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Table 1: Results of soil analysis of place of performance testing
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number | height Leaf _ LAin weight yield
protein % | first cutting
‘ -
0.090 0.039 2.502 0.458 8810594.41 116.024 3 A
replication
- - - (]
1141™ | 1.427 15.882™ | 15.173 104523043.85 | 5539621 2 6=
Irrigation
s
0.231 0.028 33.09 0.938 5103544.25 128.354 6
error
1.021" | 03327 | 1.6324™ | 14530 | 118056230.16 | 5393417 3 93077
Nitrogen
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0.099™ | 0015™ | 2502™ | o04e6™ | 1091309525 | 538356 6 | Interactio
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Uas
0.101 0.022 2.743 0.247 6714980.43 133.183 27
error
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Table 2: Analysis of variance for the morphological traits of sorghum affect by water stress
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Table 3: mean comparison of the effects of water deficit and nitrogen fertilizer on some traits of forage
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3 € 3 5 X3 98 s E= Y 5T 3B
. C ‘T 3 © 5@ T EE o= 2
v e v < 15 s & = SO %) S = D ©
V) © o 4= [o3 . + o= ‘9 L >
b} c K ou= = \2 o< R
| 3 v 8 = = N D
a 3 ¥ A =
sl e
Irrigation levels
el Ve
8.3a 228 a 34.2a 7.8a 32.3b 160.3 a T
Irrigation 100 %
sokT Ao/
8.0ab 190 b 33.6a 72a 34.9a 150.2 b T
Irrigation 85 %
sokve s
77b 169 ¢ 32.3a 59b 29.8 ab 1242 ¢ o
Irrigation75 %
05975 7 sk
Nitrogen levels
77¢ 177d 3l4c 55d 28.7¢ 128.7d 0 kg/ha
7.9 bc 189¢c 32.7 bc 6.8¢C 31.2 bc 139.6¢c 100 kg/ha
8.2 ab 202 b 34.1ab 75b 33.3ab 1494 b 200 kg/ha
8.3a 215a 35.3a 8.1la 36.1a 161.8a 300 kg/ha
Interaction
7.8 bc 209 ¢ 32.4 cde 6.3 de 28.3fg 140.3 cd 1:No
8.1ab 220 b 32.9 bede 7.7b 30.3 def 150.2 ¢ 1:N;
8.6a 240 a 35.4 ab 8.6a 34.2 bed 169.7 ab 11N,
8.6 244 a 36.3a 89a 36.5 ab 180.8 a 11N
7.8 bc 169 g 31.6 de 5.4 fg 32.5 bedef 139.9 cd 1,Ng
8.0b 178 f 33.6 abcd 7.1bc 32.0 cdef 137.7cd 15N
80b 198d 34.4 abc 7.5 bc 35.9 abc 154.2 bc PP
8.50 a 214 bc 34.8 abc 8.8a 39.3a 168.8 ab 15N
7.3c 152 h 304e 499 25.5¢ 1059¢e€ 13N,
7.7 bc 1709 31.5de 5.8 ef 31.4 def 130.8d 13N
8.0b 168 g 32.4 cde 6.3 de 29.8 ef 124.2d 13N,
8.0b 188 ¢e 34.8 abc 6.8 cd 32.6 bcde 1359cd 13N;

* and ** are sianificant at 0.05 and 0.01 respectivelv and ns Non sianificant
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