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Figure (1): Spatial location of Sirik site in the map of Hormozgan province
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Figure (2): Ambrothermic curve of Sirik region in a statistical period of

30 years
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Table (1): Floristic list of plants of Sirik site of Hormozgan province
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Abutilon fruticosum
Acacia ehrenbergiana
Acacia oerfota
Acacia tortilis
Aeluropus lagopoides
Aeluropus littoralis
Aerva persica
Aizoon canariense
Amaranthus graecizans
Ammi majus
Andrachne aspera
Anagalis arvensis
Anthemis rhodocentra
Aristida adscensionis
Arnebia decumbens
Arnebia hispidissima
Asphodelus tenuifolius
Astragalus corrugatus
Cenchrus pennisetiformis
Convolvulus sericeus
Cyperus conglomeratus
Diceratella canescens
Emex spinosus
Erodium pulverulentum
Erucaria hispanica
Euphorbia larica
Fagonia acerosa
Farsetia heliophila
Geranium trilophum
Helianthemum lippii
Hippocrepis unisiliquosa
Heliotropium bacciferum
Hordeum spontaneum
Launaea mucronata

Leptadenia pyrotechnica
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Lotus garcinii
Lycium shawii
Malva neglecta
Matthiola longipetala
Medicago laciniata
Medicago polymorpha
Moltkiopsis ciliata
Neurada procumbens
Ochradenus baccatus
Ochradenus ochradeni
Oligomeris linifolia
Plantago amplexicaulis
Ononis reclinata
Panicum turgidum
Pennisetum divisum
Prosopis cineraria
Prosopis juliflora
Prosopis koelziana
Reichardia orientalis
Reseda aucheri
Rumex dentatus
Rumex vesicarius
Salvia macilenta
Salvadora persica
Silene austro-iranica
Solanum incanum
Spergula fallax
Spergularia diandra
Sphaerocoma aucheri
Stipa capensis
Taverniera cuneifolia
Tephrosia persica
Tribulus terresteris
Trichodesma stocksii

Ziziphus spina-christi
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Figure (3): Tali goat, the dominant livestock in the study area
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Table (2): Classification table of appetite of rangeland species based on preferential value indices

¥

S S ShFos~ O ol 3,
I Sl by Sl B Ol > Y/ \
1 Sl s s o Qe \/¥-Y Y
I bge Sby s Lo g0 Ol V=V Y
m Shst st b e Pl Y- f
1 Sy b b S Jls bz Y>> o

0L |y Ol y sl o iy V/OVS L pennisetoformis
o \YYA L Cyperus conglumeratus & 5§ O 3l das 5 sls
Sl 5w S 3 ey 8 s a8 5 ol bl 5l s
L Sphaerocoma aucheri s\a& & . Jzil X e L Sols ome
/M e LS U Molhtkiopsis ciliata /A% a5l
el b bdluS /Ay 2t la b Panicum  turgidum
035 3 +/%20 La=\s L Heliotropium bacciferum 5 +/NYA
Cenchrus 5,8 (V) Jsdor e Lo § 5l 3 o0
Slaas S ey VOV Ol y L2stls b pennisetoformis
Cyperus i S (i S ) Syt b
LS AYA O, el i L conglumeratus

Molhtkiopsis /AP 25 U Sphaerocoma aucheri
o=*Ls U Panicum turgidum o /MNA 25U U ciliata
Loglaas S epm VY Lol L Ladlacs /A
Heliotropium 5 (o s Sl j) by Slyse b9t
Ol l) S|y g o L5 /500 st | bacciferum

L yd e s ai b (s

(4

M)>iigﬂ¢l>zﬁ)>)4;}1;,\g):ﬁuaﬁ(..@,wwf;p
Oy Lol 51 3550 sl € A5 IS 51 olS 5 e
Sl 53 ilise slaole 5 ladlu s s gl 3550 (sati S
el 0l 03ls QLA (F) 5 (F) ladsd 55 08 5o 8 G s
iz gladle 5o Oler ) Gasls ills & 2 Jar
Sl ea Ly e 355me Sl 5 Ladi S 68 o5 0L
BAYAS sladle s Slbwry o3 Lastls dls (5l as
p LS s M 5 VVEY JABD /AN S S \TAY
03,5 S 5 pn L badle den 5 Am1 (g5 e sl
Sy ) et aemes (0 ) A S 15 g bl
A/YVE @ VAY /AN o S Cigus )l B o5 (slasle s
Lacke 5 diztls (5 f3 smn oS oa L o5 55 /AT 5 /AVS
oarls op i (8 Jsd) ks S )5 ool o5 8 0 s
NP5 S Ko gole b S sy tind ole 53 Sl 25
o g Al GLal S Gl a3 patll i S

Cenchrus 45,8 .(V dsdzr) Sils (gl jme sl o b



70 kS e Al )0 ylxr ) L (bl 3 (& w0 LS (STHetbigd ol jan (o s

i 250 oS g IS 31 LS S5 s Bl p s b 3 5 ke M5 0 S e ik ) g

Table (3): Average share of species in forage production and livestock ration based on the percentage of plant consumption of total
production of grazed species
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Table (4): Preference index of grazed species in different years and months in Hormozgan Sirik site
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Table (5): Comparison of the average preference index in different years
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Table (6): Comparison of the average preference index in different months
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Table (7): Comparison of the mean preference index of plant species
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Cenchrus pennisetoformis
Cyperus conglumeratus
Sphaerocoma aucheri
Molhtkiopsis ciliata
Panicum turgidum
Annual plants

Heliotropium bacciferum
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Extended Abstract

Introduction: Measuring the preferred value of rangeland plants is one of the most important factors in
determining rangelands' grazing capacity. The preferential value of rangeland plants is measured based on the
type of livestock which uses the rangeland and the changes made in the rangeland during the grazing season.
This study sought to investigate the palatability of rangeland plant species within the Sirik rangeland
(Hormozgan province) during the grazing season (January to May) of the years 2007-2010.

Materials and Methods: The study area was located at sand dunes of Sirik city (Hormozgan province) at 26°
39 12" and 57° 4' 26" overlooking the sea. The 30-year ambrothermic curve of the study area showed that the
wet and dry seasons lasted one and eleven months, respectively. The average minimum and maximum
temperatures of the study area in the coldest and warmest months of the year were found to be 14.36 °C and
33.78 °C, respectively. However, the lowest and highest temperatures in the region were 5.5 and 48.5 °C,
respectively, and its average 30-year rainfall rate was 121.8 mm.

The region's rangeland type was a mixture of Sphaerocoma aucheri and Cenchrus pennisetoformis. In the
study area, seventy plant species from twenty-eight genera were collected and identified, the most important of
which were Moltkiopsis Ciliata, Heliotropium bacciferum, Cyperus conglomeratus, and Panicum turgidum. The
livestock examined in this study was Tali goat that is bred in Hormozgan, Sistan and Baluchestan, and Bushehr
provinces.

This study was conducted in Sirik rangeland, Hormozgan province, throughout the grazing season (January to
May) for four consecutive years (2007 to 2010). The study area comprised a one-hectare enclosed area located
on sand dunes ten kilometers away from Sirik city, overlooking the sea. At the beginning of the grazing season,
five similar rootstocks were selected for each species and marked inside and outside the enclosed area.

The forage of each rootstock was placed in a separate bag and weighed. Then the consumption percentage
was determined for each species. Each species' share in the livestock diet was determined throughout the grazing
season by calculating the percentage of production and consumption of species inside and outside the enclosed
area. Moreover, the preference index was obtained by dividing the species' share outside the enclosed area by its
share inside the area. Finally, preferential value indices were determined according to the classification proposed
by Rosiere et al. (1975). The study's results were analyzed in a time-based split-plot statistical design through a
complete randomized block design in SAS software, followed by comparing the statistical mean of the studied
features with the results of the LSD test.

Results: The analysis of the variance of the preferred index showed that there was no significant difference
among the studied years. However, a significant difference was found between the months of the study period
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and between the species examined. The years of the study period were grouped together in one statistical
category, and the months of the study period were classified into two statistical categories. The highest value of
the preference index was found in March, which was in the same group as January. Cenchrus pennisetoformis
showed the highest preference index with the value of 1.516, followed by Cyperus conglumeratus, whose value
was reported to be 1.338, both of which were not statistically significant. It was also found that Cenchrus
pennisetoformis was a relatively palatable species (relative preference), Cyperus conglumeratus, Sphaerocoma
aucheri, Moltkiopsis Ciliata, and Panicum turgidum were moderately palatable species (moderate preference),
and Heliotropium bacciferum was identified as almost a non-palatable (relative avoidance) species.

Discussion and Conclusion: Cenchrus pennisetoformis was identified as the highest livestock preference in
Sirik rangeland, Hormozgan province. According to the classification table proposed by Rosiere et al. (1975),
the species is classified as palatable with a preference index of 1.516. Moreover, Cenchrus pennisetoformis was
one of the region's low-density and highly consumed species. The second livestock preference in Sirik rangeland
was Cyperus conglumeratus, whose preference index was found to be 1.338, representing a boundary between
the ratio of good food and average good food. The two species were then grouped together in a statistical
category. The third preference rank belonged to Sphaerocoma aucheri with a value of 0.960, which was a highly
distributed and consumed species in the region with the highest dense value. It should be noted that this species
plays an essential role in Tali goat's nutrition at the end of the grazing season, i.e., April and May, when the
annuals are dried up.

Other preference indices belonged to Moltkiopsis ciliate and Panicum turgidum, with index values of 0.819
and 0.800, respectively, both of which are classified as moderately palatable species. Moreover, annuals with a
preference index of 0.729, including Stipa capensis, Plantago psylium, Erucaria hispanica, Mathiola
longipetala, Fagonia bruguieri, Anagalis arvensis, and Medicago polymorpha were among the moderately
palatable species. However, it should be noted that at the beginning of the grazing season, the livestock tends to
graze those plants that are more than one year old, while at the end of the grazing season, when the grasses are
dried up or sowed, the one-year-old plants are less favored by the livestock. Finally, the last preference index
belonged to Heliotropium bacciferum with an index of 0.605, which was classified as an almost non-edible
species.

Keywords: Preference Value, Tali Goat, Consumption Percentage, Grazing Behavior.



