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Concept of Sweet Sorghum and ‘Group’ Application in Forage
Sorghum Cultivars
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Abstract: With the rapid development of herbivorous animal husbandry in China, sweet sorghum as a
forage crop has once again aroused people’s interest, and related research and communication have increased.
However, the application and understanding of the term sweet sorghum are often inconsistent. In this paper,
three common concepts and their meanings of sweet sorghum are summarized by referring to some main
literatures at home and abroad. Firstly, as a popular concept, sweet sorghum refers to any kind or a kind of
sorghum with sweet juice in the stalk of cultivated sorghum. Second, as a taxonomic concept of botany, sweet
sorghum refers to a specific species, subspecies or variety with certain morphological and biological
characteristics. Third, as a concept aimed at specific applications, sweet sorghum refers to a kind of cultivar in
which the sugar content of its juice in the stem reaches specific requirements, including hybrid or conventional or
local varieties. Due to the updating of classification system and cultivar diversification, the types of forage
sorghum related to sweet sorghum changed greatly, which also caused conceptual confusion to some extent.
Therefore, this paper finally suggests that the concept and method of ‘Group’, from International Code of
Nomenclature for Cultivated Plants, should be used in forage sorghum to classify cultivars, so as to make the
concept of different forage sorghum types, such as sweet sorghum clear and easy to use.
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Research Progress on Regulated Measures of Feed Quality in Corn
Straw

SONG Shuzhen, GONG Xuyin, LIU Lishan
(Institute of Animal & Pasture Science and Green Agriculture, Gansu Academy of Agricultural Sciences,

Lanzhou Gansu 730070, China)

Abstract: Corn is the main feed resource guarantee for the development of animal husbandry. The effects
of variety, natural condition, sowing density, water and fertilizer regulation, harvest time, processing and
treatment on feeding quality of corn straw were reviewed.
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