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Yield performance, stand persistence, disease resistance and forage quality are important criteria for
variety selection. The use of yield as the primary criteria for variety selection is usually justified, given
the large impact of yield on profitability.
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important sources of variation in addition to FD.
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more interesting are varieties which exhibit
‘exceptions to the rule’, for example, lower-than expected fiber values at high yield levels. It seems
axiomatic that forage quality potential of alfalfa varieties should not be viewed in isolation from yield
potential. Analysis of data from Davis has shown varieties which exhibit quality traits sufficient to alter
forage quality several marketing categories at the same cutting schedule—in some cases with
substantial yield penalties, in other cases not. Integration of yield and quality factors as selection
criteria are a challenge for breeders and agronomists. However, consideration of quality factors
necessitates an integrated approach, and forage quality factors are likely to become more important in
the future.
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