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Studies on ideal plant type of sorghum
Il Canopy light distribution and grain yield in different plant types
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Abstract The study indicated that the yield varied with different plant type
construction in the same genotype sorghum and the main reason was different sunlight
distribution in the canopy that resulted from varied functional periods of leaves. The
positive correlation existed in the upper layers between the light rate and the yield, while
the negative correlation existed in the lower layers. Therefore, high yield could be
achieved by assuring high rate of light in the upper layer and no light leakage in the
lower layer, which could be fulfilled by increasing upper leaf orientation value or leaf
angle elevation.
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