season of 2014-2015. Treatments were row
intercropping of pumpkin with five crops and medicinal plants including corn, sweet corn, sunflower,
castor bean and its monoculture. The results showed that the effect of row intercropping was
significant on fruit yield, 1000-seed weight, seed yield and biological yield of pumpkin. The highest
fruit yield was observed in monoculture with 29814 kg.ha® and the lowest was for pumpkin+
sunflower with 20301 kg.ha*. The maximum and minimum seed yields were achieved in monoculture
and pumpkin+ castor bean with 1506 and 879 kg.ha*, respectively.

Keywords: Fruit yield, Seed yield, 1000-seed weight, Medicinal plant



