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Table 2 Characteristics of 8 sweet sorghum varieties at harvesting time
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Suitability of eight varieties of sweet sorghum in Xining region

FENG Hai-sheng', LI Chun-xi', BAI Sheng-gui’, PENG Zhong-shan®, LI Yong-ren®
(1. Key laboratory of Adaptation and Evolution of Plateau Biota, Northwest Insitute of Plateau Biology,
Chinese Academy of Sciences, Xining 810001, China; 2. Grassland Station of Huangzhong County,
Huangzhong 811600, China; 3. Chunyuan Animal Husbandry Limited Compary of Qinghai, Huangzhong 811603, China)

Abstract: A field experiment was conducted to select the suitable varieties with the higher biomass and sac-
charinity in stems from introduced eight varieties of sweet sorghum by comparing the growth period, agro-
nomic characteristics, biomass and saccharinity. This study showed that Jiutianzasan, Jitian No. 5 and
Super herder performed well and their yield (stem and leave) ranged from 5 832. 9 kg + 666. 7 m™* to
6 846.0 kg » 666.7 m °. The sugar content in stem and leave was 12.16% to 16. 39%. This study sugges-
ted that Jiutianzasan was optimal varieties among eight varieties of sweet sorghum for forage production in
the Xining region.
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