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Fig. 1. Trends of crop growth rate (CGR) under different (a) water stress regimes, (b) nitrogen levels, and (c) forage
sorghum cultivars.
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Table 1.Analysis of variance for different traits in two forage sorghum cultivars.
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Fig. 4. Interaction of irrigation and nitrogen on forage yield and forage dry weight on two sorghum cultivars (I on
columns shows standard deviation).
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