NATIONAL TURFGRASS EVALUATION PROGRAM

The National Turfgrass Evaluation Program (NTEP) is designed to develop and coordinate
uniform evaluation trials of turfgrass varieties and promising selections in the United States and
Canada. Test results can be used by national companies and plant breeders to determine the broad
picture of the adaptation of a cultivar. Results can also be used to determine if a cultivar is well
adapted to a local area or level of turf maintenance.

Briefly, the NTEP is a self-supporting, non-profit program, sponsored by the Beltsville
Agricultural Research Center and the National Turfgrass Federation, Inc. Program policy is made
by a policy committee consisting of one member from each of the four (4) Regional Turfgrass
Research Commmittees in the United States, one member from the Lawn Seed Division of the
American Seed Trade Association, one member from the American Sod Producers Association, one
member from the United States Golf Association (USGA) Green Section, one member from the
Turfgrass Breeders Association, an executive director and a national program coordinator. The
program does not make variety recommendations. However, the data from tests can be used by
extension specialists and others for making recommendations.

The policy committee is responsible for determining program policy including, (1) requirements
for submission of entries, (2) scheduling tests, (3) evaluation methods, (4) selecting standard or
control test entries, (5) setting entry fees, (6) coordinating tests in their respective regions, (7)
establishing guidelines for publication and data distribution and (8) scheduling committee meetings.
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Location

Fayetteville

Tucson

Santa Clara

Riverside

Post Falls

Urbana

Carbondale

Manhattan

Wichita (high mowing)

Wichita (low mowing)

Beltsville

Mississippi State
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Mount Vernon

Lincoln

Stillwater

Dallas (full sun)

Dallas (partial shade)

Norton

Yakima

Code
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AZ1l

CAal

CA3
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IL1

IL2

Ks1

Ks2

KS3

UB1

MsS1

MOl

MO2

NE1

OK1

TX1

TX4

VA6

WA4



1991 NATIONAL BUFFALOGRASS TEST

Entries and Sponsors

Entry No. Name Sponsor

1 609 (NE 84-609) Crenshaw/Douget Turfgrass
Austin, Texas

2 315 (NE 84-315) Crenshaw/Doguet Turfgrass

3 NE 85-378 T. Riordan
University of Nebraska

4 NE 84-45-3 " " "

5 NE 84-436 " " "

6 Buffalawn Quality Turfgrass
Houston, Texas

7 AZ 143 C. Mancino
University of Arizona

8 Highlight 4 River City Turf Farm
Sacramento, CA

9 Highlight 15 The Grass Farm
Morgan Hill, CA

10 Highlight 25 L. Wu
University of California

11 Prairie M. Engelke

Texas A&M University
12 Rutger's D. Huff
Rutger's University

13 Sharp's Improved Sharp's Brothers Seed Co.

14 NTDG-1 Native Turf Development Group
15 NTDG-2 " " " "
16 NTDG-3 " " " "
17 NTDG-4 " " " "
18 NTDG-5 " " " "
19 Bison " " " "
20 Top Gun (BAM101) Bamert Seed Co.

21 Plains (BAM202) " " "

22 Texoka -

Seeded Entries: 12-22



TABLE A.

LOCATION

AR1
AZ1
CAl

CA3
D2
L1

L2
KS1
KS2

KS3
MO1
MO2

MS1
NE1
OK1

X1
TX4
UB1

VAG
WA4

SOl
TEXT

SANDY LOAM
LOAM

SANDY LOAM
SILT LOAM

SILTY CLAY
SILT LOAM
SANDY CLAY

SANDY CLAY
SILTY CLAY
SILT LOAM

SANDY CLAY
SANDY CLAY
SANDY LOAM

SILTY CLAY

SILTY CLAY
SILT LOAM

SANDY CLAY

199

L SOIL

URE PH
7.6-85
6.6-7.0
6.6-7.0

ANDSILT 6.1-65

LOAM  6.1-65
ANDSILT 6.6-7.0
LOAM  6.6-70
LOAM  6.6-7.0
LOAM  6.6-7.0
ANDSILT 6.1-65
LOAM  7.1-75
LOAM  6.6-70
6.1-6.5

AND CLAY 7.6-85
AND CLAY 7.6-85
ANDSILT 6.1-65

LOAM  6.1-6.5

3 LOCATIONS, SITEDES CRIPTIONS AND MANAGEENT PRACTICES IN

THE 1991 N

SOIL SOl

PHOSPHOROUS POTASEIM
(LBSIACRE) (LBS/A

060 2413
0-60 0-1

0-60 0-1
0-60 501

271-450
151-270
61-150

241-3
241-3
241-3

61-150 241-3
61-150 01
61-150 0-1

271-450 1512
61-150 501
61-150 2413

451+ 501

451+ 501
271-450 151-2

0-60 151-2
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L

CRE) (LBS/1000SQ F
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50

50
+

75
75
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50
50

40
+

75
+
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0.0-1.0
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3.14.0
21-30
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11-2.0
1120

21-30

0.0-1.0
1120

11-20

SUN
OR
T) SHADE

FULL SUN
FULL SUN
FULL SUN

FULL SUN
FULL SUN
FULL SUN

FULL SUN
FULL SUN
FULL SUN

FULL SUN
FULL SUN
FULL SUN

FULL SUN
FULL SUN
FULL SUN

FULL SUN
PARTIAL SHADE
FULL SUN

FULL SUN
FULL SUN

MOWING
HEIGHT IRRIGATION
(IN) PRACTICED

1620
1620

0.6-1.0
1115
1620

1620
1115
3135

11-15
2125
21-25

21-25
21-25
21-25

21-25
21-25
1620

2.6-3.0
2.6-30

TO PREVENT
TO PREVENT

TO PREVENT
ONLY DURING
ONLY DURING

NO IRRIGATI
TO PREVENT
NO IRRIGATI

NO IRRIGATI
TO PREVENT
TO PREVENT

TO PREVENT
TO PREVENT
TO PREVENT

TO PREVENT
TO PREVENT
NO IRRIGATI

NO IRRIGATI
TO PREVENT

STRESS
STRESS

STRESS
SEVERE STRESS
SEVERE STRESS

ON
STRESS
ON

ON
STRESS
STRESS

DORMANCY
DORMANCY
STRESS

STRESS
STRESS
ON

ON
DORMANCY



TABLEB.

JANUARY
QUALITY
LOCATION RATINGS

AR1
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CAl
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RATINGS RATINGS

X
X X
X X

LOCA

APRIL  MAY
QUALITY QUALITY
RATINGS RATINGS

X X
X X
X X
X
X
X
X X
X
X X
X
X

TIONS AND DATA COLLECTED IN 1993

JUNE

QUALITY QUALITY
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XX XXX XXX XXX XXX X X XX

XXX XXX XXX X X X X XX

x
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AUGUST SEPTEMBER OCTOBER NOVEMBER DEGEBER GENETIC SPRING

QUALITY QUALITY Q  UALITY QUALITY QUAL
RATINGS RATINGS R ATINGS RATINGS RATI

XX XXX XXX XXX XXX X X XX

XXX XXX XXX X X xxX

XX X X
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X X X XX

ITY COLOR GREENU P
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X

X X

X

X

X X

X X
X

X X

X X

X X

X X

X X
X



TABLE B. (CONTIN
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TABLE 1A

NAME

* 609 (NE 84-60
*315 (NE 84-31
* BUFFALAWN
*NE 85-378
NTDG-5
NTDG-4
NE 84-436
NTDG-2
NTDG-1
AZ 143
* PRAIRIE
NTDG-3
RUTGERS
*TOP GUN (BAM
* TEXOKA
HIGHLIGHT 4
HIGHLIGHT 25

* SHARPS IMPROV

HIGHLIGHT 15
*PLAINS (BAM 2
*BISON

NE 84-45-3

LSD VALUE
* COMMERCIA

1/ TO DETERM
STATISTIC

AR1 AZ1 CA

9 47 70 5.
5) 58 65 5.

o
o
o
N

oo oo o aoo

101) 40 64 5.
45 6.0 5.
42 65 5.
48 6.2 6.

ED 35 65 5.
37 63 6.

02) 45 6.2 5.
38 64 5.
35 59 5.

20 05 0.

LLY AVAILABLE IN THE

INE STATISTICAL DIFFE  RENCES AMONG ENTRIESSUBTRACT ONE ENTRY'SMEAN FROM ANOTHER ERRY'S MEAN.

[N
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MEAN TURFGRASS  QUALITY RATINGS OF B UFFALOGRASS CULTIVARS
AT NINETEEN LOCATIONS IN THE U.S.

CA3 IL1 IL2

0.3

GROWN

TURFGRA

10

14

USAIN 1994

SS QUALITY RATINGS 1- 9; 9=IDEAL TURF 1/

KS1 KS2 KS3 MO

1993 DATA

[
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1

PNOUOOONONNOOUIUINODRMWONNRERPE

w

MO2 MS1 NE1

OK1 TX1 TX4 UB
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TABLE 1B. MEAN TURFGRASS QUALITY RATINGS OF BUFFA LOGRASS (SEEDED) CULTVARS

GROWN AT NINETEEN LOCATIONS IN THE U.S.
1993 DATA

TURFGRA SS QUALITY RATINGS 1- 9; 9=IDEAL TURF 1/
NAME AR1 AZ1 CA 1 CA3 IL1 IL2 KS1 KS2 KS3 MO 1 MO2 MS1 NE1 OK1 TX1 TX4 UB 1 VA6 WA4 MEAN
NTDG-5 57 64 5. 6 47 49 6.6 67 72 71 6 2 53 35 58 6.7 58 49 5 8 38 59 57
NTDG-4 53 65 5. 8 48 4.7 6.6 63 75 71 4 6 58 48 55 69 56 46 5 7 46 59 57
NTDG-2 6.8 6.7 5. 5 48 45 6.7 64 73 69 5 4 44 31 60 68 57 47 5 5 50 57 57
NTDG-1 38 62 5. 6 46 45 7.2 63 75 75 4 9 54 38 57 66 58 47 5 6 44 59 56
NTDG-3 17 63 5. 549 49 73 61 69 72 5 9 57 36 58 6.7 59 46 6 0 42 55 55
RUTGERS 6.3 63 5. 8 58 24 63 56 75 73 4 6 60 47 28 73 59 50 4 514 68 54
TOP GUN (BAM 101) 40 64 5. 4 48 43 49 61 75 76 5 2 54 44 54 70 56 49 4 9 34 48 54
TEXOKA 45 6.0 5. 4 45 37 73 6.1 75 74 5 7 36 39 53 72 53 54 5 2 16 56 53
SHARPS IMPROV ED 35 65 5. 7 47 44 53 57 76 74 5 6 43 40 52 72 55 44 5 529 56 53
PLAINS (BAM 2 02) 45 6.2 5. 5 46 43 36 56 7.7 7.7 4 5 43 32 52 6.6 57 47 4 9 29 59 51
BISON 38 64 5. 8 45 38 39 57 78 77 5 2 28 30 50 69 53 44 5 0 38 59 51
LSD VALUE 18 05 0. 504 10 12 05 07 07 1 114 10 07 04 07 05 0 511 10 02
TABLE 1C. MEAN TURFGRASS QUALTY RATINGS OF BUFFALOGRASS (VEGETATIVE) CULTIVARS

GROWN AT NINETEEN LOCATIONS IN THE U.S.

1993 DATA

TURFGRA SS QUALITY RATINGS 1- 9; 9=IDEAL TURF 1/
NAME AR1 AZ1 CAl CA3 IL1 1.2 KS1 KS2 KS3 MO1 MO2 MS1 NE1 OK1 TX1 TX4 UB1 VA6 WA4 MEAN
609 (NE 84-6 09) 47 70 59 46 48 50 64 88 87 41 74 51 58 71 6.7 54 46 33 65 59
315 (NE 84-3 15) 58 65 57 51 52 64 59 68 68 51 74 34 67 70 57 48 58 42 55 58
BUFFALAWN 6.2 65 65 61 27 73 59 73 75 51 58 56 41 72 62 50 59 21 65 58
NE 85-378 50 6.1 56 48 49 65 6.1 68 7.1 52 62 41 72 6.7 6.0 49 65 42 55 58
NE 84-436 43 65 54 48 47 70 6.0 64 66 53 58 39 66 71 63 51 71 49 47 57
AZ 143 48 6.2 56 51 45 68 53 57 55 52 6.2 40 6.7 6.7 6.0 46 59 51 55 56
PRAIRIE 30 66 62 56 43 64 58 74 76 45 76 31 51 6.8 65 46 52 29 61 55
HIGHLIGHT 4 42 65 57 57 17 66 50 69 72 46 74 41 34 68 64 54 48 24 62 53
HIGHLIGHT 25 48 62 64 58 21 71 53 65 62 42 6.6 52 30 72 61 51 48 26 57 53
HIGHLIGHT 15 37 63 6.0 58 23 69 57 73 72 48 58 44 29 7.1 58 51 40 28 6.7 53
NE 84-45-3 35 59 53 45 36 5.7 56 70 70 41 56 40 58 64 52 42 55 21 45 50
LSD VALUE 22 06 06 03 10 16 10 08 05 15 16 1.7 06 0.7 05 06 05 11 11 02
1/ TODETER MINE STATISTICAL DIFF  ERENCES AMONG ENTRIESUBTRACT ONE ENTRY' S MEAN FROM ANOTHER ETRY'S MEAN.

STATISTI CAL DIFFERENCES OCCURVHEN THISVALUE ISL  ARGER THAN THE CORREZEONDING LSD VALUE (LS D 0.05).



TABLE 2A.

NAME

609 (NE 84-609)
315 (NE 84-315)
NE 85-378
BUFFALAWN
NTDG-5

NTDG-4

NE 84-436
NTDG-2

NTDG-1

PRAIRIE

AZ 143

NTDG-3
RUTGERS

TOP GUN (BAM 101)
TEXOKA
HIGHLIGHT 4
HIGHLIGHT 25
SHARPS IMPROVED
HIGHLIGHT 15
PLAINS (BAM 202)
BISON

NE 84-45-3

LSD VALUE

MEAN TURFGRASS QUALTY RATINGS OF BUFFALOGRASS CULTIVARS FOR EACH
OWN AT NINETEEN LOCATONS IN THE U.S.
1993 DATA
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TABLE 2B. ME

NAME

NTDG-5

NTDG-4

NTDG-2

NTDG-1

NTDG-3

RUTGERS

TOP GUN (BAM 101)
TEXOKA

SHARPS IMPROVED
PLAINS (BAM 202)
BISON

LSD VALUE

TABLE 2C. MEAN

NAME

609 (NE 84-609)
315 (NE 84-315)
NE 85-378
BUFFALAWN
NE 84-436
PRAIRIE

AZ 143
HIGHLIGHT 4
HIGHLIGHT 25
HIGHLIGHT 15
NE 84-45-3

LSD VALUE

1/ TODETERMINE S
STATISTI

AN TURFGRASS QUALITYRATINGS OF BUFFALOGRS3S (SEEDED) CULTIVARS FOR EACH

MONTH GR

TURFGRASS Q

JAN FEB MAR
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OWN AT NINETEEN LOCATONS IN THE U.S.
1993 DATA

UALITY RATINGS 1-9; 9

APR MAY JUN

=IDEAL TURF: MONTHS 1/

JUL AUG SEP

OCT NOV DEC

TURFGRASS QUALITY RATINGS OF BUFFALOGRASSVEGETATIVE) CULTIVA RS FOR EACH

MONTH GR

TURFGRASS Q

JAN FEB MAR

05 05 11

OWN AT NINETEEN LOCATONS IN THE U.S.
1993 DATA

UALITY RATINGS 1-9; 9

APR MAY JUN

0.9

0.8

0.7

=IDEAL TURF: MONTHS 1/

JUL AUG SEP

0.6

0.6

0.6

OCT NOV DEC

0.7

14

16
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TATISTICAL DIFFERENCE S AMONG ENTRIES, SUBTRACT ONE ENTRY'S MEANFROM ANOTHER ENTRY'SVIEAN.
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TABLE 3A. RANKING OF MEAN TUR FGRASS QUALITY RATINGS OF BUFFALOGRASS CULIVARS
GROWN AT NINETEEN LOCATIONSIN THE U.S.
1993 DATA

QUALITY RANKING  S; 1=HIGHEST MEAN: ST ATE LOCATIONS REPORTNG

NAME ARl AZ1 C Al CA3 IL1 IL2 KS1 KS2 KS3 MO 1 MO2 MS1 NE1 OK1 TX1 TX4 UB 1 VA6 WA4 MEAN
609 (NE 84-6 09) 100 1.0 5 0175 5190 20 10 1.0 22 0 40 3.0 80 75 1.0 15 20. 0120 30 1
315 (NE 84-3 15 40 65 10 570 1145 11.0 185 19.0 12. 0 25180 25 95 16.0 120 6. 570190 2
BUFFALAWN 30 65 1 0 10 18 20 120 115 65 11 0 95 1.0 180 40 50 75 5. 0195 40 3
NE 85-378 7.0 200 14 5135 3130 6.0 185 150 9. 5 65 90 10 185 75 9.0 2 0 70175 4
NTDG-5 5.0 120 12 5150 3110 10 140 150 1. 0170170 80 165 115 105 6. 59570 5
NTDG-4 6.0 65 7 5100 6110 45 7.0 150 17. 0115 40110 115 180 16.0 8. 0 40110 6
NE 84-436 13.0 4.0 20 5135 7 60 10.0 21.0 200 6. 0 95130 40 75 40 55 1. 0 30210 7
NTDG-2 10 20 16 5115 10 90 3.0 13.0 180 5. 0 180 205 50 145 140 140 11. 0 20125 8
NTDG-1 16.5 18.0 12 5190 9 40 45 70 65 13. 0 16.0 15.0 10.0 20.0 115 140 o. 0 50 90 9
AZ 143 85170 14 5 80 8 80 205 22.0 220 9. 5 65115 25 165 75 175 4. 0 10175 10
PRAIRIE 210 30 3 0 60 13 145 13.0 10.0 45 18. 5 1.0 205 16.0 13.0 2.0 175 14. 0 140 60 11
NTDG-3 22.0 145 16 590 3 20 8.0 165 120 2. 0 13.0 16.0 80 185 10.0 19.0 3. 0 7.0 160 12
RUTGERS 2.0 130 6 0 30 19 16.0 19.0 7.0 10.0 16. 0 80 5.0 220 10 9.0 75 21 0220 10 13
TOP GUN (BAM 101) 15.0 110 20 5115 13 20.0 80 7.0 45 7. 5150 7.0 120 95 17.0 105 17. 0110 200 14
TEXOKA 115 210 19 0210 16 20 80 7.0 85 3. 0 21.0 140 130 40 200 15 13. 0210 145 15
HIGHLIGHT 4 140 65 9 0 50 22110 22.0 165 120 15. 0 25 80 190 145 3.0 3.0 18. 5180 50 16
HIGHLIGHT 25 85 190 2 0 20 21 50 20.5 20.0 21.0 20. 0 50 20 200 40 6.0 40 18. 5170 125 17
SHARPS IMPRO VED 195 9.0 10 5160 11 180 150 40 85 4. 0 195 10.0 145 2.0 19.0 205 11. 0 140 145 18
HIGHLIGHT 15 18.0 145 4 040 20 70 15.0 115 120 14. 0115 6.0 210 6.0 13.0 55 22. 0160 20 19
PLAINS (BAM 202) 115 16.0 18 0175 13 220 175 3.0 25 18. 5195 19.0 145 21.0 15.0 140 16. 0140 90 20
BISON 165 100 7 5200 15 210 150 20 25 7. 5220 220 170 115 21.0 20,5 15. 0959021
NE 84-45-3 195 220 22 0220 17 170 175 15.0 17.0 21. 0 14.0 115 6.0 22,0 220 22.0 11. 0 195 220 22

1/ THIS TABLE CONTA  INS NO STATISTICAL VA LUES (LSD VALUES) THE REFORE IT SHOULD ONLYBE USED TO DETERMINE THE GENERAL PERFORMACE OF AN ENTRY OR
ENTRIESACROSSS EVERAL LOCATIONS OR FEGIONS. TO ASSESS ST ATISTICAL DIFFERENCES AMONG ENTRIES, REFERTO THE MEANS AND LSD VALUES FOUND IN TABL E 1.

2/ RANKING OF MEAN  TURFGRASS QUALITY IS ACHIEVED BY ASSIGNING"1" TO THEHIGHESTM  EAN, "2" TO THE SECON D HIGHEST MEAN, ETC. FOR EACH LOCATION.
FOR EXAMPLE, IF TWO MEANS ARE TIED FCR THE SECOND AND THIRD RANKS, BOTH ARE ASSIGNED "2.5".
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TABLE 3B.

NAME

NTDG-5

NTDG-4

NTDG-2

NTDG-1

NTDG-3 1
RUTGERS

TOP GUN (BAM 101)
TEXOKA

SHARPS IMPROVED 1
PLAINS (BAM 202)
BISON

TABLE 3C.

NAME A

609 (NE 84-609) 6
315 (NE 84-315) 2
BUFFALAWN 1

NE 85-378 3
NE 84-436 7
AZ 143 4

PRAIRIE 11

HIGHLIGHT4 8
HIGHLIGHT 25 4
HIGHLIGHT 15 9
NE84-45-3 10

1/ THIS TABLE CONTA
ENTRIES ACROSS S

2/ RANKING OF MEAN
FOR EXAMPLE, IF

RAN

ARl AZ1 CAl1 C

30 6 55 6
40 2 25 3
10 1 75 4
85 10 55 9
10 8 75 2
20 7 10 1
70 5110 4
55 11 100 11
00 3 40 7
55 9 90 8
85 4 25 10
RANKI

R1 AZ1 CAl1 CA

0 1 50 10
0 5 70 6.
0 5 10
0 10 85
0 3 100
5 8 85
0 2 30
0 5 60
5 9 20
0 7 40 3.
0 11 110 11.

WNPONgpeF

INS NO STATISTICAL VA  LUES (LSD VALUES) THE REFORE IT SHOULD ONLYBE USED TO DETERMINE THE GENERAL PERFORMNACE OF AN ENTRY OR

KING OF MEAN TURFGRAS QUALITY RATINGS OF BUFFALOGRASS (SEEDEDJULTIVARS
AT NINETEEN LOCATIONSIN THE U.S. 1/

GROWN

QUALITY RANKING

A3 IL1 L2 K

15 55
30 55
50 40
40 30
15 15
110 70
75 90
100 15
6.0 80
0 75 110 10
0 90 100 8

ocownooowoo
[=

oooon—-mwmwl—\

1993 DATA

S; 1=HIGHEST MEAN: ST ATE LOCATIONS REPORTNG 2/

S1 KS2 KS3 MO

tmonmoooouvmouwo
o
~
o

1

[ NeNeoNoNi NoloNoloNoNe)

MO2 MS1 NE1

60 8 25
20 1 50
70 10 10
50 6 40
30 7 25
10 2 110
40 3 60
100 5 70
85 4 85
85 9 85
110 11 100

OK1l TX1 TX4

80 35 35
55 80 80
70 50 60
100 35 6.0
9.0 20 90
10 10 20
40 70 35
3.0 100 10
20 90 105
110 60 6.0
55 110 105

NG OF MEAN TURFGRASRUALITY RATINGS OF BUFFALOGRASS (VEGETATI¥) CULTIVARS
AT NINETEEN LOCATIONSIN THE U.S. 1/

GROWN

QUALITY RANKING

3 IL1 L2 KS1

0
0
0
5
5
0
0
0
0
0
0

1993 DATA

S; 1=HIGHEST MEAN: ST ATE LOCATIONS REPORTNG 2/

KS2 KS3 MO1

10 1.0 110
75 80 50
35 30 40
75 60 25
100 9.0 10
110 110 25
20 20 80
60 45 70
9.0 10.0 9.0
35 45 60
50 7.0 100

MO2 MS1 NE1

40 30 6.0
25 100 25
85 10 80
65 60 10
85 90 40
65 75 25
10 110 70
25 50 90
50 20 100
100 4.0 110
110 75 50

OK1l TX1 TX4

45 10 10

30 90 45
110 110 11.0

UB1 VA6 WA4

20 55 20
30 20 60
55 10 70
40 30 40
10 4.0 100
110 110 10
10.0 7.0 110
7.0 100 85
55 85 85
90 85 40
80 55 40

UB1 VA6 WA4

10.0 50 20
50 35 90
40 105 30
20 35 75
10 20 100
30 10 75
70 60 50
85 90 40
85 80 60
110 70 10
6.0 105 11.0

MEAN

e
PEBoo~oobrwnek

MEAN

e
PEBoo~v~oobrwnek

EVERAL LOCATIONS OR FEGIONS. TO ASSESS ST ATISTICAL DIFFERENCES AMONG ENTRIES, REFERTO THE MEANS AND LSD VALUES FOUND IN TABL E 1.

TURFGRASS QUALITY IS ACHIEVED BY ASSIGNING"1" TO THE HIGHESTM  EAN, "2" TO THE SECON D HIGHEST MEAN, ETC. FOR EACH LOCATION.

TWO MEANS ARE TIED FCR THE SECOND AND THIRD RANKS, BOTH ARE ASSIGNED "2.5".



TABLE 4A. GENETICC OLOR RATINGS OF BUFFAOGRASS CULTIVARS

1993 DATA
GENET IC COLOR RATINGS 1-9; 9=DARK GREEN 1/
NAME AR1 AZ1 CA 1 IL1 IL2 KS 1 MO1 MO2 NE 1 TX1 TX4 ME AN
609 (NE 84-609) 80 80 6. 3 53 87 7. 7 70 80 6. 3 80 47 7 1
TEXOKA 73 80 6. 0 47 83 7. 3 80 73 4 7 80 40 6 7
PLAINS (BAM 202) 73 80 6. 0 50 90 7. 7 80 47 5. 7 80 40 6 7
NE 85-378 87 80 5. 7 50 90 8 3 77 30 5 3 77 40 6 6
BISON 73 80 6. 0 47 90 8 0 77 40 6. 0 77 37 6 5
315 (NE 84-315) 77 80 5. 7 57 83 7. 0 80 40 5. 0 77 40 6 5
NTDG-2 77 80 6. 0 50 83 6. 7 77 43 5. 7 80 37 6 5
NTDG-4 73 80 6. 0 50 73 7. 3 77 53 5. 3 77 40 6 5
NTDG-1 73 80 6. 0 47 80 8. 0 75 37 5. 3 80 37 6 4
NE 84-436 73 80 6. 3 47 80 7. 3 7.7 37 4 7 80 40 6 3
NTDG-3 6.7 80 5. 7 50 77 7. 7 73 43 5. 0 80 40 6 3
TOPGUN(BAM101 ) 63 80 6. 0 50 73 7. 7 73 50 5. 0 77 40 6 3
NTDG-5 73 80 6. 0 43 70 8 0 73 40 5. 0 80 40 6 3
AZ 143 60 80 6. 0 50 77 7. 3 77 33 5. 7 80 37 6 2
NE 84-45-3 70 7.7 5. 7 50 77 7. 7 75 37 5. 3 80 30 6 2
SHARPS IMPROVED 63 7.7 6. 0 47 77 7. 7 70 43 5. 0 80 37 6 2
PRAIRIE 50 80 6. 3 40 47 7. 0 70 7.7 5. 0 73 40 6 0
BUFFALAWN 60 70 6. 3 40 30 7. 3 57 73 5. 3 67 37 5 7
HIGHLIGHT 4 50 7.7 6. 7 10 30 6. 3 63 80 5. 7 67 40 5 5
RUTGERS 53 7.0 5. 7 40 20 6. 7 57 67 5. 0 67 40 5 3
HIGHLIGHT 15 53 70 6. 0 40 17 6. 3 57 63 5. 3 60 47 5 3
HIGHLIGHT 25 50 70 5. 3 43 10 6. 3 53 63 5. 7 63 37 5 1
LSD VALUE 12 03 O 7 07 12 1 109 17 1 0 06 07 O 3

1/ TO DETERMINE STATISTICAL DIFFEREN CES AMONG ENTRIES, SUIBTRACT ONE ENTRY'S MEAN FROM ANOTHER ENTRYMEAN.
STATISTICAL DIFFE RENCES OCCUR WHEN TBIVALUE IS LARGER THA NTHE CORRESPONDING LB VALUE (LSD 0.05).
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TABLE 4B. GENETIC COLOR RATINGS OF BUFFALOGRSS (SEEDED) CULTIVARS

1993 DATA
GENET IC COLOR RATINGS 1-9; 9=DARK GREEN 1/
NAME AR1 AZ1 CA 1 IL1 IL2 KS 1 MO1 MO2 NE 1 TX1 TX4 ME AN
TEXOKA 73 80 6. 0 47 83 7 3 80 73 4 7 80 40 6 7
PLAINS (BAM 202) 73 80 6. 0 50 90 7 7 80 47 5 7 80 40 6 7
BISON 73 80 6. 0 47 90 8 0 77 40 6 0 77 37 6 5
NTDG-2 77 80 6. 0 50 83 6 7 77 43 5 7 80 37 6 5
NTDG-4 73 80 6. 0 50 73 7 3 77 53 5 3 77 40 6 5
NTDG-1 73 80 6. 0 47 80 8 0 75 37 5 3 80 37 6 4
NTDG-3 6.7 80 5. 7 50 77 7 7 73 43 5 0 80 40 6 3
TOPGUN(BAM101 ) 63 80 6. 0 50 73 7 7 73 50 5 0 77 40 6 3
NTDG-5 73 80 6. 0 43 70 8 0 73 40 5 0 80 40 6 3
SHARPS IMPROVED 63 7.7 6. 0 47 77 7 7 70 43 5 0 80 37 6 2
RUTGERS 53 70 5. 7 40 20 6 7 57 67 5 0 67 40 5 3
LSD VALUE 12 03 O 4 08 13 1 2 10 20 O 8 06 07 O 3
TABLE 4C. GENETIC COLORRA TINGS OF BUFFALOGRASSVEGETATIVE) CULTIVA RS
1993 DATA
GENET IC COLOR RATINGS 1-9; 9=DARK GREEN 1/

NAME AR1 AZ1 CAl IL1 IL2 KS1 MOl MO2 NE1 TX1 TX4 MEA N
609 (NE 84-609) 80 80 63 53 87 77 70 80 63 80 47 7. 1
NE 85-378 87 80 57 50 90 83 77 30 53 77 40 6. 6
315 (NE 84-315) 77 80 57 57 83 70 80 40 50 77 40 6. 5
NE 84-436 73 80 63 47 80 73 77 37 A7 80 40 6. 3
AZ 143 6.0 80 6.0 50 77 73 77 33 57 80 37 6. 2
NE 84-45-3 70 77 57 50 77 77 75 37 53 80 30 6. 2
PRAIRIE 50 80 63 40 47 70 70 7.7 50 73 40 6. 0
BUFFALAWN 60 7.0 63 40 30 73 57 73 53 6.7 3.7 5. 7
HIGHLIGHT 4 50 7.7 67 10 30 63 63 80 57 6.7 40 5. 5
HIGHLIGHT 15 53 70 60 40 17 6.3 57 63 53 6.0 47 5. 3
HIGHLIGHT 25 50 70 53 43 10 6.3 53 63 57 63 37 5. 1
LSD VALUE 12 04 08 06 12 10 09 15 11 07 06 O 3

1/ TO DETERMIN E STATISTICAL DIFFERE NCES AMONG ENTRIES, SUBTRACT ONE ENTRY'S MEAN FROM ANOTHER ENTRS MEAN.
STATISTICAL DIFFERENCES OCCUR WHETHIS VALUE IS LARGE R THAN THE CORRESPONNG LSD VALUE (LSD 0. 05).

14



TABLE 5A. SPRING GRE ENUP RATINGS OF BUFFA.OGRASS CULTIVARS

1993 DATA
SPRING GR EENUP RATINGS 1-9;9= COMPLETELY GREEN 1/
NAME AZ1 12 KS1 KS2 MO1 MO2 NE1 TX1 TX4 WA4 MEAN
315 (NE 84-3 15 53 90 33 73 57 47 6.7 10 70 60 56
NTDG-4 6.0 80 20 73 40 57 50 37 70 50 54
AZ 143 57 90 23 67 40 60 60 10 70 57 53
NE 84-436 57 90 23 70 50 40 60 10 73 57 53
NE 84-45-3 6.7 57 27 57 43 70 70 17 70 53 53
NTDG-2 57 80 23 77 57 30 60 23 70 50 53
NTDG-5 57 80 23 80 40 50 60 20 63 47 52
TEXOKA 70 57 23 70 37 53 53 17 73 40 49
NE 85-378 50 87 13 83 20 27 67 10 70 50 48
NTDG-1 43 7.7 20 63 43 40 53 20 73 43 48
SHARPS IMPRO VED 60 6.7 30 73 33 10 53 27 6.7 50 47
BISON 60 70 30 67 40 17 50 27 6.0 40 46
PLAINS (BAM 202) 50 53 27 67 40 37 47 20 77 43 46
NTDG-3 50 7.7 20 73 23 40 53 13 70 37 46
TOP GUN (BAM 101) 60 53 17 57 40 40 57 17 70 47 46
PRAIRIE 63 33 10 67 27 20 27 53 6.7 43 41
609 (NE 84-6 09) 63 27 10 6.0 33 30 23 47 6.7 30 39
HIGHLIGHT 25 53 13 10 47 37 13 20 43 70 23 33
HIGHLIGHT 15 57 20 10 47 27 23 23 50 57 13 33
BUFFALAWN 63 17 10 43 15 23 10 40 6.7 13 30
RUTGERS 57 10 10 33 10 13 30 43 70 10 29
HIGHLIGHT 4 47 10 10 30 30 10 1.7 47 70 03 27
LSD VALUE 11 22 06 14 36 16 12 21 14 19 06

1/ TO DETERMIN E STATISTICAL DIFFERE NCES AMONG ENTRIES, SUBTRACT ONE ENTRY'S MEAN FROM ANOTHER ENTRS MEAN.
STATISTICAL DIFF ERENCES OCCUR WHEN BWVALUE IS LARGER THAN THE CORRESPONDNG LSD VALUE (LSD 0.0 5).
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TABLE 5B. SPRING GREENUP  RATINGS OF BUFFALOGRASS (SEEDED) CULTIVAR S

1993 DATA
SPRING GR EENUP RATINGS 1-9;9= COMPLETELY GREEN 1/

NAME AZ1 12 KS1 KS2 MO1 MO2 NE1 TX1 TX4 WA4 MEAN
NTDG-4 6.0 80 20 73 40 57 50 37 70 50 54
NTDG-2 57 80 23 77 57 30 60 23 70 50 53
NTDG-5 57 80 23 80 40 50 60 20 6.3 47 52
TEXOKA 70 57 23 70 37 53 53 17 73 40 49
NTDG-1 43 77 20 63 43 40 53 20 73 43 48
SHARPS IMPRO VED 60 6.7 30 73 33 10 53 27 6.7 50 47
BISON 60 70 30 67 40 17 50 27 6.0 40 46
PLAINS (BAM 202) 50 53 27 6.7 40 37 47 20 77 43 46
NTDG-3 50 7.7 20 73 23 40 53 13 70 37 46
TOP GUN (BAM 101) 60 53 17 57 40 40 57 17 70 47 46
RUTGERS 57 10 10 33 10 13 30 43 70 10 29
LSD VALUE 10 27 06 14 37 17 12 20 13 19 06
TABLE5C. SPRING GREENUP R ATINGS OF BUFFALOGRAS (VEGETATIVE) CULTIV ARS

1993 DATA
SPRING GR EENUP RATINGS 1-9;9= COMPLETELY GREEN 1/

NAME AZ1 L2 KS1 KS2 MO1 MO2 NE1 TX1 TX4 WA4 MEAN

315 (NE 84- 315) 53 9.0 33 73 57 47 6.7 1.0 70 60 56

AZ 143 57 90 23 67 40 60 60 10 70 57 53

NE 84-436 57 90 23 70 50 40 60 1.0 73 57 53

NE 84-45-3 6.7 57 27 57 43 70 70 17 70 53 53

NE 85-378 50 87 13 83 20 27 67 10 70 50 48

PRAIRIE 63 33 10 67 27 20 27 53 6.7 43 41

609 (NE 84- 609) 6.3 27 10 60 33 30 23 47 6.7 30 39

HIGHLIGHT 2 5 53 13 10 47 37 13 20 43 70 23 33

HIGHLIGHT 1 5 57 20 10 47 27 23 23 50 57 13 33

BUFFALAWN 6.3 17 10 43 15 23 10 40 6.7 13 30

HIGHLIGHT 4 47 10 10 30 30 10 1.7 47 70 03 27

LSD VALUE 12 15 06 15 35 15 11 21 15 20 06

1/ TO DETERMIN E STATISTICAL DIFFERE NCES AMONG ENTRIES, SUBTRACT ONE ENTRY'S MEAN FROM ANOTHER ENTRS MEAN.
STATISTICAL DIFFERENCES OCCUR WHETHIS VALUE IS LARGE R THAN THE CORRESPONNG LSD VALUE (LSD 0. 05).
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TABLE 6A . LEAF TEXT URE RATINGS OF BUFFALOGRASS CULTIVARS

1993 DATA
LEAF TEXTURE RATINGS 1-9; 9=VERY FINE V/
NAME CA1 MO 1 OKl1 MEAN
HIGHLIGHT 15 73 7. 7 90 80
BUFFALAWN 70 7. 7 90 79
HIGHLIGHT 25 70 7. 7 90 79
HIGHLIGHT 4 6.7 8. 0 90 79
RUTGERS 6.7 7. 3 90 77
NTDG-1 70 8. 0 77 76
AZ 143 6.3 8. 0 80 74
NE 85-378 6.3 8. 0 80 74
NE 84-45- 3 63 7. 5 83 74
315(NE8 4-315) 6.0 8. 0 80 73
TEXOKA 6.0 8. 0 80 73
NE 84-436 6.0 7. 7 80 72
NTDG-5 6.0 8. 0 77 72
PRAIRIE 6.7 7. 0 80 72
NTDG-3 6.3 8. 0 73 72
SHARPS IM PROVED 5.7 7. 7 80 71
TOP GUN ( BAM101) 5.7 7. 7 80 71
BISON 63 7. 3 77 71
NTDG-2 63 7. 3 77 71
609 (NE 8 4-609) 57 7. 0 80 69
NTDG-4 57 7. 0 80 69
PLAINS (B AM202) 57 7. 3 7.7 69
LSD VALUE 16 0. 7 05 06

1/ TO DETERMIN E STATISTICAL DIFFERE NCES AMONG ENTRIES, SUBTRACT ONE ENTRY'S MEAN FROM ANOTHER ENTRS MEAN.
STATISTICAL DIFF ERENCES OCCUR WHEN BWVALUE IS LARGER THAN THE CORRESPONDNG LSD VALUE (LSD 0.0 5).
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TABLE 6B. LEAF TEXTURE RATINGS OF BUFFALOGRSS (SEEDED) CULTIVARS

1993 DATA
LEAF TEXTURE RATINGS 1-9; 9=VERY FINE 1/
NAME CAL MO 1 OKl MEAN
RUTGERS 67 7. 3 90 77
NTDG-1 70 8. 0 77 76
TEXOKA 60 8. 0 80 73
NTDG-5 60 8. 0 77 72
NTDG-3 63 8. 073 72
SHARPS IM PROVED 57 7. 7 80 71
TOP GUN ( BAM101) 57 7. 7 80 71
BISON 63 7 377 71
NTDG-2 63 7. 377 71
NTDG-4 57 7. 0 80 69
PLAINS (B AM202) 57 7. 3 77 69
LSD VALUE 17 0 7 07 06
TABLE 6C. LEAFTEXTURERA  TINGS OF BUFFALOGRASSVEGETATIVE) CULTIVA RS
1993 DATA
LEAF TEXTURE RATINGS 1-9; 9=VERY FINE 1/
NAME CAl MO1 OK1 MEAN
HIGHLIGH T15 73 77 90 80
BUFFALAW N 70 77 90 79
HIGHLIGH T25 70 77 90 79
HIGHLIGH T4 67 80 90 79
AZ 143 63 80 80 74
NE 85-37 8 63 80 80 7.4
NE 84-45 3 63 75 83 74
315 (NE 84-315) 60 80 80 7.3
NE 84-43 6 60 77 80 7.2
PRAIRIE 67 70 80 7.2
609 (NE 84-600) 57 7.0 80 69
LSD VALU E 15 07 03 06

1/ TO DETERMIN E STATISTICAL DIFFERE NCES AMONG ENTRIES, SUBTRACT ONE ENTRY'S MEAN FROM ANOTHER ENTRS MEAN.
STATISTICAL DIFF ERENCES OCCUR WHEN IBALUE IS LARGER TH AN THE CORRESPONDINGSD VALUE (LSD 0.05).
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TABLE 7A. SPRING DEN SITY RATINGS OF BUFFA LOGRASS CULTIVARS

1993 DATA
DENSI TY RATINGS 1-9; 9=MAX IMUM DENSITY 1/
NAME cAl MO2 MEAN
609 ( NE 84-609) 6.7 80 73
315 NE 84-315) 6.3 77 70
AZ 14 3 6.0 80 7.0
HIGHL IGHT4 57 83 70
PRAIR IE 6.7 73 70
HIGHL IGHT25 67 70 638
NE 84 -436 6.0 77 68
NE 85 -378 6.0 77 68
NE 84 453 60 73 67
TOPG UN (BAM 101) 6.0 73 67
NTDG- 4 6.3 67 65
RUTGE RS 6.3 67 65
NTDG- 3 5.7 67 62
BUFFA LAWN 6.3 60 62
HIGHL IGHT15 63 60 62
NTDG- 1 6.3 60 62
NTDG- 5 6.0 57 58
NTDG- 2 6.0 53 57
PLAIN S(BAM202) 6.0 37 48
SHARP SIMPROVED 60 33 47
TEXOK A 6.0 23 42
BISON 6.0 20 40
LSDV ALUE 07 22 11

1/ TO DETERMIN E STATISTICAL DIFFERE NCES AMONG ENTRIES, SUBTRACT ONE ENTRY'S MEAN FROM ANOTHER ENTRS MEAN.
STATISTICAL DIFFEREN CES OCCUR WHEN THIS \ALUE IS LARGER THAN T HE CORRESPONDING LSBALUE (LSD 0.05).
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TABLE 7B. SPRING DENSITY RATINGS OF BUFFALOGRASS (SEEDED) CULTIVAR S

1993 DATA
DENSI TY RATINGS 1-9; 9=MAX IMUM DENSITY 1/
NAME cAl MO2 MEAN
TOPG UN (BAM 101) 6.0 73 67
NTDG- 4 6.3 67 65
RUTGE RS 6.3 67 65
NTDG- 3 57 67 62
NTDG- 1 63 60 62
NTDG- 5 6.0 57 58
NTDG- 2 6.0 53 57
PLAIN S(BAM202) 6.0 37 48
SHARP SIMPROVED 60 33 47
TEXOK A 6.0 23 42
BISON 6.0 20 40
LSDV ALUE 06 20 10

TABLE 7C. SPRING DENSITYR  ATINGS OF BUFFALOGRAS (VEGETATIVE) CULTIV ARS

1993 DATA

DENSI TY RATINGS 1-9; 9=MAX IMUM DENSITY 1/
NAME CAL MO2 MEAN
609 (NE 84-609) 6.7 80 73
315 (NE 84-315) 6.3 77 70
AZ1 43 6.0 80 7.0
HIGH LIGHT4 57 83 70
PRAI RIE 6.7 73 70
HIGH LIGHT25 6.7 70 68
NE 8 443 60 77 68
NE 8 5378 60 77 68
NE 8 4453 60 73 67
BUFF ALAWN 63 60 62
HIGH LIGHT15 63 60 62
LSD VALUE 09 23 12

1/ TO DETERMIN E STATISTICAL DIFFERE NCES AMONG ENTRIES, SUBTRACT ONE ENTRY'S MEAN FROM ANOTHER ENTRS MEAN.
STATISTICAL DIFF ERENCES OCCUR WHEN IBALUE IS LARGER TH AN THE CORRESPONDINGSD VALUE (LSD 0.05).
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TABLE 8A. SUMMER DEN SITY RATINGS OF BUFFA LOGRASS CULTIVARS

1993 DATA
DENSI TY RATINGS 1-9; 9=MAX IMUM DENSITY 1/
NAME CAl IL2 MO 2 OK1 TX1 ME AN
609 (NE 84-609) 60 80 8. 0 77 73 7 4
HIGHLIGHT 25 70 7.7 8. 0 80 60 7 3
HIGHLIGHT 4 60 80 8. 0 80 63 7 3
NTDG-1 70 67 7. 3 80 70 7 2
BUFFALAWN 70 87 6. 3 80 57 7 1
NE 85-378 63 63 8. 0 80 70 7 1
PRAIRIE 73 57 8. 7 80 60 7 1
RUTGERS 63 73 7. 7 80 63 7 1
315 (NE 84-315) 60 70 8. 7 80 53 7 0
HIGHLIGHT 15 70 7.7 6. 7 80 57 7 0
NE 84-436 63 53 7. 7 80 67 6 8
NTDG-2 6.7 63 6. 7 80 60 6 7
NTDG-3 6.7 57 7. 0 80 63 6 7
AZ 143 60 53 7. 3 80 70 6 7
NE 84-45-3 6.7 60 7. 0 80 57 6 7
NTDG-5 60 53 7. 7 80 63 6 7
NTDG-4 63 47 7. 0 80 70 6 6
TOPGUN(BAM101 ) 63 57 6. 0O 80 67 6 5
TEXOKA 53 73 2 3 80 70 6 0
SHARPS IMPROVED 6.7 3.7 5. 3 77 60 5 9
PLAINS (BAM 202) 57 43 6. 0 70 60 5 8
BISON 63 20 3. 0 73 53 4 8
LSD VALUE 18 21 2 2 03 16 0 8

1/ TO DETERMIN E STATISTICAL DIFFERE NCES AMONG ENTRIES, SUBTRACT ONE ENTRY'S MEAN FROM ANOTHER ENTRS MEAN.
STATISTICAL DIFFEREN CES OCCUR WHEN THIS \ALUE IS LARGER THAN T HE CORRESPONDING LSBALUE (LSD 0.05).
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TABLE 8B. SUMMER DENSITY  RATINGS OF BUFFALOGRASS (SEEDED) CULTIVAR S

1993 DATA
DENSI TY RATINGS 1-9; 9=MAX IMUM DENSITY 1/
NAME CAl IL2 MO 2 OK1 TX1 ME AN
NTDG-1 70 67 7. 3 80 70 7 2
RUTGERS 63 73 7. 7 80 63 7 1
NTDG-2 6.7 63 6. 7 80 60 6 7
NTDG-3 6.7 57 7. 0 80 63 6 7
NTDG-5 60 53 7. 7 80 63 6 7
NTDG-4 63 47 7. 0 80 70 6 6
TOPGUN(BAM101 ) 63 57 6. 0 80 67 6 5
TEXOKA 53 73 2 3 80 70 6 0
SHARPS IMPROVED 6.7 3.7 5. 3 77 60 5 9
PLAINS (BAM 202) 57 43 6. 0 70 60 5 8
BISON 63 20 3. 0 73 53 4 8
LSD VALUE 17 26 2 0 04 18 0 8
TABLE 8C. SUMMER DENSITY R ATINGS OF BUFFALOGRAS (VEGETATIVE) CULTIV.  ARS
1993 DATA
DENSI TY RATINGS 1-9; 9=MAX IMUM DENSITY 1/
NAME CAl IL2 MO2 OK1 TX1 MEA N
609 (NE 84-609) 6.0 80 80 77 13 7. 4
HIGHLIGHT 25 70 77 80 80 60 7. 3
HIGHLIGHT 4 6.0 80 80 80 63 7. 3
BUFFALAWN 70 87 63 80 57 7. 1
NE 85-378 63 63 80 80 70 7. 1
PRAIRIE 73 57 87 80 60 7. 1
315 (NE 84-315) 60 7.0 87 80 53 7. 0
HIGHLIGHT 15 70 77 67 80 57 7. 0
NE 84-436 63 53 7.7 80 6.7 6. 8
AZ 143 6.0 53 73 80 70 6. 7
NE 84-45-3 6.7 60 70 80 57 6. 7
LSD VALUE 19 13 24 03 14 O 7

1/ TO DETERMIN E STATISTICAL DIFFERE NCES AMONG ENTRIES, SUBTRACT ONE ENTRY'S MEAN FROM ANOTHER ENTRS MEAN.
STATISTICAL DIFF ERENCES OCCUR WHEN IBALUE IS LARGER TH AN THE CORRESPONDINGSD VALUE (LSD 0.05).
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TABLE 9A. FALL DENSI TY RATINGS OF BUFFALOGRASS CULTIVARS

1993 DATA
DENSI TY RATINGS 1-9; 9=MAX IMUM DENSITY 1/
NAME CAl MO1 MO2 TX1 MEAN
PRAIRIE 63 60 87 67 69
609 (NE 84-6 09 60 57 70 70 64
AZ 143 50 70 70 63 63
HIGHLIGHT 4 63 53 77 60 63
NE 85-378 60 65 73 53 63
HIGHLIGHT 25 70 57 77 40 61
NE 84-436 53 70 67 53 6.1
BUFFALAWN 67 57 67 50 60
NTDG-3 50 70 57 60 59
HIGHLIGHT 15 67 60 57 47 58
NTDG-1 47 70 57 57 58
NTDG-5 47 70 60 53 58
RUTGERS 70 57 63 40 58
315 (NE 84-3 15 47 70 60 50 57
TOP GUN (BAM 101) 50 60 60 57 57
PLAINS (BAM 202) 60 57 57 50 56
NTDG-4 50 57 57 57 55
NTDG-2 37 67 57 57 54
SHARPSIMPRO  VED 53 67 47 43 53
TEXOKA 47 60 43 60 53
NE 84-45-3 33 60 63 47 51
BISON 53 60 33 43 48
LSD VALUE 19 1.2 22 19 09

1/ TO DETERMIN E STATISTICAL DIFFERE NCES AMONG ENTRIES, SUBTRACT ONE ENTRY'S MEAN FROM ANOTHER ENTRS MEAN.
STATISTICAL DIFFEREN CES OCCUR WHEN THIS \ALUE IS LARGER THAN T HE CORRESPONDING LSBALUE (LSD 0.05).
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TABLE 9B. FALL DENSITY RATINGS OF BUFFALOGRSS (SEEDED) CULTIVARS
1993 DATA

DENSI TY RATINGS 1-9; 9=MAX IMUM DENSITY 1/
NAME CAl MO1 MO2 TX1 MEAN
NTDG-3 50 70 57 60 59
NTDG-1 47 70 57 57 58
NTDG-5 47 70 60 53 58
RUTGERS 70 57 63 40 58
TOP GUN (BAM 101) 50 60 60 57 57
PLAINS (BAM 202) 60 57 57 50 56
NTDG-4 50 57 57 57 55
NTDG-2 37 67 57 57 54
SHARPSIMPRO  VED 53 67 47 43 53
TEXOKA 47 60 43 60 53
BISON 53 60 33 43 48
LSD VALUE 17 10 21 22 09

TABLE 9C. FALLDENSITYRA  TINGS OF BUFFALOGRAS$VEGETATIVE) CULTIVA RS
1993 DATA

DENSI TY RATINGS 1-9; 9=MAX IMUM DENSITY 1/
NAME CAl MO1 MO2 TX1 MEAN
PRAIRIE 63 60 87 67 69
609 (NE 84- 609) 60 5.7 70 70 64
AZ 143 50 70 70 63 63
HIGHLIGHT 4 63 53 77 60 63
NE 85-378 60 65 73 53 63
HIGHLIGHT 2 5 70 57 77 40 61
NE 84-436 53 7.0 67 53 6.1
BUFFALAWN 67 57 67 50 60
HIGHLIGHT 1 5 67 60 57 47 58
315 (NE 84- 315) 47 70 60 50 57
NE 84-45-3 33 60 63 47 51
LSD VALUE 20 14 23 15 09

1/ TO DETERMIN E STATISTICAL DIFFERE NCES AMONG ENTRIES, SUBTRACT ONE ENTRY'S MEAN FROM ANOTHER ENTRS MEAN.
STATISTICAL DIFF ERENCES OCCUR WHEN IBALUE IS LARGER TH AN THE CORRESPONDINGSD VALUE (LSD 0.05).
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TABLE 10A. PERCENT LIVING GROUNBZCOVER (SPRING) RATIN GS OF BUFFALOGRASS CLITIVARS

1993 DATA
PERCENT LI VING GROUND COVER IN SPRING: LOCATIONS 1/
NAME MO2 MS1 T X4 VA6 WA4 MEAN
609 (NE 84-609) 92.7 833 50 0 533 917 74.2
NE 85-378 96.0 76.7 50 0 570 913 74.2
NTDG-4 76.7 750 46 .7 56.7 96.3 70.3
TOP GUN (BAM 101) 830 700 50 0 600 813 68.9
AZ 143 80.0 633 46 .7 863 66.3 68.5
NE 84-436 80.0 683 50 0 600 813 67.9
NTDG-5 80.0 700 50 0 350 913 65.3
NTDG-1 79.7 583 50 0 383 930 63.9
HIGHLIGHT 4 86.3 46.7 50 0 417 897 62.9
NTDG-2 66.7 433 46 .7 583 947 61.9
HIGHLIGHT 25 830 700 53 3 283 730 61.5
315 (NE 84-315) 90.0 433 50 0 36.7 86.7 61.3
BUFFALAWN 663 750 50 0 183 833 58.6
HIGHLIGHT 15 66.3 617 53 3 400 713 585
SHARPS IMPROVED 533 717 50 0 203 927 576
NE 84-45-3 89.7 56.7 46 .7 6.7 880 575
NTDG-3 66.7 50.0 50 .0 300 880 56.9
PRAIRIE 89.3 400 46 .7 183 86.0 56.1
RUTGERS 733 46.7 50 0 133 943 555
PLAINS (BAM 202) 633 400 53 3 217 797 51.6
TEXOKA 200 56.7 50 0 37 930 447
BISON 16.7 300 50 0 367 847 436
LSD VALUE 270 324 6 6 400 26.0 12.8

1/ TO DETERMIN E STATISTICAL DIFFERE NCES AMONG ENTRIES, SUBTRACT ONE ENTRY'S MEAN FROM ANOTHER ENTRS MEAN.
STATISTICAL DIFFEREN CES OCCUR WHEN THIS \ALUE IS LARGER THAN T HE CORRESPONDING LSBALUE (LSD 0.05).
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BLE 10B. PERC ENT LIVING GROUND COM\ER (SPRING) RATINGS O F BUFFALOGRASS (SEEDPB) CULTIVARS

1993 DATA
PERCENT LI VING GROUND COVER IN SPRING: LOCATIONS 1/
NAME MO2 MS1 T X4 VA6 WA4 MEAN
NTDG-4 76.7 750 46 .7 56.7 96.3 70.3
TOP GUN (BAM 101) 830 700 50 0 600 813 68.9
NTDG-5 80.0 700 50 0 350 913 65.3
NTDG-1 79.7 583 50 0 383 930 63.9
NTDG-2 66.7 433 46 .7 583 947 61.9
SHARPS IMPROVED 533 717 50 0 203 927 57.6
NTDG-3 66.7 500 50 0 300 880 56.9
RUTGERS 733 46.7 50 0 133 943 555
PLAINS (BAM 202) 633 400 53 3 217 797 51.6
TEXOKA 200 56.7 50 0 37 930 4.7
BISON 16.7 300 50 0 367 847 436
LSD VALUE 249 278 4 8 386 239 118

BLE10C. PERCEN T LIVING GROUND COVER(SPRING) RATINGS OF BUFFALOGRASS (VEGETAVE) CULTIVARS

1993 DATA
PERCENT LI VING GROUND COVER IN SPRING: LOCATIONS 1/
NAME MO2 MS1 TX 4 VA6 WA4 MEAN
609 (NE 84-609) 92.7 833 50. 0 533 917 74.2
NE 85-378 96.0 76.7 50. 0 570 913 74.2
AZ 143 80.0 633 46. 7 863 66.3 68.5
NE 84-436 80.0 683 50. 0 60.0 813 67.9
HIGHLIGHT 4 86.3 46.7 50. 0 417 897 62.9
HIGHLIGHT 25 830 700 53 3 283 730 61.5
315 (NE 84-315) 90.0 433 50. 0 36.7 86.7 61.3
BUFFALAWN 66.3 75.0 50. 0 183 833 58.6
HIGHLIGHT 15 66.3 61.7 53. 3 400 713 585
NE 84-45-3 89.7 56.7 46. 7 67 880 575
PRAIRIE 89.3 400 46. 7 183 86.0 56.1
LSD VALUE 289 364 7. 9 414 280 13.7

1/ TO DETERMIN E STATISTICAL DIFFERE NCES AMONG ENTRIES, SUBTRACT ONE ENTRY'S MEAN FROM ANOTHER ENTRS MEAN.
STATISTICAL DIFF ERENCES OCCUR WHEN IBALUE IS LARGER TH AN THE CORRESPONDINGSD VALUE (LSD 0.05).
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BLE 11A. PERCENT LIVING GROUNBZCOVER (SUMMER) RATINGS OF BUFFALOGRASS CLITIVARS

1993 DATA
PERCENT LI VING GROUND COVER IN SUMMER: LOCATIONS 1/

N AME AR1 MO2 NE1 TX4 VA6 WA 4 MEAN
N TDG-2 9 0.0 700 99.0 433 913 96. 3 817
N TDG-5 6 33 833 930 46.7 783 89. 3 757
3 15(NE84-315) 4 33 960 930 46.7 81.7 88. 3 748
A 7143 2 50 86.7 99.0 633 97.7 73. 0 741
N E 84-436 2 33 897 990 55.0 96.0 79. 7 738
N E 85-378 1 6.7 99.0 930 55.0 833 92 7 733
N TDG-1 87 86.0 96.0 450 84.7 96. 3 694
N TDG-4 2 0.0 80.0 86.7 433 86.7 97. 7 69.1
T OPGUN(BAM101) 1 83 830 99.0 46.7 750 90. 0 68.7
P RAIRIE 53 99.0 86.3 483 450 92. 7 628
N TDG-3 03 733 9.0 51.7 66.7 88. 0 627
P LAINS (BAM 202) 2 6.7 700 90.0 450 583 84 7 624
6 09 (NE 84-609) 2 50 927 433 450 750 93 3 624
N E 84-45-3 2 33 830 900 60.0 233 78 3 597
S HARPSIMPROVED 1 33 56.7 96.0 433 517 88. 3 582
B ISON 2 6.7 233 930 41.7 76.7 85. 0 57.7
B UFFALAWN 3 33 693 60.0 46.7 233 83. 3 527
H IGHLIGHT 25 2 00 960 233 450 417 79. 7 509
H IGHLIGHT 4 6.7 99.0 30.0 450 350 8L 3 495
R UTGERS 1 50 960 250 417 117 97. 7 478
T EXOKA 1 50 26.7 90.0 483 150 86. 3 469
H IGHLIGHT 15 6.7 830 217 450 433 63. 0 438
L SD VALUE 2 32 256 96 96 239 26. 3 86

1/ TO DETERMIN E STATISTICAL DIFFERE NCES AMONG ENTRIES, SUBTRACT ONE ENTRY'S MEAN FROM ANOTHER ENTRS MEAN.
STATISTICAL DIFFEREN CES OCCUR WHEN THIS \ALUE IS LARGER THAN T HE CORRESPONDING LSBALUE (LSD 0.05).
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BLE 11B. PERC ENT LIVING GROUND COM\ER (SUMMER) RATINGS OF BUFFALOGRASS (SEEDPB) CULTIVARS

1993 DATA
PERCENT LI VING GROUND COVER IN SUMMER: LOCATIONS 1/
N AME AR1 MO2 NE1 TX4 VA6 WA 4 MEAN
N TDG-2 9 0.0 700 99.0 433 913 96. 3 817
N TDG-5 6 33 833 930 46.7 783 89. 3 757
N TDG-1 87 860 96.0 450 84.7 96. 3 694
N TDG-4 2 0.0 800 86.7 433 86.7 97. 7 691
T OPGUN(BAM101) 1 83 830 990 46.7 750 90. 0 687
N TDG-3 03 733 9.0 51.7 66.7 88. 0 627
P LAINS (BAM 202) 2 6.7 700 90.0 450 583 84 7 624
S HARPSIMPROVED 1 33 56.7 96.0 433 517 88. 3 582
B ISON 2 6.7 233 930 41.7 76.7 85. 0 57.7
R UTGERS 1 50 960 250 417 117 97. 7 478
T EXOKA 1 50 26.7 90.0 483 150 86. 3 469
L SD VALUE 1 71 228 71 87 243 19. 2 73

BLE11C. PERCEN T LIVING GROUND COVER(SUMMER) RATINGS OF BUFFALOGRASS (VEGETAVE) CULTIVARS

1993 DATA
PERCENT LI VING GROUND COVER INSUMMER: LOCATIONS 1/

NAME A R1 MO2 NE1 TX4 VA6 WA4 MEAN
315 (NE 84-315) 43 3 960 930 46.7 81.7 883 74.8
AZ 143 25 0 867 99.0 633 97.7 730 74.1
NE 84-436 23 3 897 990 550 96.0 79.7 738
NE 85-378 16 .7 990 930 550 833 927 733
PRAIRIE 5 3 990 863 483 450 927 62.8
609 (NE 84-609) 25 0 927 433 450 750 933 62.4
NE 84-45-3 23 .3 830 900 60.0 233 783 59.7
BUFFALAWN 33 3 693 600 46.7 233 833 52.7
HIGHLIGHT 25 20 0 960 233 450 417 79.7 50.9
HIGHLIGHT 4 6 .7 99.0 300 450 350 813 495
HIGHLIGHT 15 6 .7 830 217 450 433 63.0 438
LSD VALUE 28 1 282 114 104 235 318 9.7

1/ TO DETERMIN E STATISTICAL DIFFERE NCES AMONG ENTRIES, SUBTRACT ONE ENTRY'S MEAN FROM ANOTHER ENTRS MEAN.
STATISTICAL DIFF ERENCES OCCUR WHEN IBALUE IS LARGER TH AN THE CORRESPONDINGSD VALUE (LSD 0.05).
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BLE 12A. PERCENT LIVING GROUND COVER (FALL) RATING S OF BUFFALOGRASS CULIVARS

1993 DATA
PERCENT LI VING GROUND COVER INFALL: LOCATIONS 1/
N AME AR1 MOl MO2 TX4 VA6 WA 4 MEAN
N TDG-2 9 7.7 850 733 283 98.7 99. 0 803
A 2143 8 83 850 833 350 99.0 86. 7 796
N E 85-378 7 33 850 86.7 433 960 92 7 795
3 15(NE84-315) 8 83 900 733 300 920 96. 0 783
N TDG-5 9 33 883 700 333 917 92 7 782
6 09 (NE 84-609) 7 50 733 893 36.7 883 96. 0 764
H IGHLIGHT 25 9 0.0 750 833 30.0 80.0 89. 3 746
N TDG-4 8 33 717 733 200 957 99. 0 738
P LAINS (BAM 202) 8 33 750 700 217 883 96. 0 724
N E 84-436 4 37 833 800 36.7 97.7 88. 0 716
T OPGUN(BAM101) 5 6.7 8L7 733 30.0 900 94. 3 710
N TDG-1 4 33 875 700 283 933 99. 0 703
P RAIRIE 3 0.0 77.7 930 350 900 94 3 700
R UTGERS 9 17 817 767 30.0 36.7 99. 0 693
H IGHLIGHT 4 5 0.0 750 90.0 250 700 94. 7 674
B UFFALAWN 8 13 80.0 66.7 333 46.7 94. 7 671
S HARPSIMPROVED 4 83 840 633 200 850 89. 7 651
N TDG-3 50 87.7 763 250 913 97. 7 638
B ISON 3 83 833 400 183 94.7 96. 0 618
H IGHLIGHT 15 3 33 783 733 300 817 68. 0 60.8
T EXOKA 7 17 810 533 36.7 200 93 0 593
N E 84-45-3 4 17 550 767 283 533 83 0 56.3
L SD VALUE 4 6.1 124 224 99 202 20. 1 102

1/ TO DETERMIN E STATISTICAL DIFFERE NCES AMONG ENTRIES, SUBTRACT ONE ENTRY'S MEAN FROM ANOTHER ENTRS MEAN.
STATISTICAL DIFFEREN CES OCCUR WHEN THIS \ALUE IS LARGER THAN T HE CORRESPONDING LSBALUE (LSD 0.05).
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BLE 12B. PER CENT LIVING GROUND CO/ER (FALL) RATINGS OF BUFFALOGRASS (SEEDEPCULTIVARS
1993 DATA

PERCENT LIVING GROUND COVER IN FALL: LOCATIONS 1/

N AME AR1 MOl MO2 TX4 VA6 WA 4 MEAN
N TDG-2 9 7.7 850 733 283 98.7 99. 0 803
N TDG-5 9 33 883 700 333 917 92 7 782
N TDG-4 8 33 717 733 200 957 99. 0 738
P LAINS (BAM 202) 8 33 750 700 217 883 96. 0 724
T OPGUN(BAM101) 5 6.7 817 733 30.0 900 94. 3 710
N TDG-1 4 33 875 700 283 933 99. 0 703
R UTGERS 9 17 817 767 30.0 36.7 99. 0 693
S HARPSIMPROVED 4 83 840 633 200 850 89. 7 651
N TDG-3 50 87.7 763 250 913 97. 7 638
B ISON 3 83 833 400 183 94.7 96. 0 618
T EXOKA 7 17 810 533 36.7 200 93 0 593
L SD VALUE 4 40 76 217 103 119 o 2 89

BLE 12C. PERCE NT LIVING GROUND COVER (FALL) RATINGS OF B UFFALOGRASS (VEGETANE) CULTIVARS

1993 DATA
PERCENT LI VING GROUND COVER INFALL: LOCATIONS 1/
NAME A R1 MOl MO2 TX4 VA6 WA4 MEAN
AZ 143 88 3 850 833 350 99.0 86.7 79.6
NE 85-378 73 3 850 86.7 433 96.0 92.7 795
315 (NE 84-315) 88 3 900 733 300 920 96.0 783
609 (NE 84-609) 75 0 733 893 36.7 883 96.0 76.4
HIGHLIGHT 25 90 0 750 833 300 80.0 893 74.6
NE 84-436 43 .7 833 800 36.7 97.7 880 71.6
PRAIRIE 30 0 777 930 350 900 943 70.0
HIGHLIGHT4 50 0 750 900 250 700 94.7 67.4
BUFFALAWN 81 .3 80.0 66.7 333 46.7 947 67.1
HIGHLIGHT 15 33 3 783 733 300 817 680 60.8
NE 84-45-3 41 .7 550 76.7 283 533 830 56.3
LSD VALUE 48 1 163 230 96 260 268 114

1/ TO DETERMIN E STATISTICAL DIFFERE NCES AMONG ENTRIES, SUBTRACT ONE ENTRY'S MEAN FROM ANOTHER ENTRS MEAN.
STATISTICAL DIFF ERENCES OCCUR WHEN IBALUE IS LARGER TH AN THE CORRESPONDINGSD VALUE (LSD 0.05).

30



TABLE 13A. FROST TOLE RANCE RATINGS OF BUFFALOGRASS CULTIVARS

1993 DATA
FROST TOLERANCE RATINGS 1-9; 9=NO INJURY 1/
NA ME MO 1 MEAN
60 9(NE84-609) 8. 0 80
BU FFALAWN 8. 0 80
HI GHLIGHT25 8. 0 80
PR AIRIE 8. 0 80
TE XOKA 8. 0 80
HI GHLIGHT15 7. 7 77
NT DG-4 . 7 77
HI GHLIGHT4 7. 3 73
NT DGS5 . 3 73
RU TGERS 7. 3 73
TO PGUN((BAM101) 7. 3 7.3
BI SON 7. 0 70
NT DG-3 7. 0 70
PL AINS (BAM 202) 7. 0 70
SH ARPSIMPROVED 7. 0 70
31 5(NE84-315) 6. 7 67
NE 84-436 6. 7 67
NT DG-2 6. 7 67
NE 85-378 6. 5 65
NT DG-1 6. 5 65
AZ 143 6. 0 60
NE 84-45-3 6. 0 60
LS D VALUE 1. 0 10

1/ TO DETERMIN E STATISTICAL DIFFERE NCES AMONG ENTRIES, SUBTRACT ONE ENTRY'S MEAN FROM ANOTHER ENTRS MEAN.
STATISTICAL DIFFEREN CES OCCUR WHEN THIS \ALUE IS LARGER THAN T HE CORRESPONDING LSBALUE (LSD 0.05).

31



TABLE 13B. FROST TOLERANCE  RATINGS OF BUFFALOGRASS (SEEDED) CULTIVAR S

1993 DATA
FROST TOLERANCE RATINGS 1-9; 9=NO INJURY 1/
NA ME MO 1 MEAN
TE XOKA 8. 0 80
NT DG-4 7. 777
NT DG5 7. 3 73
RU TGERS 7. 3 73
TO PGUN(BAM101) 7. 3 7.3
BI SON 7. 0 70
NT DG-3 7. 0 70
PL AINS (BAM 202) 7. 0 70
SH ARPSIMPROVED 7. 0 70
NT DG-2 6. 7 67
NT DG-1 6. 5 65
LS D VALUE 1. 0 10
TABLE 13C. FROST TOLERANCE R ATINGS OF BUFFALOGRAS (VEGETATIVE) CULTIV.  ARS
1993 DATA
FROST TOLERANCE RATINGS 1-9; 9=NO INJURY 1/
N AME MO1 MEAN
6 09 (NE 84-609) 8.0 8.0
B UFFALAWN 80 8.0
H IGHLIGHT 25 80 8.0
P RAIRIE 8.0 8.0
H IGHLIGHT 15 7.7 77
H IGHLIGHT4 73 73
3 15 (NE 84-315) 6.7 6.7
N E84-436 67 6.7
N E85378 65 65
A 7143 6.0 6.0
N E84453 60 6.0
L SDVALUE 10 10

1/ TO DETERMIN E STATISTICAL DIFFERE NCES AMONG ENTRIES, SUBTRACT ONE ENTRY'S MEAN FROM ANOTHER ENTRS MEAN.
STATISTICAL DIFF ERENCES OCCUR WHEN IBALUE IS LARGER TH AN THE CORRESPONDINGSD VALUE (LSD 0.05).
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TABLE 14A. WINTER CO LOR RATINGS OF BUFFALOGRASS CULTIVARS
1993 DATA

WINTER COLOR RATINGS 1-9; 9=COMPL ETE COLOR RETENTION 1/

NAME MO1 TX1 MEAN
609 ( NE84-609) 5.7 37 47
HIGHL IGHT25 60 27 43
PRAIR IE 57 27 42
HIGHL IGHT15 53 27 40
BUFFA LAWN 53 23 38
HIGHL IGHT4 43 33 38
PLAIN S(BAM202) 47 23 35
RUTGE RS 43 27 35
NTDG- 4 40 27 33
SHARP SIMPROVED 4.0 20 30
BISON 37 20 28
TEXOK A 43 13 28
NTDG- 5 40 13 27
NTDG- 1 40 10 25
TOPG UN (BAM 101) 4.0 10 25
NE 85 -378 37 10 23
NTDG- 2 37 10 23
NTDG- 3 37 10 23
315( NE84-315) 3.0 10 20
NE 84 -436 27 10 18
AZ14 3 23 10 17
NE 84 453 20 10 15
LSDV ALUE 16 11 09

1/ TO DETERMIN E STATISTICAL DIFFERE NCES AMONG ENTRIES, SUBTRACT ONE ENTRY'S MEAN FROM ANOTHER ENTRS MEAN.
STATISTICAL DIFFEREN CES OCCUR WHEN THIS \ALUE IS LARGER THAN T HE CORRESPONDING LSBALUE (LSD 0.05).
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TABLE 14B. WINTER COLOR RATINGS OF BUFFALOGRSS (SEEDED) CULTIVARS
1993 DATA

WINTER COLOR RATINGS 1-9; 9=COMPL ETE COLOR RETENTION 1/

NAME MO1 TX1 MEAN
PLAIN S(BAM202) 47 23 35
RUTGE RS 43 27 35
NTDG- 4 40 27 33
SHARP SIMPROVED 4.0 20 30
BISON 37 20 28
TEXOK A 43 13 28
NTDG- 5 40 13 27
NTDG- 1 40 10 25
TOPG UN (BAM 101) 4.0 10 25
NTDG- 2 37 10 23
NTDG- 3 37 10 23
LSDV ALUE 13 12 09
TABLE 14C. WINTER COLORRA  TINGS OF BUFFALOGRASSVEGETATIVE) CULTIVA RS
1993 DATA

WINTER COLOR RATINGS 1-9; 9=COMPL ETE COLOR RETENTION 1/

NAME MO1 TX1 MEAN
609 (NE 84-609) 5.7 37 47
HIGH LIGHT25 = 60 27 43
PRAI RIE 57 27 42
HIGH LIGHT15 53 27 40
BUFF ALAWN 53 23 38
HIGH LIGHT4 43 33 38
NE 8 5378 37 10 23
315 (NE 84-315) 3.0 10 20
NE 8 4436 2.7 10 18
AZ1 43 23 10 17
NE 8 4453 20 10 15
LSD VALUE 17 10 10

1/ TO DETERMIN E STATISTICAL DIFFERE NCES AMONG ENTRIES, SUBTRACT ONE ENTRY'S MEAN FROM ANOTHER ENTRS MEAN.
STATISTICAL DIFF ERENCES OCCUR WHEN IBALUE IS LARGER TH AN THE CORRESPONDINGSD VALUE (LSD 0.05).
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TABLE 15A. PERCENT WINT ERKILL RATINGS OF BU FFALOGRASS CULTIVARS

1993 DATA
PERCE NT WINTER KILL RATING S: LOCATIONS 1/
NA ME | D2 MEAN
60 9(NE84-609) 99 0 990
BI SON 99 0 990
HI GHLIGHT25 99 0 990
Hi GHLIGHT4 99 0 990
NT DG-2 99 0 990
NT DG-3 99 0 990
PL AINS (BAM 202) 99 0 990
PR AIRIE 99 0 990
RU TGERS 99 0 990
SH ARPSIMPROVED 99 0 99.0
TE XOKA 99 0 990
TO PGUN(BAM101) 99 0 990
BU FFALAWN 98 7 987
NE 84-436 8 7 987
NE 84-45-3 98 7 987
NT DG-1 98 7 987
NT DG-4 98 7 987
NT DG5 98 3 983
NE 85-378 94 7 947
31 5(NE84-315) 94 3 943
AZ 143 75 7 757
LS D VALUE 14 3 143

1/ TO DETERMIN E STATISTICAL DIFFERE NCES AMONG ENTRIES, SUBTRACT ONE ENTRY'S MEAN FROM ANOTHER ENTRS MEAN.
STATISTICAL DIFF ERENCES OCCUR WHEN IBWVALUE IS LARGER THAN THE CORRESPONING LSD VALUE (LSD 0.0 5).
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TABLE 15B. PERCENT WINTERKI  LL RATINGS OF BUFFALOGRASS (SEEDED) CULTIVARS

1993 DATA
PERCE NT WINTER KILL RATING S: LOCATIONS 1/

NA ME | D2 MEAN

BI SON 99 0 990

NT DG-2 99 0 990

NT DG-3 99 0 990

PL AINS (BAM 202) 99 0 990

RU TGERS 99 0 990

SH ARPSIMPROVED 99 .0 99.0

TE XOKA 99 0 990

TO PGUN(BAM101) 99 .0 990

NT DG-1 98 7 987

NT DG-4 98 7 987

NT DG5 98 3 983

LS D VALUE 0 5 05

TABLE 15C. PERCENT WINTERKILL RATINGS OF BUFFALOGRASS (VEGETATIVE) CULT IVARS
1993 DATA
PERCE NT WINTER KILL RATING S: LOCATIONS 1/

N AME ID 2 MEAN

6 09 (NE 84-609) 99. 0 990

H IGHLIGHT 25 99. 0 990

H IGHLIGHT4  99. 0 990

P RAIRIE 9. 0 990

B UFFALAWN 98 7 987

N E84-436  98. 7 987

N E84-453  98. 7 987

N E85378  94. 7 947

3 15 (NE 84-315) 94. 3 943

A 7143 75. 7 757

-

SD VALUE 20.

~
N
o
3

1/ TO DETERMIN E STATISTICAL DIFFERE NCES AMONG ENTRIES, SUBTRACT ONE ENTRY'S MEAN FROM ANOTHER ENTRS MEAN.
STATISTICAL DIFFERENCES OCCUR WIETHIS VALUE IS LARGE R THAN THE CORRESPONRNG LSD VALUE (LSD 0.  05).
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TABLE 16A. DROUGHT TOLERANCE (DORMANCY) RATINGS OF BUFFALOGRASS CULTNARS
1993 DATA

DROUGHT TOLER  ANCE (DORMANCY) RATINGS 1-9; 9=NO DORMANCY 1/

NA ME WA 4 MEAN
BI SON 9, 0 90
Hi GHLIGHT15 9. 0 90
NT DG5 0. 0 90
RU TGERS 9. 0 90
60 9 (NE 84-609) 8. 7 87
31 5(NE 84-315) 8. 3 83
BU FFALAWN 8. 3 83
NT DG-3 8. 3 83
PL AINS (BAM 202) 8. 3 83
AZ 143 8. 0 80
Hi GHLIGHT4 8. 0 80
NE 85-378 8. 0 80
PR AIRIE 8. 0 80
HI GHLIGHT25 7. 7 77
NT DG-1 7. 7 77
NT DG-2 7. 777
NT DG4 7. 777
TE XOKA 7. 3 73
SH ARPSIMPROVED 6. 7 67
NE 84-436 6. 3 63
TO PGUN(BAM101) 5. 7 57
NE 84-45-3 4. 7 47
LS D VALUE 2. 5 25

1/ TO DETERMIN E STATISTICAL DIFFERE NCES AMONG ENTRIES, SUBTRACT ONE ENTRY'S MEAN FROM ANOTHER ENTRS MEAN.
STATISTICAL DIFFEREN CES OCCUR WHEN THIS \ALUE IS LARGER THAN T HE CORRESPONDING LSBALUE (LSD 0.05).
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BLE 16B. DROUGHT TOLERANCE (BRMANCY) RATINGS OF BUFFALOGRASS (SEEDED) @WLTIVARS
1993 DATA

DROUGHT TOLER  ANCE (DORMANCY) RATINGS 1-9; 9=NO DORMANCY 1/

NA ME WA 4 MEAN
Bl SON 9. 0 90
NT DG-5 9. 0 90
RU TGERS 9. 0 90
NT DG-3 8. 3 83
PL AINS (BAM 202) 8. 3 83
NT DG-1 7. 7 17
NT DG-2 7. 7 17
NT DG-4 7. 7 17
TE XOKA 7. 3 73
SH ARPSIMPROVED 6. 7 6.7
TO P GUN (BAM 101) 5. 7 57
LS D VALUE 2. 7 27
BLE 16C. DR OUGHT TOLERANCE (DORMCY) RATINGS OF BUFFALOGRASS (VEGETATIVE)CULTIVARS
1993 DATA

DROUGHT TOLER  ANCE (DORMANCY) RATINGS 1-9; 9=NO DORMANCY 1/

N AME WAS MEAN
H IGHLIGHT 15 9.0 9.0
6 09 (NE 84-609) 8.7 87
3 15 (NE 84-315) 8.3 83
B UFFALAWN 83 83
A 7143 8.0 8.0
H IGHLIGHT4 80 8.0
N ES85378 80 80
P RAIRIE 80 80
H IGHLIGHT 25 7.7 77
N E84-436 63 63
N E84-453 47 47
L SDVALUE 23 23

1/ TO DETERMIN E STATISTICAL DIFFERE NCES AMONG ENTRIES, SUBTRACT ONE ENTRY'S MEAN FROM ANOTHER ENTRS MEAN.
STATISTICAL DIFF ERENCES OCCUR WHEN IBALUE IS LARGER TH AN THE CORRESPONDINGSD VALUE (LSD 0.05).
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TABLE 17A. DROUGHT TOLERANCE (RECOVERY) RATINGS O F BUFFALOGRASS CULTNRS

1993 DATA
RECOVER Y RATINGS 1-9; 9=COMP LETE RECOVERY 1/
NA ME WA 4 MEAN
BI SON 9. 0 90
BU FFALAWN 9. 0 90
HI GHLIGHT15 o 0 90
Hi GHLIGHT25 9. 0 90
Hi GHLIGHT4 9. 0 90
PR AIRIE 9. 0 90
RU TGERS 9. 0 90
AZ 143 8. 7 87
NT DG-1 8. 7 87
NT DG-4 8. 7 87
NT DG-5 8. 7 87
PL AINS (BAM 202) 8. 7 87
SH ARPSIMPROVED 8. 7 87
NE 85-378 8. 3 83
NT DG-2 8. 3 83
NT DG-3 8. 3 83
TE XOKA 8. 3 83
60 9 (NE84-609) 8. 0 80
TO PGUN(BAM101) 8 0 80
31 5(NE84-315) 7. 7 77
NE 84-436 7. 3 73
NE 84-45-3 7. 0 70
LS D VALUE 1. 6 16

1/ TO DETERMIN E STATISTICAL DIFFERE NCES AMONG ENTRIES, SUBTRACT ONE ENTRY'S MEAN FROM ANOTHER ENTRS MEAN.
STATISTICAL DIFFEREN CES OCCUR WHEN THIS \ALUE IS LARGER THAN T HE CORRESPONDING LSBALUE (LSD 0.05).
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BLE 17B. DROUGHT TOLERANCE (REDVERY) RATINGS OF BUFFALOGRASS (SEEDED) @WLTIVARS

1993 DATA
RECOVER Y RATINGS 1-9; 9=COMP LETE RECOVERY 1/

NA ME WA 4 MEAN

BI SON 9, 0 90

RU TGERS 9, 0 90

NT DG-1 8. 7 87

NT DG-4 8. 7 87

NT DGS5 8. 7 87

PL AINS (BAM 202) 8. 7 87

SH ARPSIMPROVED 8. 7 87

NT DG-2 8. 3 83

NT DG-3 8. 3 83
TE XOKA 8. 3 83
TO PGUN(BAM101) 8. 0 80

LS D VALUE 1. 2 12

BLE 17C. DR OUGHT TOLERANCE (REGERY) RATINGS OF BUFF ALOGRASS (VEGETATIVE)CULTIVARS
1993 DATA
RECOVE RY RATINGS 1-9; 9=COM PLETE RECOVERY 1/

N AME WA4 MEAN

B UFFALAWN 90 90

H IGHLIGHT 15 9.0 90

H IGHLIGHT 25 9.0 90

H IGHLIGHT4 9.0 90

P RAIRIE 90 90

A 2143 8.7 87

N E85378 83 83

6 09 (NE 84-609) 8.0 8.0

3 15 (NE 84-315) 7.7 77

N E84-436 7.3 73

N E84453 70 70

L SDVALUE 19 19

1/ TO DETERMIN E STATISTICAL DIFFERE NCES AMONG ENTRIES, SUBTRACT ONE ENTRY'S MEAN FROM ANOTHER ENTRS MEAN.
STATISTICAL DIFF ERENCES OCCUR WHEN IBALUE IS LARGER TH AN THE CORRESPONDINGSD VALUE (LSD 0.05).
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TABLE 18A. LEAF SPOT (S PRING) RATINGS OF BUF FALOGRASS CULTIVARS

1993 DATA
LEA F SPOT RATINGS 1-9;9  =NO DISEASE 1/
NA ME uB 1 MEAN
NE 84-436 7. 3 73
BU FFALAWN 7. 0 70
31 5(NE 84-315) 6. 3 63
HI GHLIGHT25 6. 3 63
NE 85-378 6. 3 63
NT DG-3 5. 3 53
NT DG-4 5. 3 53
NT DG5 5. 3 53
PL AINS (BAM 202) 5. 3 53
BI SON 5, 0 50
SH ARPSIMPROVED 5. 0 50
NT DG-1 4, 7 47
RU TGERS 4, 7 47
TE XOKA 4, 7 47
AZ 143 4, 3 43
NT DG-2 4, 0 40
TO PGUN(BAM101) 3. 7 37
HI GHLIGHT4 3. 3 33
PR AIRIE 3. 3 33
HI GHLIGHT15 3. 0 30
NE 84453 3. 0 30
60 9 (NE 84-609) 1. 3 13
LS D VALUE 1 6 16

1/ TO DETERMIN E STATISTICAL DIFFERE NCES AMONG ENTRIES, SUBTRACT ONE ENTRY'S MEAN FROM ANOTHER ENTRS MEAN.
STATISTICAL DIFF ERENCES OCCUR WHEN BWVALUE IS LARGER THAN THE CORRESPONDNG LSD VALUE (LSD 0.0 5).
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TABLE 18B. LEAF SPOT (SPRIN G) RATINGS OF BUFFALOGRASS (SEEDED) CULTIVARS

1993 DATA
LEA F SPOTRATINGS 1-9;9  =NO DISEASE 1/
NA ME UB 1 MEAN
NT DG-3 5. 3 53
NT DG-4 5. 3 53
NT DG5 5. 3 53
PL AINS (BAM 202) 5. 3 53
BI SON 5, 0 50
SH ARPSIMPROVED 5 0 50
NT DG-1 4, 7 47
RU TGERS 4, 7 47
TE XOKA 4, 7 47
NT DG-2 4, 0 40
TO PGUN(BAM101) 3. 7 37
LS D VALUE 1. 6 16

TABLE 18C. LEAF SPOT (SPRING)  RATINGS OF BUFFALOGR\SS (VEGETATIVE) CULT IVARS

1993 DATA
LEA F SPOTRATINGS 1-9;9  =NO DISEASE 1/
N AME UB1 MEAN
N E84-436 73 73
B UFFALAWN 70 70
3 15 (NE 84-315) 6.3 63
H IGHLIGHT 25 6.3 6.3
N E85378 63 63
A 2143 43 43
H IGHLIGHT4 33 33
P RAIRIE 33 33
H IGHLIGHT 15 3.0 30
N E84453 30 30
6 09 (NE 84-609) 1.3 13
L SDVALUE 17 17

1/ TO DETERMIN E STATISTICAL DIFFERE NCES AMONG ENTRIES, SUBTRACT ONE ENTRY'S MEAN FROM ANOTHER ENTRS MEAN.
STATISTICAL DIFFERENCES OCCUR WHETHIS VALUE IS LARGE R THAN THE CORRESPONNG LSD VALUE (LSD 0. 05).
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TABLE 19A. LEAF SPOT (S UMMER) RATINGS OF BUFFALOGRASS CULTIVARS

1993 DATA

LEA F SPOT RATINGS 1-9;9 =NO DISEASE 1/
NA ME uB 1 MEAN
60 9 (NE 84-609) 9. 0 90
NE 84-436 8. 0 80
NT DG-2 7. 7 77
NT DG-3 7. 7 17
31 5(NE84-315) 7. 3 73
AZ 143 7. 3 73
NT DG-5 7. 3 73
NE 85-378 7. 0 70
NT DG-1 7. 0 70
NT DG-4 7. 0 70
SH ARPSIMPROVED 6. 7 6.7
PR ARIE 6. 0 60
TE XOKA 5. 7 57
TO P GUN (BAM 101) 5. 7 57
Bl SON 5. 0 50
PL AINS (BAM 202) 5. 0 50
NE 84-45-3 4. 7 47
BU FFALAWN 3. 3 33
HI GHLIGHT 4 2. 7 27
RU TGERS 2. 3 23
HI GHLIGHT 15 1 3 13
HI GHLIGHT 25 1 0 10
LS D VALUE 1 0 10

1/ TO DETERMIN E STATISTICAL DIFFERE NCES AMONG ENTRIES, SUBTRACT ONE ENTRY'S MEAN FROM ANOTHER ENTRS MEAN.
STATISTICAL DIFFEREN CES OCCUR WHEN THIS \ALUE IS LARGER THAN T HE CORRESPONDING LSBALUE (LSD 0.05).
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TABLE 19B. LEAF SPOT (SUMME  R) RATINGS OF BUFFALO GRASS (SEEDED) CULTIVARS

1993 DATA
LEA F SPOT RATINGS 1-9;9  =NO DISEASE 1/
NA ME uB 1 MEAN
NT DG-2 7. 7 77
NT DG-3 7. 7 77
NT DG5 7. 3 73
NT DG-1 7. 0 70
NT DG-4 7. 0 70
SH ARPSIMPROVED 6. 7 67
TE XOKA 5. 7 57
TO PGUN(BAM101) 5 7 57
BI SON 5, 0 50
PL AINS (BAM 202) 5. 0 50
RU TGERS 2. 3 23
LS D VALUE 1. 1 11

TABLE 19C. LEAF SPOT (SUMMER)  RATINGS OF BUFFALOGRASS (VEGETATIVE) CULT IVARS

1993 DATA
LEA F SPOT RATINGS 1-9;9  =NO DISEASE 1/
N AME UBL MEAN
6 09 (NE 84-609) 9.0 9.0
N E84436 80 8.0
3 15 (NE 84-315) 7.3 73
A Z143 73 73
N ES5378 70 70
P RAIRIE 6.0 6.0
N E84-453 47 47
B UFFALAWN 33 33
H IGHLIGHT 4 2.7 27
H IGHLIGHT 15 1.3 13
H IGHLIGHT 25 1.0 10
L SDVALUE 08 08

1/ TO DETERMIN E STATISTICAL DIFFERE NCES AMONG ENTRIES, SUBTRACT ONE ENTRY'S MEAN FROM ANOTHER ENTRS MEAN.
STATISTICAL DIFFERENCES OCCUR WHETHIS VALUE IS LARGE R THAN THE CORRESPONNG LSD VALUE (LSD 0. 05).
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TABLE 20A . DOLLAR SP OT RATINGS OF BUFFALGGRASS CULTIVARS

1993 DATA
DOLL AR SPOT RATINGS 1-9;  9=NO DISEASE 1/
NAME Ks1
BUFFALAWN 9.0
HIGHLIGHT 15 9.0
HIGHLIGHT 25 9.0
HIGHLIGHT 4 9.0
PRAIRIE 9.0
RUTGERS 9.0
609 (NE 84-609) 87
BISON 8.0
NTDG-1 8.0
NTDG-5 8.0
PLAINS (BAM 202) 8.0
TOP GUN (BAM 101) 80
NTDG-3 77
NTDG-4 77
SHARPSIMPROVED 7.7
NTDG-2 73
NE 84-45-3 70
TEXOKA 70
NE 85-378 6.7
NE 84-436 6.3
315 (NE 84-315) 50
AZ 143 47
LSD VALUE 16

1/ TO DETERMIN E STATISTICAL DIFFERE NCES AMONG ENTRIES, SUBTRACT ONE ENTRY'S MEAN FROM ANOTHER ENTFS MEAN.
STATISTICAL DIFF ERENCES OCCUR WHEN IBWVALUE IS LARGER THAN THE CORRESPONING LSD VALUE (LSD 0.0 5).
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TABLE 20B. DOLLAR SPOTR ATINGS OF BUFFALOGRAS (SEEDED) CULTIVARS

1993 DATA
DOLL AR SPOT RATINGS 1-9;  9=NO DISEASE 1/
NAME KsS1
RUTGERS 9.0
BISON 80
NTDG-1 8.0
NTDG-5 8.0
PLAINS (BAM 202) 8.0
TOP GUN (BAM 101) 8.0
NTDG-3 77
NTDG-4 77
SHARPSIMPROVED 7.7
NTDG-2 73
TEXOKA 70
LSD VALUE 15
TABLE 20C. DOLLAR SPOTRAT  INGS OF BUFFALOGRASS(VEGETATIVE) CULTIVAR S
1993 DATA
DOLL AR SPOT RATINGS 1-9;  9=NO DISEASE 1/
NAME Ks1
BUFFALAWN 9.0
HIGHLIGHT 15 9.0
HIGHLIGHT 25 9.0
HIGHLIGHT 4 9.0
PRAIRIE 90
609 (NE 84-609) 87
NE 84-45-3 70
NE 85-378 6.7
NE 84-436 63
315 (NE 84-315) 50
AZ 143 47
LSD VALUE 17

1/ TO DETERMIN E STATISTICAL DIFFERE NCES AMONG ENTRIES, SUBTRACT ONE ENTRY'S MEAN FROM ANOTHER ENTRS MEAN.
STATISTI CAL DIFFERENCES OCCURVHEN THIS VALUE ISL  ARGER THAN THE CORREZEONDING LSD VALUE (LS D 0.05).
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TABLE 21A. FALL COLOR (SE PTEMBER) RATINGS OF BUFFALOGRASS CULTIVARS

1993 DATA
FALL COLOR RATINGS 1-9; 9=COMPLE TE COLOR RETENTION 1/
NAME CA3 UBL MEAN
609 ( NE84-609) 7.3 90 82
PRAIR IE 70 80 75
BISON 77 70 73
TOPG UN (BAM 101) 7.7 70 73
PLAIN S(BAM202) 77 67 7.2
HIGHL IGHT15 63 80 72
BUFFA LAWN 6.0 80 70
HIGHL IGHT4 60 80 70
NE 84 -436 80 60 70
NTDG- 1 8.0 60 70
NTDG- 2 8.0 60 70
NTDG- 4 80 60 70
HIGHL IGHT25 60 77 68
NE 85 -378 87 50 68
NTDG- 3 73 63 68
315( NE84-315) 83 50 67
SHARP SIMPROVED 7.3 60 67
NTDG- 5 73 57 65
RUTGE RS 53 77 65
TEXOK A 73 57 65
AZ 14 3 73 53 63
NE 84 453 70 50 60
LSDV ALUE 11 05 06

1/ TO DETERMIN E STATISTICAL DIFFERE NCES AMONG ENTRIES, SUBTRACT ONE ENTRY'S MEAN FROM ANOTHER ENTRS MEAN.
STATISTICAL DIFF ERENCES OCCUR WHEN BWVALUE IS LARGER THAN THE CORRESPONDNG LSD VALUE (LSD 0.0 5).
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TABLE 21B. FALL COLOR (SEPTEM BER) RATINGS OF BUFFALOGRASS (SEEDED) CULTVARS

1993 DATA
FALL COLOR RATINGS 1-9; 9=COMPLE TE COLOR RETENTION 1/
NAME CA3 UB1 MEAN
BISON 77 70 73
TOPG UN (BAM 101) 7.7 70 73
PLAIN S(BAM202) 7.7 67 72
NTDG- 1 8.0 60 7.0
NTDG- 2 8.0 60 7.0
NTDG- 4 8.0 60 7.0
NTDG- 3 73 63 638
SHARP SIMPROVED 7.3 60 67
NTDG- 5 73 57 65
RUTGE RS 5.3 77 65
TEXOK A 73 57 65
LSDV ALUE 08 06 05
TABLE 21C. FALL COLOR (SEPTEMBER) RATINGS OF BUFFALO GRASS (VEGETATIVE) CULTIVARS
1993 DATA
FALL COLOR RATINGS 1-9; 9=COMPLE TE COLOR RETENTION 1/
NAME CA3 UB1 MEAN
609 (NE 84-609) 7.3 90 82
PRAI RIE 70 80 75
HIGH LIGHT15 63 80 72
BUFF ALAWN 60 80 70
HIGH LIGHT4 60 80 70
NE 8 4436 80 60 7.0
HIGH LIGHT25 60 77 68
NE 8 5378 87 50 68
315 (NE 84-315) 83 50 67
AZ1 43 73 53 63
NE 8 4453 70 50 60
LSD VALUE 13 04 07

1/ TO DETERMIN E STATISTICAL DIFFERE NCES AMONG ENTRIES, SUBTRACT ONE ENTRY'S MEAN FROM ANOTHER ENTRS MEAN.
STATISTICAL DIFFERENCES OCCUR WHETHIS VALUE IS LARGE R THAN THE CORRESPONNG LSD VALUE (LSD 0. 05).
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TABLE 22A. FALL COLOR (O CTOBER) RATINGS OF BUFFALOGRASS CULTIVARS

1993 DATA
FALL COLOR RATINGS 1-9; 9=COMPLE TE COLOR RETENTION 1/
NAME CA3 NE1 TX1 UBL1 VA6 WA4 MEAN
HIGHLIGHT 15 6.0 60 80 70 53 80 6.7
609 (NE 84-609) 70 67 83 80 10 77 6.4
HIGHLIGHT 25 57 60 80 70 43 53 6.1
HIGHLIGHT 4 57 60 73 70 47 57 6.1
PRAIRIE 6.7 63 80 73 13 67 6.1
BUFFALAWN 57 57 77 70 33 57 58
RUTGERS 50 60 73 70 17 63 5.6
SHARPS IMPROVED 50 40 57 53 40 43 4.7
BISON 53 43 53 6.0 27 43 4.7
PLAINS (BAM 202) 43 40 53 57 33 53 4.7
TOP GUN (BAM 101) 50 43 57 53 30 13 4.1
TEXOKA 40 40 57 43 13 47 4.0
NTDG-4 57 40 43 47 13 27 38
NTDG-1 37 40 23 43 23 30 33
NTDG-5 33 40 37 43 10 27 32
NTDG-2 43 43 27 43 13 20 32
NTDG-3 37 40 27 53 10 17 31
NE 84-436 30 37 13 37 10 23 25
AZ 143 20 50 10 27 10 23 23
NE 85-378 30 33 13 27 10 20 22
315 (NE 84-315) 30 27 27 27 10 10 22
NE 84-45-3 20 23 27 23 10 10 19
LSD VALUE 11 07 26 09 29 21 0.8

1/ TO DETERMIN E STATISTICAL DIFFERE NCES AMONG ENTRIES, SUBTRACT ONE ENTRY'S MEAN FROM ANOTHER ENTRS MEAN.
STATISTICAL DIFFEREN CES OCCUR WHEN THIS \ALUE IS LARGER THAN T HE CORRESPONDING LSBALUE (LSD 0.05).
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TABLE 22B. FALL COLOR (OCTOB ER) RATINGS OF BUFFAL OGRASS (SEEDED) CULTIVARS

1993 DATA
FALL COLOR RATINGS 1-9; 9=COMPLE TE COLOR RETENTION 1/

NAME CA3 NE1 TX1 UBL VA6 WA4 MEAN
RUTGERS 50 60 73 70 17 63 56
SHARPSIMPROVED 50 40 57 53 40 43 47
BISON 53 43 53 60 27 43 47
PLAINS (BAM 202) 43 40 53 57 33 53 47
TOP GUN (BAM 101) 50 43 57 53 30 13 41
TEXOKA 40 40 57 43 13 47 40
NTDG-4 57 40 43 47 13 27 38
NTDG-1 37 40 23 43 23 30 33
NTDG-5 33 40 37 43 10 27 32
NTDG-2 43 43 27 43 13 20 32
NTDG-3 37 40 27 53 10 17 31
LSD VALUE 14 05 33 11 27 20 09

TABLE 22C. FALL COLOR (OCTOBER) RATINGS OF BUFFALOGRASS (VEGETATIVE) CULT IVARS

1993 DATA
FALL COLOR RATINGS 1-9; 9=COMPLE TE COLOR RETENTION 1/

NAME CA3 NE1 TX1 UBL VA6 WA4 MEAN
HIGHLIGHT 15 60 60 80 70 53 80 6.7
609 (NE 84-609) 70 67 83 80 10 7.7 6.4
HIGHLIGHT 25 57 60 80 70 43 53 6.1
HIGHLIGHT 4 57 60 7.3 70 47 57 6.1
PRAIRIE 67 63 80 73 13 67 6.1
BUFFALAWN 57 57 77 70 33 57 58
NE 84-436 30 37 13 37 10 23 25
AZ 143 20 50 10 27 10 23 23
NE 85-378 30 33 13 27 10 20 22
315 (NE 84-315) 30 27 27 27 10 10 22
NE 84-45-3 20 23 27 23 10 10 19
LSD VALUE 07 09 16 07 31 21 07

1/ TO DETERMIN E STATISTICAL DIFFERE NCES AMONG ENTRIES, SUBTRACT ONE ENTRY'S MEAN FROM ANOTHER ENTRS MEAN.
STATISTICAL DIFFEREN CES OCCUR WHEN THIS \ALUE IS LARGER THAN T HE CORRESPONDING LSIWALUE (LSD 0.05).
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TABLE 23A. FALL COLOR (N OVEMBER) RATINGS OF BJFFALOGRASS CULTIVARS

1993 DATA
FALL COLOR RATINGS 1-9; 9=COMPLE TE COLOR RETENTION 1/
NAME CA3 MS1 OK1 UB1 MEAN
609 (NE 84-6 09) 80 6.0 6.7 60 6.7
HIGHLIGHT 15 73 47 6.7 43 58
HIGHLIGHT 4 70 47 63 43 56
PRAIRIE 70 37 57 60 56
HIGHLIGHT 25 77 40 6.0 43 55
RUTGERS 63 47 6.0 47 54
BUFFALAWN 6.7 40 6.0 47 53
BISON 40 37 60 30 42
PLAINS (BAM 202) 33 37 50 30 38
NTDG-4 33 40 50 17 35
SHARPS IMPRO VED 33 33 47 27 35
TEXOKA 27 40 50 20 34
TOP GUN (BAM 101) 2.7 37 40 27 33
NTDG-1 23 33 43 20 30
NTDG-3 23 33 43 20 30
NTDG-2 20 33 40 20 28
NTDG-5 20 30 40 20 28
NE 84-436 17 33 40 13 26
315 (NE 84-3 15 1.7 30 40 10 24
NE 85-378 17 27 40 13 24
AZ 143 10 30 40 10 23
NE 84-45-3 10 30 40 10 23
LSD VALUE 13 13 07 06 05

1/ TO DETERMIN E STATISTICAL DIFFERE NCES AMONG ENTRIES, SUBTRACT ONE ENTRY'S MEAN FROM ANOTHER ENTRS MEAN.
STATISTICAL DIFFEREN CES OCCUR WHEN THIS \ALUE IS LARGER THAN T HE CORRESPONDING LSBALUE (LSD 0.05).
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TABLE 23B. FALL COLOR (NOVEMB ER) RATINGS OF BUFFAL OGRASS (SEEDED) CULTIVARS

1993 DATA

FALL COLOR RATINGS 1-9; 9=COMPLE TE COLOR RETENTION 1/
NAME CA3 MS1 OK1 UBL MEAN
RUTGERS 63 47 60 47 54

BISON 40 37 60 30 42

PLAINS (BAM 202) 33 37 50 30 38

NTDG-4 33 40 50 17 35
SHARPSIMPRO  VED 33 33 47 27 35

TEXOKA 27 40 50 20 34

TOP GUN (BAM 101) 27 37 40 27 33

NTDG-1 23 33 43 20 30

NTDG-3 23 33 43 20 30

NTDG-2 20 33 40 20 28

NTDG-5 20 30 40 20 28

LSD VALUE 17 09 08 06 05

TABLE 23C. FALL COLOR (NOVEMBER RATINGS OF BUFFALOGRASS (VEGETATIVE) CUL TIVARS
1993 DATA

FALL COLOR RATINGS 1-9; 9=COMPLE TE COLOR RETENTION 1/
NAME CA3 MS1 OK1 UBL MEAN

609 (NE 84- 609) 80 60 67 60 67
HIGHLIGHT 1 5 73 47 67 43 58

HIGHLIGHT 4 70 47 63 43 56

PRAIRIE 70 37 57 60 56
HIGHLIGHT 2 5 77 40 60 43 55
BUFFALAWN 67 40 60 47 53

NE 84-436 17 33 40 13 26

315 (NE 84- 315 17 30 40 10 24

NE 85-378 17 27 40 13 24

AZ 143 10 30 40 10 23

NE 84-45-3 10 30 40 10 23

LSD VALUE 08 15 06 07 05

1/ TO DETERMIN E STATISTICAL DIFFERE NCES AMONG ENTRIES, SUBTRACT ONE ENTRY'S MEAN FROM ANOTHER ENTRS MEAN.
STATISTICAL DIFFEREN CES OCCUR WHEN THIS \ALUE IS LARGER THAN T HE CORRESPONDING LSIWALUE (LSD 0.05).
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TABLE 24A. FALL COLOR (D ECEMBER) RATINGS OF BUFFALOGRASS CULTIVARS

1993 DATA
FALL COLOR RATINGS 1-9; 9=COMPLE TE COLOR RETENTION 1/
NA ME CA 3 MEAN
Hi GHLIGHT15 3. 3 33
60 9 (NE84-609) 3. 0 30
BU FFALAWN 3. 0 30
Hi GHLIGHT25 3. 0 30
HI GHLIGHT4 3. 0 30
PR AIRIE 2. 3 23
RU TGERS 2. 3 23
SH ARPSIMPROVED 1. 3 13
31 5(NE84-315) 1. 0 10
AZ 143 1. 0 10
BI SON 1. 0 10
NE 84-436 1. 0 10
NE 84-45-3 1 0 10
NE 85-378 1. 0 10
NT DG-1 1. 0 10
NT DG-2 1. 0 10
NT DG-3 1. 0 10
NT DG4 1. 0 10
NT DG5 1. 0 10
PL AINS (BAM202) 1. 0 10
TE XOKA 1. 0 10
TO PGUN(BAM101) 1. 0 10
LS D VALUE 0. 5 05

1/ TO DETERMIN E STATISTICAL DIFFERE NCES AMONG ENTRIES, SUBTRACT ONE ENTRY'S MEAN FROM ANOTHER ENTRS MEAN.
STATISTICAL DIFFEREN CES OCCUR WHEN THIS \ALUE IS LARGER THAN T HE CORRESPONDING LSBALUE (LSD 0.05).
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TABLE 24B. FALL COLOR (DECEMB ER) RATINGS OF BUFFAL OGRASS (SEEDED) CULTIVARS

1993 DATA
FALL COLOR RATINGS 1-9; 9=COMPLE TE COLOR RETENTION 1/

NA ME CA 3 MEAN

RU TGERS 2. 3 23
SH ARPSIMPROVED 1. 3 13

BI SON 1. 0 10

NT DG-1 1. 0 10

NT DG-2 1. 0 10

NT DG-3 1. 0 10

NT DG-4 1. 0 10

NT DG5 1. 0 10

PL AINS (BAM 202) 1. 0 10
TE XOKA 1. 0 10
TO PGUN(BAM101) 1. 0 10

LS D VALUE 0. 4 04

TABLE 24C. FALL COLOR (DECEMBER RATINGS OF BUFFALOGRASS (VEGETATIVE) CUL TIVARS
1993 DATA
FALL COLOR RATINGS 1-9; 9=COMPLE TE COLOR RETENTION 1/

N AME CA3 MEAN

H IGHLIGHT 15 3.3 33

6 09 (NE 84-609) 3.0 30

B UFFALAWN 30 30

H IGHLIGHT 25 3.0 30

H IGHLIGHT4 3.0 30

P RAIRIE 23 23

3 15 (NE 84-315) 1.0 10

A 7143 10 10

N E84-436 10 10

N E84453 10 10

N ES85378 10 10

L SDVALUE 06 06

1/ TO DETERMIN E STATISTICAL DIFFERE NCES AMONG ENTRIES, SUBTRACT ONE ENTRY'S MEAN FROM ANOTHER ENTRS MEAN.
STATISTICAL DIFF ERENCES OCCUR WHEN IBALUE IS LARGER TH AN THE CORRESPONDINGSD VALUE (LSD 0.05).
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TABLE 25 A POLLEN HEAD RATINGS OF BUFFA.OGRASS CULTIVARS

1993 DATA

PO LLEN HEAD RATINGS 1-9 ; 9=NONE 1/
NA ME CA 3 MEAN
31 5(NE84-315) 9. 0 90
60 9 (NE 84-609) 9. 0 90
BU FFALAWN 9. 0 90
Hi GHLIGHT25 9. 0 90
Hi GHLIGHT4 o 0 90
NE 85-378 0, 0 90
PR AIRIE 0. 0 90
NE 84-436 7. 3 73
AZ 143 7. 0 70
SH ARPSIMPROVED 6. 0 60
Hi GHLIGHT15 5. 7 57
NT DG-2 5. 7 57
PL AINS (BAM 202) 5. 7 57
BI SON 5, 3 53
NT DG-3 5. 3 53
NT DG-1 5. 0 50
NT DG-5 5. 0 50
RU TGERS 5. 0 50
NT DG-4 4, 7 47
TE XOKA 4, 3 43
TO PGUN(BAM101) 4. 0 40
NE 84-453 2. 0 20
LS D VALUE 2, 0 20

1/ TO DETERMIN E STATISTICAL DIFFERE NCES AMONG ENTRIES, SUBTRACT ONE ENTRY'S MEAN FROM ANOTHER ENTRS MEAN.
STATISTICAL DIFFEREN CES OCCUR WHEN THIS \ALUE IS LARGER THAN T HE CORRESPONDING LSBALUE (LSD 0.05).
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TABLE 25B. POLLEN HEAD RATINGS OF BUFFALOGRASS (SEEDED) CULTIVAR S

1993 DATA

P OLLEN HEAD RATINGS 1- 9; 9=NONE 1/
NA ME CA 3 MEAN

SH ARPSIMPROVED 6. 0 6.0

NT DG-2 5. 7 57

PL AINS (BAM 202) 5. 7 57

BI SON 5. 3 53

NT DG-3 3 3 53

NT DG-1 5. 0 50

NT DGS5 5 0 50

RU TGERS 5. 0 50

NT DG-4 4, 7 47
TE XOKA 4, 3 43

TO PGUN(BAM101) 4. 0 40

LS D VALUE 2, 5 25

TABLE 25C. POLLENHEADR  ATINGS OF BUFFALOGRAS (VEGETATIVE) CULTIV ARS
1993 DATA

P OLLEN HEAD RATINGS 1- 9; 9=NONE 1/
N AME CA3 MEAN

3 15 (NE 84-315) 9.0 90

6 09 (NE 84-609) 9.0 90

B UFFALAWN 90 9.0

H IGHLIGHT 25 9.0 90

H IGHLIGHT4 9.0 90

N E85378 90 90

P RAIRIE 90 90

N E84436 73 73

A 7143 70 70

H IGHLIGHT 15 5.7 57

N E84453 20 20

L SDVALUE 13 13

1/ TO DETERMIN E STATISTICAL DIFFERE NCES AMONG ENTRIES, SUBTRACT ONE ENTRY'S MEAN FROM ANOTHER ENTRS MEAN.
STATISTI CAL DIFFERENCES OCCURVHEN THISVALUE ISL  ARGER THAN THE CORREZEONDING LSD VALUE (LS D 0.05).
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TABLE 26A. STOLON LE NGTH RATINGS OF BUFFA.OGRASS CULTIVARS

1993 DATA
ST OLON LENGTH MEASUREID! INCHES 1/
NA ME WA 4 MEAN
60 9 (NE 84-609) 8. 0 80
BI SON 6. 3 63
NT DG-5 5. 7 57
PL AINS (BAM 202) 5. 7 57
NT DG-4 5. 0 50
BU FFALAWN 4, 7 47
NE 84-436 4. 7 47
NE 85-378 4. 7 47
NT DG-2 4, 7 47
PR ARIE 4, 7 47
TE XOKA 4, 7 47
TO PGUN(BAM101) 4. 7 47
31 5(NE 84-315) 4. 3 43
NT DG-1 4, 3 43
RU TGERS 4, 3 43
AZ 143 a. 0 40
NT DG-3 4, 0 40
SH ARPSIMPROVED 4. 0 40
Hi GHLIGHT25 3. 7 37
HI GHLIGHT4 3. 7 37
Hi GHLIGHT15 3. 3 33
NE 84-45-3 2, 3 23
LS D VALUE 2, 6 26

1/ TO DETERMIN E STATISTICAL DIFFERE NCES AMONG ENTRIES, SUBTRACT ONE ENTRY'S MEAN FROM ANOTHER ENTRS MEAN.
STATISTICAL DIFF ERENCES OCCUR WHEN BWVALUE IS LARGER THAN THE CORRESPONDNG LSD VALUE (LSD 0.0 5).

57



TABLE 26B. STOLON LENGTH RATINGS OF BUFFALOGRSS (SEEDED) CULTIVARS

1993 DATA

ST OLON LENGTH MEASUREID! INCHES 1/

NA ME WA 4 MEAN

BI SON 6. 3 63

NT DG-5 5. 7 57

PL AINS (BAM 202) 5. 7 57

NT DG-4 5. 0 50

NT DG-2 4, 7 47

TE XOKA 4, 7 47

TO PGUN(BAM101) 4. 7 47

NT DG-1 4, 3 43

RU TGERS 4, 3 43

NT DG-3 4, 0 40

SH ARPSIMPROVED 4. 0 40

LS D VALUE 2, 0 20

TABLE 26C. STOLON LENGTHRA  TINGS OF BUFFALOGRASSVEGETATIVE) CULTIVA RS

1993 DATA

ST OLON LENGTH MEASUREDDI! INCHES 1/

N AME WA4 MEAN

6 09 (NE 84-609) 8.0 8.0

B UFFALAWN 47 47

N E84-436 47 47

N E85378 47 47

P RAIRIE 47 47

3 15 (NE 84-315) 4.3 43

A 7143 40 40

H IGHLIGHT 25 3.7 37

H IGHLIGHT 4 3.7 37

H IGHLIGHT 15 3.3 33

N E84-453 23 23

L SDVALUE 30 30

1/ TO DETERMIN E STATISTICAL DIFFERE NCES AMONG ENTRIES, SUBTRACT ONE ENTRY'S MEAN FROM ANOTHER ENTRS MEAN.
STAT ISTICAL DIFFERENCES O CCUR WHEN THIS VALUEIS LARGER THAN THE CORRESPONDING LSD VALURLSD 0.05).
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TABLE 27 A PLANT HEI GHT RATINGS OF BUFFALOGRASS CULTIVARS

1993 DATA
PL ANT HEIGHT MEASURED IN INCHES 1/
NA ME w A4 MEAN
BI SON 11 3 113
PL AINS (BAM 202) 10 7 107
NT DG-1 9 7 97
SH ARPSIMPROVED 9 7 97
60 9(NE84-609) 8 3 83
TE XOKA 8 3 83
NT DG-4 8 0 80
PR ARIE 8 0 80
NE 85-378 7 777
NT DG-2 7 777
NT DG-5 7 777
NE 84-436 7 3 73
TO PGUN(BAM101) 7 .3 7.3
NT DG-3 7 0 70
AZ 143 6 3 63
HI GHLIGHT15 6 3 63
HI GHLIGHT25 6 0 60
NE 84-45-3 6 0 60
RU TGERS 6 0 60
31 5(NE84-315) 5 3 53
HI GHLIGHT4 5 0 50
BU FFALAWN 4 7 47
LS D VALUE 2 5 25

1/ TO DETERMIN E STATISTICAL DIFFERE NCES AMONG ENTRIES, SUBTRACT ONE ENTRY'S MEAN FROM ANOTHER ENTRS MEAN.
STATISTICAL DIFF ERENCES OCCUR WHEN BWVALUE IS LARGER THAN THE CORRESPONDNG LSD VALUE (LSD 0.0 5).
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TABLE 27B. PLANT HEIGHT RATINGS OF BUFFALOGRSS (SEEDED) CULTIVARS

1993 DATA
PL ANT HEIGHT MEASURED IN INCHES 1/
NA ME w A4 MEAN
BI SON 11 3 113
PL AINS (BAM 202) 10 7 107
NT DG-1 9 7 97
SH ARPSIMPROVED 9 7 97
TE XOKA 8 3 83
NT DG-4 8 0 80
NT DG-2 7 777
NT DGS5 7 717
TO PGUN(BAM101) 7 3 73
NT DG-3 7 0 70
RU TGERS 6 0 60
LS D VALUE 2 3 23

TABLE 27C. PLANT HEIGHTRA  TINGS OF BUFFALOGRASSVEGETATIVE) CULTIVA RS

1993 DATA

PL ANT HEIGHT MEASURED IN INCHES 1/
N AME WA4 MEAN
6 09 (NE 84-609) 8.3 83

P RAIRIE 80 80

N E85378 7.7 77

N E84-436 73 73

A 7143 63 6.3

H IGHLIGHT 15 6.3 6.3

H IGHLIGHT 25 6.0 6.0

N E84-453 60 6.0

3 15 (NE 84-315) 5.3 53

H IGHLIGHT4 50 50

B UFFALAWN 47 47

L SDVALUE 28 28

1/ TO DETERMIN E STATISTICAL DIFFERE NCES AMONG ENTRIES, SUBTRACT ONE ENTRY'S MEAN FROM ANOTHER ENTRS MEAN.
STAT ISTICAL DIFFERENCES O CCUR WHEN THIS VALUEIS LARGER THAN THE CORRESPONDING LSD VALURLSD 0.05).
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TABLE 28A. PERCENT MALE PLANT RATINGS OF BUF FALOGRASS CULTIVARS

1993 DATA
P ERCENT MALE PLANT: LOCATIONS 1/
NA ME w A4 MEAN
NE 84453 77 7 717
RU TGERS 49 7 497
NT DG-1 45 3 453
NT DG-2 44 0 440
NT DG-3 4 0 410
TO PGUN(@BAM101) 37 .7 377
NE 84-436 28 3 283
SH ARPSIMPROVED 28 .3 283
NT DG-4 27 3 273
NT DG5 25 3 253
PL AINS (BAM202) 25 0 250
BI SON 24 3 243
HI GHLIGHT15 14 0 140
TE XOKA 12 3 123
NE 85-378 12 0 120
AZ 143 1 3 13
31 5(NE84-315) 0 3 03
BU FFALAWN 0 3 03
60 9(NE84-609) 0 0 00
HI GHLIGHT25 0 0 00
HI GHLIGHT4 0 0 00
PR AIRIE 0 0 00
LS D VALUE 17 7177

1/ TO DETERMIN E STATISTICAL DIFFERE NCES AMONG ENTRIES, SUBTRACT ONE ENTRY'S MEAN FROM ANOTHER ENTRS MEAN.
STATISTICAL DIFF ERENCES OCCUR WHEN BWVALUE IS LARGER THAN THE CORRESPONDNG LSD VALUE (LSD 0.0 5).
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TABLE 28B. PERCENT MALE PLA  NT RATINGS OF BUFFALOGRASS (SEEDED) CULTIVARS

1993 DATA
P ERCENT MALE PLANT: LOCATIONS 1/
NA ME \W A4 MEAN
RU TGERS 49 7 497
NT DG-1 45 3 453
NT DG-2 44 0 440
NT DG-3 41 0 410
TO P GUN (BAM 101) 37 7 3717
SH ARPSIMPROVED 28 3 283
NT DG-4 27 3 273
NT DG-5 25 3 253
PL AINS (BAM 202) 25 0 250
Bl SON 24 3 243
TE XOKA 12 3 123
LS D VALUE 20 6 20.6
TABLE 28C. PERCENT MALE PLANT RATINGS OF BUFFALOGRASS (VEGETATIVE) CULT IVARS
1993 DATA
P ERCENT MALE PLANT: LOCATIONS 1/
N AME WA 4 MEAN
N E 84-45-3 77. 7717
N E 84-436 28. 3 283
H IGHLIGHT 15  14. 0 140
N E 85-378 12. 0 120
A 7143 1 3 13
3 15 (NE 84-315) 0. 3 03
B UFFALAWN 0. 3 03
6 09 (NE 84-609) 0. 0 00
H IGHLIGHT 25 0. 0 00
H IGHLIGHT 4 0. 0 00
P RAIRIE 0. 0 00

N

14.2

-

SD VALUE 14.

1/ TO DETERMIN E STATISTICAL DIFFERE NCES AMONG ENTRIES, SUBTRACT ONE ENTRY'S MEAN FROM ANOTHER ENTRS MEAN.
STATISTICAL DIFFERENCES OCCUR WHETHIS VALUE IS LARGE R THAN THE CORRESPONNG LSD VALUE (LSD 0. 05).
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TABLE 29 A UNIFORMI TY RATINGS OF BUFFALOGRASS CULTIVARS

1993 DATA
UNIFORM ITY RATINGS 1-9; 9=MA  XIMUM UNIFORMITY 1/
NA ME oK 1 MEAN
31 5(NE84-315) 9. 0 90
60 9 (NE84-609) 9. 0 90
AZ 143 0. 0 90
BI SON 9. 0 90
BU FFALAWN 9. 0 90
HI GHLIGHT15 9. 0 90
HI GHLIGHT25 9. 0 90
Hi GHLIGHT4 9. 0 90
NE 84-436 9. 0 90
NE 84-45-3 9. 0 90
NE 85-378 9. 0 90
NT DG-2 0. 0 90
NT DG-3 0. 0 90
PR AIRIE 0. 0 90
RU TGERS 9. 0 90
SH ARPSIMPROVED 9. 0 90
TO PGUN(BAM101) 9. 0 90
NT DG4 8, 7 87
PL AINS (BAM 202) 8. 7 87
NT DG-1 8, 3 83
NT DG5 8. 3 83
TE XOKA 7. 777
LS D VALUE 0. 7 07

1/ TO DETERMIN E STATISTICAL DIFFERE NCES AMONG ENTRIES, SUBTRACT ONE ENTRY'S MEAN FROM ANOTHER ENTRS MEAN.
STATISTICAL DIFF ERENCES OCCUR WHEN BWVALUE IS LARGER THAN THE CORRESPONDNG LSD VALUE (LSD 0.0 5).
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TABLE 29B. UNIFORMITY R ATINGS OF BUFFALOGRAS (SEEDED) CULTIVARS

1993 DATA
UNIFORM ITY RATINGS 1-9; 9=MA  XIMUM UNIFORMITY 1/

NA ME oK 1 MEAN

BI SON 9, 0 90

NT DG-2 0. 0 90

NT DG-3 0. 0 90

RU TGERS 0, 0 90
SH ARPSIMPROVED 9. 0 90
TO PGUN(®BAM101) 9. 0 90

NT DG-4 8. 7 87

PL AINS (BAM 202) 8. 7 87

NT DG-1 8. 3 83

NT DG5 8. 3 83
TE XOKA 7. 7 77

LS D VALUE 0. 9 09

TABLE 29C. UNIFORMITY RAT  INGS OF BUFFALOGRASS(VEGETATIVE) CULTIVAR S
1993 DATA
UNIFORM ITY RATINGS 1-9;9=CO  MPLETE UNIFORM 1/

N AME OK1 MEAN

3 15(NE 84-315) 9 9

6 09 (NE 84-609) 9 9

A 7143 9 9

B UFFALAWN 9 9

H IGHLIGHT15 9 9

H IGHLIGHT25 9 9

H IGHLIGHT4 9 9

N E84-436 9 9

N E84453 9 9

N ES5378 9 9

P RAIRIE 9 9

L SDVALLE 0 0

1/ TO DETERMIN E STATISTICAL DIFFERE NCES AMONG ENTRIES, SUBTRACT ONE ENTRY'S MEAN FROM ANOTHER ENTRS MEAN.
STATISTICAL DIFFERENCES OCCUR WHETHIS VALUE IS LARGE R THAN THE CORRESPONNG LSD VALUE (LSD 0. 05).
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TABLE 30 A LEAF FIR ING RATINGS OF BUFFAL OGRASS CULTIVARS

1993 DATA
LE AF FIRING RATINGS 1-9  ; 9=NONE 1/
NA ME OK 1 MEAN
60 9 (NE 84-609) 0. 0 90
AZ 143 9. 0 90
HI GHLIGHT15 9. 0 90
HI GHLIGHT4 O 0 90
NE 84-436 0. 0 90
NT DG-4 0. 0 90
TE XOKA 0. 0 90
BI SON 8. 7 87
NT DG5 8. 7 87
RU TGERS 8. 7 87
31 5(NE 84-315) 8. 3 83
BU FFALAWN 8. 3 83
HI GHLIGHT25 8. 3 83
NE 85-378 8. 3 83
NT DG-1 8. 3 83
NT DG-2 8. 3 83
NT DG-3 8. 3 83
PL AINS (BAM 202) 8. 3 83
SH ARPSIMPROVED 8. 3 83
NE 84453 8. 0 80
PR AIRIE 8. 0 80
TO PGUN(BAM101) 8. 0 80
LS D VALUE 1 0 10

1/ TO DETERMIN E STATISTICAL DIFFERE NCES AMONG ENTRIES, SUBTRACT ONE ENTRY'S MEAN FROM ANOTHER ENTRS MEAN.
STATISTICAL DIFF ERENCES OCCUR WHEN BWVALUE IS LARGER THAN THE CORRESPONDNG LSD VALUE (LSD 0.0 5).

65



TABLE 30B. LEAFFIRINGR ATINGS OF BUFFALOGRAS (SEEDED) CULTIVARS

1993 DATA
LE AF FIRING RATINGS 1-9  ; 9=NONE 1/
NA ME OK 1 MEAN
NT DG-4 ) 0 90
TE XOKA 9. 0 90
BI SON 8. 7 87
NT DG5 8. 7 87
RU TGERS 8. 7 87
NT DG-1 8. 3 83
NT DG-2 8. 3 83
NT DG-3 8. 3 83
PL AINS (BAM 202) 8. 3 83
SH ARPSIMPROVED 8. 3 83
TO PGUN(BAM101) 8. 0 80
LS D VALUE 0. 9 09

TABLE 30C. LEAF FIRING RAT  INGS OF BUFFALOGRASS(VEGETATIVE) CULTIVAR S

1993 DATA

LE AF FIRING RATINGS 1-9 ; 9=NONE 1/
N AME OK1 MEAN
6 09 (NE 84-609) 9.0 9.0

A Z143 9.0 9.0

H IGHLIGHT 15 9.0 9.0

H IGHLIGHT4 9.0 9.0

N E84436 90 9.0

3 15 (NE 84-315) 83 83

B UFFALAWN 83 83

H IGHLIGHT 25 83 83
N E85-378 83 83

N E84-453 80 8.0

P RAIRIE 8.0 8.0

L SDVALUE 11 11

1/ TO DETERMIN E STATISTICAL DIFFERE NCES AMONG ENTRIES, SUBTRACT ONE ENTRY'S MEAN FROM ANOTHER ENTRS MEAN.
STATISTICAL DIFFERENCES OCCUR WHETHIS VALUE IS LARGE R THAN THE CORRESPONNG LSD VALUE (LSD 0. 05).
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TABLE 31 A HERBICIDE | NJURY RATINGS OF BUFFALOGRASS CULTIVARS 1/

1993 DATA
HERBICI DE INJURY RATINGS 19 ; 9=NO INJURY 2/
NA ME AR 1 MEAN
Hi GHLIGHT25 5. 7 57
Hi GHLIGHT4 5. 7 57
NE 84-453 5. 0 50
NE 84-436 4. 3 43
AZ 143 4, 0 40
HI GHLIGHT15 4. 0 40
RU TGERS 4, 0 40
60 9 (NE84-609) 3. 7 37
BU FFALAWN 3, 7 37
NT DG4 3, 7 37
31 5(NE84-315) 3. 3 33
PL AINS (BAM 202) 3. 3 33
TO PGUN(BAM101) 3. 3 33
BI SON 3. 0 30
TE XOKA 3, 0 30
NE 85-378 2. 7 27
PR AIRIE 2. 7 27
SH ARPSIMPROVED 2. 3 23
NT DG-1 2. 0 20
NT DG5 2. 0 20
NT DG-2 1. 7 17
LS D VALUE 2. 3 23

1/ HERBICIDE A PPLIED WAS A MIXTURE OF 2,4-D, MCPP AND DI CAMBA.

2/ TO DETERMIN E STATISTICAL DIFFERE NCES AMONG ENTRIES, SUBTRACT ONE ENTRY'S MEAN FROM ANOTHER ENTRS MEAN.
STATISTICAL DIFF ERENCES OCCUR WHEN BVALUE IS LARGER THAN THE CORRESPONDNG LSD VALUE (LSD 0.0 5).
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TABLE 31B. HERBICIDE INJUR Y RATINGS OF BUFFALOMRASS (SEEDED) CULTIVARS 1/

1993 DATA
HERBICI DE INJURY RATINGS 19 ; 9=NO INJURY 2/
NA ME AR 1 MEAN
RU TGERS 4, 0 40
NT DG-4 3, 7 37
PL AINS (BAM 202) 3. 3 33
TO PGUN(BAM101) 3. 3 33
BI SON 3. 0 30
TE XOKA 3. 0 30
SH ARPSIMPROVED 2. 3 23
NT DG-1 2. 0 20
NT DG5 2. 0 20
NT DG-2 1. 7 17
LS D VALUE 2. 1 21
TABLE 31C. HERBICIDE INJURY R ATINGS OF BUFFALOGRAS (VEGETATIVE) CULTIV. ARS 1/
1993 DATA
HERBICI DE INJURY RATINGS 1-9 ; 9=NO INJURY 2/
N AME AR1 MEAN
H IGHLIGHT 25 57 57
H IGHLIGHT4 57 57
N E84453 50 50
N E84-436 43 43
A 7143 40 40
H IGHLIGHT 15 4.0 40
6 09 (NE 84-609) 3.7 37
B UFFALAWN 37 37
3 15(NE 84-315) 3.3 33
N E85-378 27 27
P RAIRIE 27 27
L SDVALUE 25 25
1/ HERBICIDE A PPLIED WAS A MIXTURE OF 2,4-D, MCPPAND DI CAMBA.

2/ TO DETERMIN E STATISTICAL DIFFERE NCES AMONG ENTRIES, SUBTRACT ONE ENTRY'S MEAN FROM ANOTHER ENTVS MEAN.
STATISTICAL DIFFERENCES OCCUR WHETHIS VALUE IS LARGE R THAN THE CORRESPONNG LSD VALUE (LSD 0.  05).
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