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Abstract 

Adoption of multiple intercropping for increasing land productivity and biodiversity has special significance for 

current and future biomass and bioenergy demands for the mitigation of environmental issues. In dry seasons of 

2009/10 and 2010/11, biomass and bioethanol production of eight intercropping patterns of sweet sorghum 

composed of two legumes (viz. soybean and mungbean), two planting patterns (viz. alternative single rows and 

alternate double rows), and two seeding times (viz. simultaneous and staggered seeding) were evaluated together 

with three sole crops. The theoretical bioethanol yield was highest in sweet sorghum-soybean intercropping 

established with staggered seeding (16,673 L ha-1, 13,410 L ha-1), that was greater by 8%  and 7% , respectively, 

compared to sweet sorghum sole crop in both the years. The same combination gave above-ground biomass of 

intercropped sweet sorghum at par in the first year but was higher by 0.7 t ha-1 in the second year compared to 

the sole crop of sweet sorghum. Cellulose, hemi-cellulose, soluble sugar, and starch contents in intercropped 

sweet sorghum were negligibly reduced in staggered seeding compared to its sole crop. 
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Introduction 

Renewable biomass sources for bioethanol 

production have received an escalated attention due 

to the threat of changing climatic conditions due to 

extensive use of fossil fuels. Expected depletion of 

world's petroleum reserves has stimulated the 

scientists to search for non-petroleum-based 

alternative sources of energy (Kerr, 1998). Plant 

biomass has been considered the most promising 

renewable source for the production of biofuel with 

low CO2 emissions and cost of production (Berndes et 

al., 2003; Antonopoulou et al., 2008). Currently, 

biomass is providing about 14% of total global energy 

needs (IEA, 2011) and is helping to maintain and 

improve the ecological and social sustainability 

(Parikka, 2004; Xiong et al., 2008). Sweet sorghum 

(Sorghum bicolor L.) is one of the prime energy 

crops, which have inherent potential to reduce 

dependency on petroleum fuel. In this context search 

for measures to increase bioethanol production from 

sweet sorghum would help alleviate energy crisis and 

rural poverty thereof (Zhao et al., 2009; Arshad et al., 

2014). 

 

Sweet sorghum has been recognized as a high 

potential crop for bioethanol production (Zhao et al., 

2009). The crop grows well at low soil moisture and 

high temperatures in tropical and sub-tropical 

climates (Arshad et al., 2013; Dajue, 1995) and also 

on marginal soils (Nahar, 2011). The crop is capable 

of yielding around 30 t ha-1 year-1 of sugar containing 

dry stalks (Grassi, 2000). Relatively short maturity 

period and ability to avoid unfavorable weather 

conditions have favored sweet sorghum cultivation in 

China, India and few other countries (Griffee, 2000). 

It is grown as sole crop on marginal lands where 

water is scarce and crops like corn, sugarcane, and 

cassava could become hardly successful. The soluble 

sugar content in the stalk of sweet sorghum ranges 

between 43.6 and 58.2% (Arshad, 2012; Billa et al., 

1997; Antonopoulou et al., 2008) while insoluble 

carbohydrates (cellulose and hemi-cellulose) and 

grain starch are in the range of 22.6–47.8% (Rattunde 

et al., 2001; Antonopoulou et al., 2008) and 39–48%, 

respectively (Zhao et al., 2009).  

 

Intercropping increases the vegetation diversity and 

biomass production of agricultural lands compared to 

sole cropping (Arshad and Ranamukhaarachchi, 

2012; Shrestha et al., 2010). Studies have also 

confirmed that grain and forage sorghum can be 

successfully grown with legumes in intercropping, 

especially in tropical areas of the world and produced 

the high fodder and grain yields (Okigbo and 

Greenland, 1976; Azraf et al., 2006). However, its 

potential for intercropping with legumes for 

increasing food and bioethanol production has not yet 

been fully explored. However, little information is 

known about intercropping sweet sorghum with 

legumes for bioethanol production. Therefore the 

current study investigated the bioethanol production 

potential of sweet sorghum-legume intercropping 

under different agronomic practices of selected 

planting patterns and times of seeding.  

 

Materials and methods 

Study Site Characteristics   

This study was conducted  at the Agricultural Systems 

and Engineering Research Farm of the Asian Institute 

of Technology in Pathumthani Province of Thailand 

(13° 44' N, 100° 30' E) during the dry seasons of 

2009/10 and 2010/11. The soil type was Ongkarak 

clay (very fine texture, mixed acid, isohyper, sulfic 

tropaquepts). Soil properties of the site include sand 

6.5–6.7%, silt 27.1–27.6% and clay 65.9–66.2%, pH 

4.9–5.0, organic matter 2.1–3.0%, and total N 0.13–

0.15% and P and K 11.5–12.2 and 210.6–213.5 ppm, 

respectively.  

 

Treatment Design and Layout 

Eight sweet sorghum-legume intercrops composed of 

2 × 2 × 2 factorial combination of two legumes (viz. 

mungbean and soybean), two planting patterns [viz. 

alternate single row (ASR) and alternate double row 

(ADR)], and two seeding times (viz. simultaneous and 

staggered) and three sole crops of sweet sorghum, 
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mungbean and soybean were tested in a randomized 

complete block design with three replications. 

 

Experiment material and management 

The cultivated crop varieties were KKU-40 for sweet 

sorghum, Chinat-72 for mungbean (determinate 

growth type)  and Nakhorn Swan-1 for soybean 

(indeterminate growth habit) recommended by the 

Department of Agriculture, Thailand (Pothisoong and 

Jaisil, 2011; DOA, 2012). Alternate single row pattern 

(ASR) had single row of sweet sorghum seeded in 45 

cm rows and one row of legume seeded in between 

two adjacent sweet sorghum rows while in the ADR 

pattern, paired rows of sweet sorghum spaced at 30 

cm and two adjacent pairs were established in 60 cm, 

and two rows of legume seeded between two paired 

rows of sweet sorghum leaving 20 cm distance from 

the sweet sorghum rows. Simultaneous seeding 

implied seeding of both sweet sorghum and legume at 

the beginning of the experiment whereas, in 

staggered seeding sweet sorghum was seeded one 

month after legume. Planting density of sweet 

sorghum, mungbean and soybean was approximately 

148,148; 222,222 and 111,111 plants ha-1, respectively 

in intercropping of staggered pattern and in sole 

stands but planting density of legumes was reduced 

by 50% in case of simultaneous pattern by doubling 

the intra row spacing. Intra-row spacing of sweet 

sorghum, mungbean and soybean was 15, 10 and 20 

cm, respectively, in sole and staggered intercropping 

plots.   

 

Land preparation was adopted by ploughing once, 

harrowing twice and leveling the land at last. Each 

experimental unit was 3.6 m × 6.0 m. plots within 

replicates were separated by a 1.0 m wide and 0.3 m 

deep drains were prepared between the experimental 

units (3.6 m × 6 m) and replicates were separated by 

two-meter wide area. In intercrops with simultaneous 

seeding, sweet sorghum and legume were seeded on 

1st December, 2009/10, and sweet sorghum was 

seeded one month later (1st January 2010/11) for 

staggered seeding.  

 

Plots were maintained at non-water stressed 

conditions with four irrigations each of 5.5 cm depth 

were applied at 7 days after germination, 21 days after 

germination, 35 days after germination and at full 

vegetative stage, respectively. Sweet sorghum in both 

sole and intercropping was given N at 80 and P and K 

each at 30 kg ha-1. Total P and K were applied to plots 

prior to seeding as basal dressing. The dose of N was 

applied as two splits of 40 kg each, the first dose as 

basal dressing and the second dose as top dressing at 

50 % booting for intercropping established with 

simultaneous seeding. For intercrops established with 

staggered seeding N was applied as three splits: 25% 

each at seeding of legume and sweet sorghum, and 

the remainder of 50% at booting of sweet sorghum. 

For sole cropped mungbean and soybean 30 kg ha-1 

each of N, P and K were applied at the time of seeding 

only. Weeds were manually removed from all the 

plots.  

 

Plant sampling and measurement 

For measurements, above-ground portion of the 

plants in a four-meter row section from sole crops of 

sweet sorghum and legume was harvested during the 

physiological maturity to obtain dry matter of leaf, 

stalk and grains of sweet sorghum, and stubble and 

seeds of legumes. From intercropping, both sweet 

sorghum and legume plants in adjacent rows were 

harvested. These plant materials were oven-dried at 

70 oC until a constant weight was reached, and 

weights were recorded. From the same plant samples, 

sub samples of leaf, stalk and grain were taken for the 

analysis of soluble sugar, starch, cellulose, and hemi-

cellulose contents. Sample preparation and analysis 

were adopted as described by Sadasivam and 

Manickam (2005).  

 

Bioethanol Yield Computation 

Bioethanol yield (BEY) was calculated using  dry 

weight (t ha-1) of  stalk, leaves and grains of sorghum, 

plant stubble and seed weight of legumes, and soluble 

sugars, starch, cellulose, and hemi-cellulose in dry 

matter obtained from chemical analysis, and using 
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following equations as described by others (IJE, 

2006;  Zhao et al., 2009).  

 

BEY (soluble sugars) = DW × S1 × F1 × E1 × S2     - Eq. 1 

BEY (starch) = DW × S1 × F2 × F1 × E1 × S2     ---Eq. 2 

BEY (cellulose & hemicelluloses) = DW × S1 × F3 × E2 

× F1 × E1 × S2     --- Eq. 3 

Where,     

    BEY = Bioethanol yield, L ha-1 

     DW = Dry weight of plant part, t ha-1  

        S1 = Chemical substance in percentage of dry  

 weight of plant part 

        F1 = Conversion factor from sugar to ethanol  

(0.51) 

        E1 = Process efficiency from sugar to ethanol  

(0.85) 

        F2 = Conversion factor from starch to sugar (1.11) 

        F3 = Conversion factor from cellulose or hemi- 

cellulose to sugar (1.11) 

        E2 = Process efficiency from cellulose or  

hemicelluloses to sugar (0.85) 

        S2 = Specific gravity of ethanol (1000/0.79) 

 

Data Analysis   

Orthogonal contrast procedure was used to compare 

the performance between intercropping and sole 

crops, while the analysis of variance was adopted to 

determine the significance of the contribution by 

experimental treatments and their interactions using 

the SAS program. Fisher’s protected Least Significant 

Difference (LSD) was used for comparing the 

treatment means (Steel and Torrie, 1980).  

 

Results 

Climatic Conditions 

Accumulated solar radiation and mean air 

temperature were greater in the year 2009/10 (791.0 

KW m-2 and 29.4 oC, respectively) than in the year 

2010/11 (721.0 KW m-2 and 28.7 oC, respectively) 

while, cumulative rainfall was greater in the year 

2009/10 (1054.1 mm) than in the year (87.6 mm).  

 

Biomass Production 

Above ground biomass (AGB) of intercropped sweet 

sorghum was significantly (P ≤ 0.001) greater in the 

2009/10 (38.2 t ha-1) than in the 2010/11 (33.3 t ha-1) 

(Table 1). Above ground biomass of sweet sorghum 

decreased significantly (P ≤ 0.001) in intercropping 

with mungbean (30.5–35.5 t ha-1), but remained at 

par (P > 0.05) with soybean (36.0–41.0 t ha-1) 

compared to sole cropping (36.7–41.2 t ha-1) 

(Appendix Table 1, Table 2). In 2009/10, AGB 

significantly (P ≤ 0.001) reduced in the alternate 

double row pattern (ADR) (36.7 t ha-1) compared to 

the alternate single row pattern (ASR) (39.8 t ha-1) 

and, in the simultaneous seeding (35.8 t ha-1) 

compared to the staggered seeding (40.7 t ha-1) 

(Appendix Table 2, Table 2).  

 

Table 1. Year analysis of above ground biomass and chemical composition of intercropped sweet sorghum and 

bioethanol yield of sweet sorghum and legume intercropping. 

Parameter MS for year 2009/10 2010/11 MS for error CV, % 

Intercropped sweet sorghum 

Biomass, t ha-1 301.0***1/ 38.2 33.3 5.36 6.5 

Soluble sugar, % 68.4*** 27.0 24.6 2.78 6.5 

Cellulose, % 115.6*** 15.2 12.1 2.06 10.5 

Hemicelluloses, % 1.6 13.1 12.7 2.04 11.1 

Starch, % 11.2*** 6.3 5.4 0.27 8.9 

Intercropping Bioethanol yield, L ha-1 

Sweet sorghum + Mungbean 46685908.9*** 12510.4 9720.9 644083.0 7.2 

Sweet sorghum + Soybean 65644944.9*** 15473.2 12165.5 1036902.2 7.4 

Sweet sorghum + legume 111525104.7*** 13991.8 10943.2 784792.8 7.1 

1/** and ***- indicate the significance of the comparison between sole and intercropping at p=0.01 and 0.001, 

respectively. 



J. Bio. & Env. Sci. 2014 

 

41 | Arshad et al. 

In 2010/11, there were significant two-way 

interactions on AGB of sweet sorghum (Appendix 

Table 2): between type of legume and time of seeding 

(Fig 1a) and between planting pattern and time of 

seeding (Fig 1b).  

 

 

Fig. 1. Two-way interactions between intercrop 

legume and time of seeding (a) and between planting 

pattern and time of seeding (b) for biomass yield of 

sweet sorghum in 2010/11. 

 

In the former interaction, soybean combined with 

staggered seeding produced the highest AGB of sweet 

sorghum (37.4 t ha-1) among the rest of the 

combinations and was also greater than the sole crop. 

In contrast, mungbean and simultaneous seeding 

combination yielded the lowest AGB (27.0 t ha-1). 

According to latter interaction, AGB was highest in 

the ASR pattern and staggered seeding combinations 

(36.1 t ha-1), but significantly (P = 0.05) reduced in 

simultaneous seeding regardless of its combination 

with ASR pattern (33.2 t ha-1) or ADR pattern (28.4 t 

ha-1). However, staggered seeding reduced the 

difference in AGB between the two planting patterns 

(P > 0.05). 

 

The AGB of legume included dry weight of stubbles 

and grain. The AGB of mungbean significantly (P ≤ 

0.01) reduced in intercropping with sweet sorghum 

(3.3–3.5 t ha-1) compared to sole crop (4.1–4.8 t ha-1) 

(Appendix Table 3, Table 3). The AGB significantly (P 

< 0.5) reduced in the ASR pattern (3.0 t ha-1) 

compared to the ADR pattern (3.5–4.1 t ha-1) and in 

the simultaneous seeding (2.7–2.8 t ha-1) compared to 

the staggered seeding (3.8–4.3 t ha-1) (Appendix 

Table 4, Table 3). Similar to mungbean, AGB of 

soybean was also reduced significantly (P ≤ 0.001) in 

intercropping (2.7–3.2 t ha-1) compared to sole stand 

(3.6–3.9 t ha-1) (Appendix Table 3, Table 3), and in 

intercropping, in the ASR pattern (2.5–2.9 t ha-1) 

compared to the ADR pattern (3.0–3.6 t ha-1) and in 

the simultaneous seeding (2.2–2.8 t ha-1) compared 

to the staggered seeding (3.3–3.6 t ha-1) (Appendix 

Table 3, Table 4). 

 

 

Table 2. The effect of type of legume, planting pattern and time of seeding on biomass, cellulose, hemicelluloses, 

soluble sugars, and starch contents of intercropped sweet sorghum in 2009/10 and 2010/11. 

Treatment 

2009/10 2010/11 

Biomass, 
t ha-1 

Cellulose, 
% 

Hemi-
celluloses, 

% 

Soluble 
sugars, % 

Starch, 
% 

Biomass, 
t ha-1 

Cellulose, 
% 

Hemi-
celluloses, 

% 

Soluble 
sugars, % 

Starch, 
% 

Sole cropping 41.2 ± 0.9 17.6 ± 0.5 16.3 ± 2.1 29.1 ± 1.2 6.5 ± 0.6 36.7 ± 3.2 14.7 ± 1.9 14.9 ± 1.0 27.1 ± 1.4 6.5 ± 1.1 

Intercropping 

Intercrop legume 

Mungbean 35.5 ± 1.6 13.8 ± 1.1 11.9 ± 1.3 25.7 ± 1.8 6.4 ± 0.8 30.5 ± 2.5 11.0 ± 1.8 11.4 ± 1.0 23.3 ± 1.4 5.0 ± 0.4 

Soybean 41.0 ± 2.0 16.7 ± 0.6 14.3 ± 1.3 28.3 ± 1.6 6.3 ± 0.7 36.0 ± 4.1 13.3 ± 1.5 14.1 ± 0.9 26.0 ± 2.1 4.5 ± 0.4 

LSD (p=0.05) 1.6 0.8 1.3 1.4 ns2/ 1.1 1.5 0.9 0.7 0.4 

Planting pattern1/ 

ASR 39.8 ± 2.1 16.2 ± 0.7 14.3 ± 1.0 27.9 ± 1.3 6.3 ± 0.8 34.6 ± 3.2 13.7 ± 1.3 13.5 ± 0.7 25.4 ± 1.6 5.6 ± 0.3 

ADR 36.7 ± 1.5 14.3 ± 1.0 11.9 ± 1.6 26.2 ± 2.2 6.4 ± 0.7 31.9 ± 3.4 10.6 ± 2.0 12.0 ± 1.2 23.9 ± 1.9 3.8 ± 0.4 

LSD (p=0.05) 1.6 0.8 1.3 1.4 ns 1.1 1.5 0.9 0.7 ns 

Time of seeding 

Simultaneous 35.8 ± 1.7 13.6 ± 1.4 11.9 ± 1.3 26.0 ± 2.3 6.4 ± 0.8 30.8 ± 2.9 11.1 ± 1.9 11.0 ± 1.4 22.5 ± 1.8 5.2 ± 0.5 

Staggered 40.7 ± 1.9 16.9 ± 0.3 14.3 ± 1.3 28.1 ± 1.1 6.3 ± 0.6 35.7 ± 3.7 13.1 ± 1.4 14.4 ± 0.5 26.7 ± 1.6 4.2 ± 0.3 

LSD (p=0.05) 1.6 0.8 1.3 1.4 ns 1.1 1.5 0.9 0.7 0.4 

1/ ASR – Alternate single rows; ADR – Alternate double rows 

2/ ns – not significant at p=0.05 
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Table 3. Effect of planting pattern and time of seeding on biomass, cellulose, hemicelluloses, and starch contents 

of mungbean in 2009/10 and 2010/11. 

Treatment 
2009/10 2010/11 

Biomass, 
t ha-1 

Cellulose, 
% 

Hemi- 
celluloses, % 

Starch, 
% 

Biomass, 
t ha-1 

Cellulose, 
% 

Hemi- 
celluloses, % 

Starch, 
% 

Sole cropping 4.8 ± 1.3 33.1 ± 5.9 27.2 ± 7.5 15.6 ± 6.0 4.1 ± 0.5 29.3 ± 0.4 20.1 ± 0.8 24.4 ± 2.7 

Intercropping 
Planting pattern1/ 

ASR 3.0 ± 0.3 39.4 ± 2.9 22.1 ± 2.5 06.9 ± 0.7 3.0 ± 0.4 27.4±2.9 15.4±2.8 23.2±3.4 

ADR 4.1 ± 0.9 32.9 ± 3.3 19.4 ± 3.3 12.3 ± 3.5 3.5 ± 0.4 28.2±2.4 16.4±2.1 22.1±2.1 

LSD (p=0.05) 1.0 3.2 ns2/ 4.2 0.2 ns ns ns 

Time of seeding 

Simultaneous 2.8 ± 0.1 37.2 ± 3.8 13.2 ± 2.0 06.4 ± 0.8 2.7 ± 0.5 25.6±3.9 13.6±3.7 21.4±4.4 

Staggered 4.3 ± 1.0 35.0 ± 2.4 28.4 ± 3.8 12.8 ± 3.3 3.8 ± 0.4 29.9±1.3 18.1±1.2 23.9±1.2 

LSD (p=0.05) 1.0 ns ns 4.2 0.2 2.3 2.9 ns 

1/ ASR – Alternate single rows; ADR – Alternate double rows 

2/ ns – not significant at p=0.05 

 

Table 4. Effect of planting pattern and time of seeding on biomass, cellulose, hemicelluloses, and soluble sugar 

contents of soybean in 2009/10 and 2010/11. 

Treatment 

2009/10 2010/11 

Biomass, 
t ha-1 

Cellulose, 
% 

Hemi- 
celluloses, 

% 

Soluble 
sugars, % 

Biomass, 
t ha-1 

Cellulose, 
% 

Hemi- 
celluloses, 

% 

Soluble 
sugars, % 

Sole cropping 3.9 ± 0.8 30.1 ± 3.1 21.3 ± 2.7 9.5 ± 1.2 3.6 ± 0.7 34.0 ± 2.2 14.7 ± 2.5 6.5 ± 2.6 
Intercropping 
Planting pattern1/ 

ASR 2.9 ± 0.3 28.2 ± 2.8 19.8 ± 3.8 6.5 ± 1.1 2.5 ± 0.4 25.0 ± 0.8 10.4 ± 2.2 6.2 ± 1.7 
ADR 3.6 ± 0.9 26.7 ± 6.0 17.5 ± 4.5 8.3 ± 3.1 3.0 ± 0.4 27.8 ± 3.1 11.2 ± 4.2 4.7 ± 1.1 

LSD (p=0.05) 0.5 ns2/ ns ns 0.4 ns ns ns 
Time of seeding 

Simultaneous 2.8 ± 0.6 24.5 ± 4.5 16.5 ± 5.6 5.7 ± 2.0 2.2 ± 0.2 20.2 ± 1.7 8.6 ± 3.4 4.8 ± 1.2 
Staggered 3.6 ± 0.6 30.4 ± 4.3 20.9 ± 2.7 9.1 ± 2.2 3.3 ± 0.6 32.6 ± 2.2 13.0 ± 2.9 6.2 ± 1.5 

LSD (p=0.05) 0.5 4.8 3.5 2.6 0.4 2.9 4.3 ns 
1/ ASR – Alternate single rows; ADR – Alternate double rows 

2/ ns – not significant at p=0.05 

 

Bioethanol Yielding Chemical Substances 

Bioethanol yielding chemical substances, i.e. 

cellulose, hemi-cellulose, soluble sugar, and starch of 

intercropped sweet sorghum were reduced in 2010/11 

compared to 2009/10 (Table 1). However, the 

reduction was significant (P ≤ 0.05) for cellulose, 

soluble sugar and starch (12.1, 24.6 & 5.4%, 

respectively, in 2010/11 and 15.2, 27.0 & 6.3%, 

respectively, in 2009/10). Sole crop of sweet sorghum 

had significantly (P ≤ 0.05) greater contents of each 

of the substances compared to intercropping with 

mungbean (Appendix Table 1, Table 2). Only the 

hemi-cellulose content in 2009/10 (14.3%) and 

soluble sugar (26.0%) and starch (5.8%) contents in 

2010/11 were reduced significantly (P < 0.05) in 

sweet sorghum when intercropped with soybean 

compared to sole cropping.  

Cellulose content was significantly (P ≤ 0.01) reduced 

in the simultaneous seeding (11.1%) compared to the 

staggered seeding (13.1%) in 2010/11 (Appendix Table 

2, Table 2). There were two-way interactions 

(Appendix Table 2): for cellulose between legume 

type and time of seeding (Fig 2a) and between 

planting pattern and time of seeding (Fig 2b) in 

2009/10, and also between legume type and planting 

pattern in the 2010/11 (Fig 2c). According to the first, 

second and third interactions, cellulose content was 

highest in the combinations of soybean and staggered 

seeding (17.6%), ASR pattern and staggered seeding 

(17.3%), and soybean and ASR pattern (14.0%) while, 

the lowest was in the combination of mungbean and 

simultaneous seeding (11.3%), the ADR pattern and 

simultaneous seeding (12.2%) and mungbean with 

ADR pattern (8.6%), respectively. 
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Hemi-cellulose content was reduced significantly (P ≤ 

0.001) in the ADR pattern than the ASR pattern in 

2009/10 and was also influenced by two-way 

interactions: between legume type and time of 

seeding in the same year (Fig 2d), and between 

legume type and the planting pattern (Fig 2e) and 

also between planting pattern and the time of seeding 

(Fig. 2f) in 2010/11. Compared to hemi-cellulose 

content in the sole cropped sweet sorghum (16.3% in 

the first year and 14.9% in the second year, the 

minimal decrease was found in the combination of 

soybean and the staggered seeding (14.7%), soybean 

and the ASR pattern (14.3%) and the ASR pattern and 

staggered seeding (14.6%). The maximum decrease 

was in combination of mungbean and simultaneous 

seeding (9.9%), mungbean and the ADR pattern 

(10.0%), and ADR pattern and simultaneous seeding 

(9.8%), respectively. 

 

Soluble sugars in intercropped sweet sorghum were 

significantly lower (P ≤ 0.01) in intercropping with 

mungbean (25.7%) than with soybean (28.3%), in the 

ADR pattern (26.2%) than ASR pattern (27.9%) and 

in the simultaneous seeding (26.0%) than staggered 

seeding (28.1%) in 2009/10. In 2010/11, soluble 

sugar content of intercropped sweet sorghum was 

influenced by two-way interactions between the 

legume type and the time of seeding (Fig 2g) and 

between the planting pattern and the time of seeding 

(Fig 2h). According to the former interaction, the 

highest soluble sugars were in soybean and staggered 

seeding (27.1%) while the lowest in the mungbean 

and simultaneous seeding combination (20.1%). The 

soybean and staggered seeding combination 

significantly improved the soluble sugars to the level 

at par with the sole cropped sweet sorghum. The 

latter interaction showed the improvement of soluble 

sugars in the staggered seeding compared to 

simultaneous seeding regardless of the planting 

pattern.  

 

Starch content of sweet sorghum in intercropping was 

significantly influenced by the two-way interaction 

between legume type and the time of seeding in 

2010/11 (Fig 2i). The highest starch content was in 

soybean and staggered seeding combination (5.8%) 

whiles the lowest in mungbean and simultaneous 

seeding combination (4.7%). However, none of the 

interactions did yield starch at least at par with the 

sole cropped sweet sorghum. In mungbean, cellulose, 

hemicelluloses and starch contents were reduced in 

intercropping compared to sole stand and the 

reduction was significant for cellulose in 2010/11 

(26.9%), for hemicelluloses in the first (20.8%) and 

second (15.2%) years and for starch only in first year 

(9.6%) (P < 0.05). Similarly, cellulose content was 

also significantly reduced (P ≤ 0.001) in the ADR 

pattern (32.9%) compared to the ASR pattern (39.4%) 

in 2009/10 (Appendix Table 4, Table 3). 

 

In 2010/11, there was a two-way interaction between 

the planting pattern and the time of seeding for 

cellulose content (Appendix Table 4, Fig 3a), which 

showed the highest and significantly greater cellulose 

content in the combination of ASR pattern and 

staggered seeding (30.3%). The same combination 

had greater cellulose than mungbean sole crop. In 

2010/11, hemi-cellulose content in mungbean was 

significantly reduced (p ≤ 0.001) in the simultaneous 

seeding (14.4%) compared to staggered seeding 

(15.9%). In 2009/10, starch content in mungbean was 

significantly (P ≤ 0.05) reduced in the ASR pattern 

(6.9%) compared to ADR pattern (12.3%) and in the 

simultaneous seeding (6.4%) compared to staggered 

seeding (12.8%) (Table 3). Cellulose, hemicelluloses 

and soluble sugar contents in soybean were decreased 

in intercropping compared to its sole crop in both the 

years (Appendix Table 3, Table 4). But significant 

difference was found for cellulose in 2010/11 (P ≤ 

0.05) and for hemicelluloses in both the years (P ≤ 

0.05). The simultaneous seeding significantly reduced 

cellulose and hemicelluloses contents in both the 

years and soluble sugars in 2010/11 compared to 

staggered seeding (P ≤ 0.05) (Appendix Table 4, 

Table 4). There was a significant two-way interaction 

between planting pattern and time of seeding for the 

cellulose content in 2010/11 (Fig 3b): the highest 

cellulose content was in the ASR pattern and 
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staggered seeding combination (33.0%) followed by 

the ASR pattern and staggered seeding combination 

(32.2%) while, the lowest cellulose was in the 

simultaneous seeding and ASR pattern combination 

(17.1–23.3%).  

 

 

Fig. 2. Two-way interactions: between intercrop 

legume and planting pattern for cellulose (c) and 

hemicelluloses (e) in 2010/11; between intercrop 

legume and time of seeding for cellulose (a) and 

hemicelluloses (d) in 2009/10 and soluble sugar (g) 

and starch (i) in 2010/11; and between planting 

pattern and time of seeding for cellulose in 2009/10 

(b) and hemicelluloses and soluble sugar (h) in 

2010/11(Sole crop performance of sweet sorghum was 

shown by horizontal line). 

 

Bioethanol Yield 

Average bioethanol yield (BEY) of sweet sorghum-

legume intercropping significantly (P ≤ 0.001) 

decreased (10943.0 L ha-1) in 2010/11 compared to 

2009/10 (13992.0 L ha-1) (Table 1). The bioethanol 

yield was significantly (P ≤ 0.001) lower in the sweet 

sorghum-mungbean intercropping (12510.4 L ha-1 in 

2009/10 and 9721.0 L ha-1 in 2010/11) than sweet 

sorghum sole crop (15424.6 L ha-1 in 2009/10 and 

12516.0 L ha-1 in 2010/11) (Appendix Table 1). Sweet 

sorghum-soybean association produced BEY at par 

with the sole cropped sweet sorghum in 2009/10 

(15473.2 L ha-1) and in 2010/11 (12165.5 L ha-1) (P > 

0.05). Within intercropping, the BEY was 

significantly (p ≤ 0.001) influenced by planting 

pattern in 2009/10 whereby the ADR pattern 

decreased BEY (13057.2 L ha-1) compared to the ASR 

pattern (14926.4 L ha-1) (Appendix Table 5, Table 5). 

 

 

Table 5. The effect of type of legume, planting pattern and the time of seeding on bioethanol production of 

intercropping systems in 2009/10 and 2010/11. 

Treatment 2009/10 2010/11 

Sole cropping 15424.6 ± 789.0 12515.9 ± 1212.2 

Intercropping  

 Intercrop legume 

Mungbean 12510.4 ± 537.0 9720.9 ±  877.0 

Soybean 15473.2 ± 930.3 12165.5 ± 1275.3 

LSD (p=0.05) 700.0 441.0 

Planting pattern 

ASR1/ 14926.4 ± 755.8 11781.7 ± 1119.3 

ADR 13057.2 ± 711.6 10104.7 ± 1033.1 

LSD (p=0.05) 700.0 441.0 

Time of seeding 

Simultaneous 12109.3 ± 820.8 9160.2 ± 1023.2 

Staggered 15874.3 ± 646.5 12726.2 ± 1129.1 

LSD (p=0.05) 700.0 441.0 

1/ ASR – Alternate single rows; ADR – Alternate double rows 
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Fig. 3. Two-way interactions between planting 

pattern and time of seeding for cellulose contents in 

mungbean (a) and soybean (b) in 2010/11 (Sole crop 

performance of legumes is shown by horizontal line). 

 

Moreover there were two-way interactions (P ≤ 

0.001): between legume type and time of seeding in 

2009/10 (Fig 4a) and 2010/11 (Fig 4b), and between 

legume type and the planting pattern (Fig 4b) and 

between planting pattern and the time of seeing (Fig 

4d) in 2010/11. According to the first, second and 

third interactions, BEY was highest in soybean and 

staggered seeding (13410.0–16673.0 L ha-1), soybean 

and the ASR pattern (12750.0 L ha-1) and ASR pattern 

and staggered seeding (13093.0 L ha-1) combinations 

where as was lowest in mungbean and simultaneous 

seeding (7402.0–9944.0 L ha-1), mungbean and the 

ASR pattern (8625.0 L ha-1) and the ADR pattern and 

simultaneous seeding (7850.0 L ha-1) combinations. 

 

 

Fig. 4. Two-way interactions for bioethanol yield of 

intercropping system: between intercrop legume and 

planting pattern in the 2010/11 (b), between intercrop 

legume and time of seeding in 2009/10 (a) and 

2010/11(c), and between planting pattern and time of 

seeding in 2010/11 (d). (Sole crop performance of 

sweet sorghum is shown by horizontal line). 

Discussions 

The above ground biomass (AGB) production of 

individual crops of sweet sorghum, mungbean and 

soybean was greater in sole stands than 

intercropping. Intercropping with mungbean reduced 

the AGB of sweet sorghum by 5.7 t ha-1 in 2009/10 

and by 6.2 t ha-1 in 2010/11. But with soybean, the 

reduction was 0.2 and 0.7 t ha-1 in 2009/10 and 

2010/11, respectively (P > 0.05). However, these 

reductions were attributed to inter-specific 

competition from legume (Egbe and Adeyemo, 2006). 

Mungbean has a faster growth and rapid ground 

cover formation than soybean (Dhope et al., 1992) 

and hence its more aggressive growth appeared to 

have affected the growth of sweet sorghum thus 

reducing AGB by 5.5 and 8.0 t ha-1 in 2009/10 and 

2010/11, respectively. This competition may have 

been aggravated by the high population used. As 

reported by Ranamukhaarachchi (1985), one-third to 

two-thirds of mungbean was found appropriate for 

corn-mungbean intercropping. Dhope et al. (1992), 

Subbian and Selvaraju (2000), and Singh and Jadhav 

(2003) also reported a greater yield reduction of 

sorghum in intercropping with mungbean or pigeon 

pea than with soybean. This decline in intercropping 

could be related to their spatial arrangements in the 

system leading to unfair acquisition of available soil 

and above ground resources (Beets, 1982; Sharma, 

1994; Egbe and Bar-Anyam, 2011). 

 

The AGB of sweet sorghum in the ADR pattern was 

significantly reduced during 2009/10 by 3.1 t ha-1 and 

by 2.7 t ha-1 during 2010/11, compared to ASR 

pattern. The reduction could be attributed to greater 

interference for resources (nutrients) by better 

growth of legume and mutual shading among sweet 

sorghum plants as a result of reduced spacing 

between its rows in the ADR pattern. However, the 

staggered seeding of sweet sorghum helped delay its 

emergence during the rapid growth period of the 

legume and thus separating peak resource requiring 

phases of the two component crops. Staggered 

seeding also facilitated the intercropped legume to 

complete most of its vegetative phase before the 
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linear growth phase of sweet sorghum begins and 

thus increasing the biomass yields of both component 

crops. Therefore staggered seeding gave higher AGB 

of sweet sorghum (by 4.9 t ha-1 in 2009/10 and 4.7 t 

ha-1 in 2010/11) than simultaneous seeding, and 

appreciably reducing the difference in the AGB of 

sweet sorghum due to legume from 7.0 t ha-1 in 

simultaneous seeding to 2.8 t ha-1 in staggered 

seeding and due to the planting pattern from 4.8 t ha-1 

in simultaneous seeding to 0.8 t ha-1 in staggered 

seeding in 2010/11. 

 

The interaction between legume type and time of 

seeding in 2010/11 showed that sweet sorghum 

intercropped with soybean in staggered seeding 

produced the highest AGB (37.4 t ha-1) compared to 

other treatment combinations. According to the 

interaction between planting pattern and the time of 

seeding, the ASR pattern and staggered seeding 

combination produced the highest AGB of 36.1 t ha-1 

compared to other treatment combinations. As 

explained above, these combinations had exposed 

sweet sorghum for favorable conditions, and hence 

increasing its AGB.  

 

The AGB of mungbean and soybean was also reduced 

in intercropping compared to their sole crops by 1.3 

and 0.7 t ha-1, respectively, during 2009/10 and 0.8 

and 0.9 t ha-1, respectively, during 2010/11. The AGB 

of legume was also influenced by planting pattern and 

the time of seeding. Row arrangement determines the 

volume of soil accessible to each component crop and 

hence accessibility to resources in intercropping 

(Baker, 1978). Wider spacing (60 cm) in the ADR 

pattern helped legume use sunlight and the available 

soil resources more than in the ASR pattern. This 

resulted in greater AGB of the legume in the ADR 

pattern. Similar findings were also reported by 

Rashid et al. (2002) where the ASR pattern reduced 

vegetative growth of mungbean more than in the ADR 

pattern. The reduction also occurred when sweet 

sorghum was seeded simultaneously compared to 

staggered seeding. The former had more shading on 

legume than the latter. In addition, allelopathic 

effects of sweet sorghum have also been reported to 

be partly responsible for the reduction of AGB 

(Moosavi et al., 2011). 

 

The percentage of cellulose, hemi-cellulose, soluble 

sugars and starch decreased in the AGB of sweet 

sorghum when intercropped with legume, and such 

reductions were significant when associated with 

mungbean. The reduction in hemicelluloses was 

significant in 2009/10 and soluble sugars and starch 

in 2010/11 when associated with soybean. Although 

reasons for such reductions were not clear, shading 

and inter-plant competition promoted by the year 

effects may have altered assimilate partitioning and 

utilization among different processes, thus changing 

the composition of each vital substance. Cellulose, 

hemi-cellulose and soluble sugars in sweet sorghum 

were reduced more in intercropping with mungbean 

than soybean. These reductions could partly be 

attributed to the reduction in the AGB of sweet 

sorghum due to legume and partly due to 

competition. In intercropping with soybean, the 

reduction in AGB was negligible and hence the above 

substances were higher in concentrations.  

 

Changes in chemical composition in the biomass of 

intercropped sorghum were also reported by several 

others (Wanjari et al., 1994; Mpairwe et al., 2002; 

Rashid et al., 2002; Javanmard et al., 2008). Row 

pattern in additive mixtures alters the physico-

chemical characteristics of component crops (Tsubo 

et al., 2003; Azraf et al., 2006; Bildirici et al., 2009). 

In the current study, the ADR pattern reduced the 

cellulose, hemicellulose, soluble sugars and starch 

compared to the ASR pattern. Reductions in cellulose, 

hemi-cellulose and soluble sugar contents in AGB 

under simultaneous seeding compared to the 

staggered seeding were significant. However, the 

difference in starch content was insignificant between 

the two seeding times. The staggered seeding 

regardless of the type of legume and the row pattern 

produced cellulose, hemi-cellulose and soluble sugars 

at par with the sole cropped sweet sorghum. The 

reduction in differences of such substances could be 
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attributed to the separation of peak growth periods of 

legume and sweet sorghum and providing 

competition free period for the two components to 

proceed with synthesizing such substances as also 

observed by Nnko and Doto (1982).  According to the 

interaction between the legume type and the time of 

seeding, soybean combined with the staggered 

seeding decreased the difference in soluble sugars in 

2009/10, and cellulose and hemi-cellulose in 2010/11 

compared to sole cropping. Similarly, the interaction 

between the planting pattern and the time of seeding, 

the ASR pattern and staggered seeding combination 

also decreased the difference in the same substances 

between intercropped and sole cropped sweet 

sorghum, which may be due to reduced competition 

by ASR pattern and staggered seeding, thus providing 

the opportunity for normal/unaffected growth in 

intercropping compared to sole cropping.  

 

Cellulose and hemi-cellulose contents of intercropped 

mungbean significantly decreased compared to its 

sole cropping during both the years, but the starch 

content remained unchanged. The senescence of 

leaves associated with competition for resources and 

shading by tall sweet sorghum may have led to such 

difference. The reduction and increment in the 

contents of chemical substances in intercropping 

patterns were attributed to the interaction between 

row pattern and time of seeding. The row pattern 

through its exposure to different degree of shading 

significantly decreased the cellulose contents and 

improved the starch contents in 2009/10. As 

increasing tissues will increase maintenance 

respiration requirement, shading appeared to have 

reduced excessive tissue development and increases 

assimilate storage as a way to reduce impact of 

shading.  

 

In addition, the cellulose content of mungbean 

decreased while the starch content increased in the 

ADR pattern compared to the ASR pattern in 

2009/10. In the ADR pattern, more assimilates might 

have been transferred from vegetative to reproductive 

parts to support seed quality under increased 

competition, thus increasing the starch and 

decreasing the cellulose contents compared to the 

ASR pattern. Similarly, staggered seeding resulted in 

significant increase in the chemical substances in the 

AGB of mungbean in both the years compared to 

simultaneous seeding. Mungbean was heavily shaded 

by sweet sorghum in simultaneous seeding. The 

competition promoted assimilate partition towards 

developing seeds and the shading continued for a 

longer period thus resulting in the senescence of 

leaves and reducing chemical substances in AGB. 

Cellulose and hemi-cellulose decreased significantly 

in intercropped soybean compared to its sole 

cropping in 2010/11, but increased in the ADR 

pattern compared to the ASR pattern. In the 

staggered seeding, soybean produced greater 

cellulose, hemi-cellulose and soluble sugar contents 

than simultaneous seeding in 2009/10. According to 

the interaction between the planting pattern and the 

time of seeding in 2010/11, the ADR pattern and 

staggered seeding combination produced cellulose 

contents lower than sole cropped soybean. Therefore, 

the contents of chemical substances of soybean 

reduced in intercropping compared to the sole 

cropping and this agrees with the findings of 

Mahmoud et al. (1990) and Khan et al. (2002). 

 

Bioethanol yield from sweet sorghum in sole cropping 

was greater by 18% in the year 2009/10 and 22% in 

the year 2010/11 compared to the total BEY from 

sweet sorghum-mungbean intercropping system, but 

at par with the sweet sorghum-soybean intercropping 

system. Decrease in the AGB and its chemical 

substances led to the reduction of BEY by 12% in the 

ADR pattern compared to the ASR pattern during 

2009/10. The interaction between soybean and 

staggered seeding increased BEY by 8% (16672.6 L 

ha-1) in 2009/10 and 7% (13410.0 L ha-1) in 2010/11 

compared to sole cropped sweet sorghum, and in 

addition the ASR pattern and staggered seeding 

combination in 2010/11 also produced 13093.0 L ha-1 

which was 5% higher than sole cropped sweet 

sorghum. 
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Conclusions  

Biomass based bioethanol (BEY) production was 

found well suited for intercropping sweet sorghum 

with soybean compared to sole cropped sweet 

sorghum. Above ground biomass and composition of 

bioethanol yielding chemical substances of 

intercropped sweet sorghum were decreased in 

intercropping established with mungbean, alternate 

double row pattern and simultaneous seeding 

compared to that in intercropping established with 

soybean, alternate single row pattern and staggered 

seeding. The highest BEY was observed in sweet 

sorghum-soybean association established with 

alternate single row pattern and staggered seeding 

and the lowest was in sweet sorghum-mungbean 

intercropping established with alternate double row 

pattern and simultaneous seeding.  

 

Acknowledgements 

This research was partially funded by Higher 

Education Commission (HEC) of Pakistan and 

Agriculture Systems and Engineering Field of Study 

in Asian Institute of Technology (AIT), Thailand.  

 

References 

Antonopoulou G, Gavala HN, Skiadas IV, 

Angelopoulos K, Lyberatos G. 2008. Bio-fuels 

generation from sweet sorghum: fermentative 

hydrogen production and anaerobic digestion of the 

remaining biomass. Bioresource Technology, 99, 

110–119. 

 

Arshad M, Cheema TA, Ahmad S, Nawaz R, 

Sarfraz MS, Shrestha RP, Ranamukhaa-

rachchi SL. 2013. Yield comparison of non-

structural carbohydrates in sweet sorghum and 

legumes-based cropping systems. Communications in 

Soil Science and Plant Analysis, 44, 14, 2186–2206. 

 

Arshad M, Ranamukhaarachchi SL. 2012. 

Effects of Legume Type, Planting Pattern and Time of 

Establishment on Growth and Yield of Sweet 

Sorghum-Legume Intercropping. Australian Journal 

of Crop Science, 6, 1265–1274. 

Arshad M. 2012. Yield comparison of structural 

carbohydrates in sweet sorghum and legumes under 

sole and double cropping system. American-Eurasian 

J. Agric. & Environ. Sci. 12, 2, 210–223. 

 

Arshad M, Nawaz R, Shahnawaz M, Sarfraz MS, 

Ahmad S, Ranamukhaarachchi SL. 2014. Effect of 

legume type, nitrogen dose and air quality on biomass 

and bioethanol production in sweet sorghum-legume 

intercropping. Agriculture and Forestry, 60, 3, 257–274. 

 

Azraf H, Riaz A, Mahmood AN, Nazir MS. 

2006. Competitive performance of associated forage 

crops grown in different forage sorghum-legume 

intercropping systems. Pakistan Journal of 

Agricultural Sciences, 43, 1–2. 

 

Baker EFI. 1978. Mixed Cropping in Northern 

Nigeria. J. Cereals and Groundnuts, 14, 293–298. 

 

Beets WC. 1982. Multiple Cropping and Tropical 

Farming Systems. (Gower Publishing Company: 

Boulder, Colorado), Westview Press, pp 146. 

 

Berndes G, Hoogwijk M, Broek VDR. 2003. The 

contribution of biomass in the future global energy 

supply: a review of 17 studies. Biomass Bioenerg.,              

25, 1–28. 

 

Bildirici N, Aldemir R, Karsli MA, Dogan Y. 

2009. Potential Benefits of Intercropping Corn with 

Runner Bean for Small-sized Farming System. Asian-

Australian Journal of Animal Sciences, 22, 836–842. 

 

Billa E, Koullas DP, Monties B, Koukios 

EG.1997. Structure and composition of sweet 

sorghum stalk components. Industrial Crops and 

Products, 6, 297–302. 

 

Dajue L. 1995. Developing Sweet Sorghum to Meet 

the Challenge of Problems on Food, Energy and 

Environment in 21st Century. Retrieved on 6 April 

2011 from www.ifad.org/events/sorghum/b 

/LiDajue_developing.pdf.  

http://www.ifad.org/events/sorghum/b%20/LiDajue_developing.pdf
http://www.ifad.org/events/sorghum/b%20/LiDajue_developing.pdf


J. Bio. & Env. Sci. 2014 

 

49 | Arshad et al. 

Dhope AM, Mahakulkar BV, Wanjari SS, 

Sheker VB, Potdukhe NR. 1992. Intercropping of 

leguminous crops in newly evolved sorghum 

genotypes (SPV-669). Crop Res., 5, 207–211. 

 

DOA. 2012. Department of Agriculture, Ministry of 

agriculture, Thailand. Retrieved on 1st January, 2012 

from http://www.doa.go.th/  

 

Egbe OM, Adeyemo MO. 2006. Estimation of the 

effects of intercropped pigeonpea on the yield and yield 

components of maize in Southern Guinea Savanna of 

Nigeria. Journal of Sustainable Development in 

Agriculture and Environment, 2, 107–119.  

 

Egbe OM, Bar-Anyam MN. 2011. Effects of 

Sowing Density of Intercropped Pigeonpea with 

Sorghum on Biomass Yield and Nitrogen Fixation in 

Southern Guinea Savanna of Nigeria. Production 

Agriculture and Technology, 7, 1–14. 

 

Grassi G. 2000. Bioethanol-Industrial world 

perspectives. In ‘Renewable Energy World 2000’.               

p. 87–97. 

 

Griffee P. 2000. Saccharum officicarum (L.) Food 

and Agricultural Organisation (FAO) of the United 

States. Retrieved on 12 December from 

http://ecoport.org/ep?Plant=1884&entityType=PL**

**&entityDisplayCategory =full. 

 

IEA. 2011. World Energy Outlook. International 

Energy Agency, Paris. Retrieved on 5 January, 2012 

from http://www.iea.org/weo/. 

 

IJE (Institution of Japan Energy). 2006. In ‘Biomass 

Handbook’. (Eds ZZ Hua, ZP Shi ) pp 166–167.  

 

Javanmard A, Adel DN, AJ, Mohammad M, 

Hosein J. 2008. Forage yield and quality in 

intercropping of maize with different legumes as 

double-cropped. Food, Agriculture & Environment,    

7, 163–166.  

 

Kerr RA. 1998. The next oil crisis looms large and 

possibly close. Science, 281, 1128–1131. 

 

Khan SN, Ali A, Khan D, Minhas S. 2002. 

Economic feasibility of intercropping sugar beet in 

autumn planted sugarcane under various planting 

geopmetry. Pakistan Sugar Journal, 17, 10–12. 

 

Mahmoud EA, Khalil NA, Besheet SY. 1990. 

Effect of nitrogen fertilization and planting density on 

sugar beet. 2- Root weight, root, top and sugar 

quality. Proceeding of the 4th Conference on 

Agronomy. Cairo, 15–16 Sept., 11, 447–454. 

 

Moosavi, A, Reza TA, Abouzar A, Mohammad 

HG. 2011. Allelopathic effects of Aqueous extract of 

leaf stem and root of sorghum bicolor on seed, 

germination and seedling growth of Vigna radiata (L). 

Not. Sci. Biol., 3, 114–118. 

 

Mpairwe DR, Sabiiti EN, Ummuna NN, 

Tegegne A, Osuji P. 2002. Effect of intercropping 

cereal crops with forage legumes and source of 

nutrients on cereal grain yield and fodder dry matter 

yields. African Crop Sci. J., 10, 81–97. 

 

Nahar K. 2011. Sweet Sorghum: An Alternative 

Feedstock for Bioethanol. Iranica J of Energy & 

Environment, 2, 58–61. 

 

Nnko EN, Doto AL.1982. Intercropping maize or 

millet with sorghum with particular reference to 

planting schedule. Intercropping. In ‘Proceedings of 

the second symposium on intercropping in semi arid 

areas’ held at Morogoro,  Tanzania 4–7  August, 1980. 

 

Okigbo BN, Greenland DJ. 1976. Intercropping 

system in tropical Africa. In: Panic, RL, Sanchez, RA, 

Triplett GB (Eds). Multiple cropping. Am. Soc. Agron. 

Madison, Wis. p. 63–101. 

 

Parikka M. 2004. Global biomass fuel resources. 

Biomass Bioenergy, 27, 613–620. 

 

http://www.doa.go.th/
http://www.iea.org/weo/
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0378429008002116#bbib14
http://notulaebiologicae.ro/nsb/issue/view/158


J. Bio. & Env. Sci. 2014 

 

50 | Arshad et al. 

Pothisoong T, Jaisil P. 2011. Yield Potential, 

Heterosis and Ethanol Production in F1 Hybrids of 

Sweet Sorghum (Sorghum bicolor L.). KMITL Science 

and Technology Journal. 11, 1.  

 

Ranamukhaarachchi SL. 1985. Productivity of 

corn and mung bean intercropping systems with 

special reference to plant population, row spacing, 

and nitrogen rate in the dry zone of Sri Lanka. PhD 

Thesis, the Pennsylvania State University, USA. 

 

Rashid A, Himayatullah, Ahmad I, Aslam M. 

2002. Land equivalent ratio as influenced by planting 

geometry and legumes intercropping system. Pakistan 

Journal of Agricultural Research, 17, 373–378.  

 

Rattunde HFW, Zerbini E, Chandra S, Flower 

DJ. 2001. Stover quality of dual-purpose sorghums: 

genetic and environmental sources of variation. Field 

Crops Research, 71, 1–8. 

 

Sadasivam, Manickam. 2005. Biochemical 

Methods, Revised Second Edition. New Age 

International Publisher, New Delhi. pp 13–14. 

 

Sharma J.1994. Effect of fertility levels on maize + 

legume intercropping system under rainfed conditions. 

Indian Journal of Agronomy, 39, 382–385. 

 

Shrestha RP, Schmidt-Vogt D, Gnanavelrajah 

N. 2010. Relating plant diversity to biomass and soil 

erosion in a cultivated landscape of the eastern 

seaboard region of Thailand. Applied Geography,            

30, 606–617. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Singh PK, Jadhav AS. 2003. Intercropping of 

sorghum with pigeon pea, groundnut and soybean 

under varying planting geometry. Ind. J.  Dry land 

Agric Res. and Dev., 18, 126–129. 

 

Steel RGD, Torrie JH. 1980. Analysis of 

covariance, In; Principles and Procedures of 

Statistics: A Biometrical Approach. McGraw-Hill, 

New York. p. 401–437. 

 

Subbian P, Selvaraju R. 2000. Effect of row ratio 

on sorghum (Sorghum bicolor L.) + soybean (Glycine 

max L.) intercropping system in rainfed vertisols. 

Indian Journal of Agronomy, 45, 526–529. 

 

Tsubo M, Mukhala E, Ogindo HO, Walker S. 

2003. Productivity of maize-bean intercropping in a 

semi-arid region of South Africa. Water S.A., 29, 4. 

 

Wanjari SS, Mahakulkar BV, Potdukhe NR, 

Dhope AM, Shekar VB. 1994. Intercropping 

studies in sorghum (cv. CSH-14) under Akola 

conditions. Crop Research, 8, 428–430.  

 

Xiong S, Zhang Q, Zhang D, Olsson R. 2008. 

Influence of harvest time on fuel characteristics of 

five potential energy crops in northern China. 

Bioresource Technology, 99, 479–485. 

 

Zhao YL, Dolat A, Steinberger Y, Wang X,  

Osman A, Xie GH. 2009. Biomass yield and 

changes in chemical composition of sweet sorghum 

cultivars grown for biofuel. Field Crops Research, 111, 

55–64. 

 

 

http://www.sciencedirect.com/science?_ob=RedirectURL&_method=outwardLink&_partnerName=27983&_origin=article&_zone=art_page&_linkType=scopusAuthorDocuments&_targetURL=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.scopus.com%2Fscopus%2Finward%2Fauthor.url%3FpartnerID%3D10%26rel%3D3.0.0%26sortField%3Dcited%26sortOrder%3Dasc%26author%3DZhao,%2520Ya%2520Li%26authorID%3D8359043200%26md5%3D25ecba9cb87f75c1f651b9fc39c32da2&_acct=C000052592&_version=1&_userid=1402360&md5=4eaf4bae3f0571df7f1379555d86797c
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science?_ob=RedirectURL&_method=outwardLink&_partnerName=27983&_origin=article&_zone=art_page&_linkType=scopusAuthorDocuments&_targetURL=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.scopus.com%2Fscopus%2Finward%2Fauthor.url%3FpartnerID%3D10%26rel%3D3.0.0%26sortField%3Dcited%26sortOrder%3Dasc%26author%3DDolat,%2520Abdughani%26authorID%3D25723106500%26md5%3D79db70cf584b4abe845607090e4f7f6d&_acct=C000052592&_version=1&_userid=1402360&md5=eb329e143cab683af535e15384cca05d
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science?_ob=RedirectURL&_method=outwardLink&_partnerName=27983&_origin=article&_zone=art_page&_linkType=scopusAuthorDocuments&_targetURL=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.scopus.com%2Fscopus%2Finward%2Fauthor.url%3FpartnerID%3D10%26rel%3D3.0.0%26sortField%3Dcited%26sortOrder%3Dasc%26author%3DSteinberger,%2520Yosef%26authorID%3D7006376243%26md5%3Deff45a7334817159fc7b26843549878e&_acct=C000052592&_version=1&_userid=1402360&md5=64c491f9e6bb492bb32654426c07d8c4
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science?_ob=RedirectURL&_method=outwardLink&_partnerName=27983&_origin=article&_zone=art_page&_linkType=scopusAuthorDocuments&_targetURL=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.scopus.com%2Fscopus%2Finward%2Fauthor.url%3FpartnerID%3D10%26rel%3D3.0.0%26sortField%3Dcited%26sortOrder%3Dasc%26author%3DWang,%2520Xin%26authorID%3D7501851697%26md5%3D4b931b23a11e5a554a1b472cc319d772&_acct=C000052592&_version=1&_userid=1402360&md5=8d4fcf687f7495005065ffd5887dd08e
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science?_ob=RedirectURL&_method=outwardLink&_partnerName=27983&_origin=article&_zone=art_page&_linkType=scopusAuthorDocuments&_targetURL=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.scopus.com%2Fscopus%2Finward%2Fauthor.url%3FpartnerID%3D10%26rel%3D3.0.0%26sortField%3Dcited%26sortOrder%3Dasc%26author%3DOsman,%2520Amarjan%26authorID%3D7202452865%26md5%3D2e30f8930780816f0170851c70bf030d&_acct=C000052592&_version=1&_userid=1402360&md5=1ed977b8ff4c67973fbbe5fff2332614
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science?_ob=RedirectURL&_method=outwardLink&_partnerName=27983&_origin=article&_zone=art_page&_linkType=scopusAuthorDocuments&_targetURL=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.scopus.com%2Fscopus%2Finward%2Fauthor.url%3FpartnerID%3D10%26rel%3D3.0.0%26sortField%3Dcited%26sortOrder%3Dasc%26author%3DOsman,%2520Amarjan%26authorID%3D7202452865%26md5%3D2e30f8930780816f0170851c70bf030d&_acct=C000052592&_version=1&_userid=1402360&md5=1ed977b8ff4c67973fbbe5fff2332614
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science?_ob=RedirectURL&_method=outwardLink&_partnerName=27983&_origin=article&_zone=art_page&_linkType=scopusAuthorDocuments&_targetURL=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.scopus.com%2Fscopus%2Finward%2Fauthor.url%3FpartnerID%3D10%26rel%3D3.0.0%26sortField%3Dcited%26sortOrder%3Dasc%26author%3DXie,%2520Guang%2520Hui%26authorID%3D7202981419%26md5%3D023feb57a7171a20d72395f9eff35ab2&_acct=C000052592&_version=1&_userid=1402360&md5=8a4d03e4fefdd0e863a68400bac24d92
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/journal/03784290

