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Abstract 

The development of sorghum [Sorghum bicolor (L.) Moench] is influenced by genes that control sensitivity to 
photoperiod, and their interaction with photoperiod and temperature. While temperature influences development throughout 
the life cycle of plants, photoperiod influences the vegetative stage (from seedling emergence to panicle initiation). In order 
to simulate plant development, it is essential to know when sorghum plants first become sensitive to photoperiod, and how 
long that photoperiod sensitivity persists. Ten cultivars with different levels of photoperiod sensitivity were grown in pots 
under natural climatic conditions both in short days (SD: 8 h day-1) and long days (LD: 17 h d - l ) .  Plants were transferred 
at different times after seedling emergence from SD to LD and vice versa. The time to panicle initiation (PI) for each 
transfer treatment was detemfined. In cultivars that remained continuously in SD, the time to PI varied from 16 to 27 d, 
whereas, in continuous LD it varied from 22 to 37 d. The cultivars started reacting to photoperiod 4 -9  d after seedling 
emergence. After sensing photoperiod stimuli, inductive effects among cultivars persisted for 4-14 d in SD, and for 15-33 d 
in LD depending on their intrinsic photoperiod sensitivity. The sensitivity ended 2-5 d before panicle initiation. This 
interval, between completion of the photoperiod-inductive phase and the actual observation of PI under the microscope, 
represents the time required for the photoperiod-inductive stimulus to promote sufficient cell division and growth at the 
shoot apex for the morphological change to become visible as a shiny globular structure, We conclude that photoperiod 
sensitivity in these sorghum cultivars ends shortly before or at the PI stage. Our results support the assumptions followed in 
several crop simulation models that sorghum remains photoperiod-sensitive until the completion of the vegetative stage. 
© 1998 Elsevier Science B.V. 
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I.  Introduct ion  

Cult ivated sorghum [Sorghum bicolor (L.) 
Moench] was probably first domesticated in the 
E th iop ia -Sudan  region of  the northeastern quadrant 
of  Africa around the equator some 5000 years ago 

* Corresponding author. Fax: +91-40-241239; e-mail: alagar- 
swamy @ cgnet.com. 

(Doggett,  1965). However,  it is now grown widely 
throughout tropical, subtropical, and temperate envi- 
ronments ranging from 40°S in Argentina (0.72 Mha) 
up to 50°N in the Ukraine (0.07 Mha) ( F A t ,  1993). 
Adaptat ion to such a wide range of  growing condi- 
tions has been mainly facilitated by evolution of the 
photoperiod-response genes and their interaction with 
daylength and temperature so that the sorghum 
gerrnplasm adjusts time to flowering to the growing 
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season length (Quinby and Karper, 1945; Caddel and 
Weibel, 1971; Sorrells and Myers, 1982). The flow- 
ering stage is the most vulnerable stage to environ- 
mental stresses in development so that understanding 
the photothermal effects on time to flowering is the 
key to crop adaptation to variable environments. 

The period to flowering in cereals consists of a 
vegetative phase (germination to panicle initiation) 
and a reproductive phase (panicle initiation to flow- 
ering). The basic concept of photoperiod response 
was proposed for rice by Vergara and Chang (1969). 
Following this concept, Major (1980) developed a 
system to describe photoperiod response that could 
be applied to many crop species. Subsequently, Ver- 
gara and Chang (1985) and Roberts and Summer- 
field (1987) divided the vegetative phase into an 
initial pre-inductive period, and a later photoperiod- 
sensitive inductive period. The pre-inductive (some- 
times known as juvenile) period starts at germina- 
tion; during this period, plants are not sensitive to 
photoperiod. In the photoperiod-sensitive inductive 
period that follows, plants can change from vegeta- 
tive to reproductive development if exposed to ap- 
propriate inductive photoperiod. This basic under- 
standing of plant development has led to major 
advances in the ability to predict plant development 
in simulation models. 

The phenology subroutine of most crop simula- 
tion models operates on a similar set of assumptions 
about the pattern of crop development as explained 
earlier, and assumes that the photoperiod-sensitive 
phase ends at panicle initiation (PI) when the previ- 
ously vegetative meristem becomes reproductive 
(Jones and Kiniry, 1986; Alagarswamy et al., 1989; 
Godwin et al., 1989; Rosenthal et al., 1989; Penning 
de Vries et al., 1989; Alocilja and Ritchie, 1991). 
However, Collinson et al. (1992, 1993) indicated 
recently that in rice and soybean, the photoperiod 
influence persists for some time after the completion 
of floral initiation. It is therefore critical to know 
when the photoperiod-insensitive and - sensitive 
stages begin and end in sorghum in order to correctly 
implement photoperiod relationships in simulating 
plant development. 

The main objectives of this study involving di- 
verse sorghum cultivars were: (i) to determine the 
duration of photoperiod-insensitive pre-inductive pe- 
riod (al), (ii) to determine the duration of photope- 

riod-sensitive inductive period in long day (IL), and 
in short day (Is), (iii) to determine when the pho- 
toperiod-inductive period is completed, and (iv) to 
establish the relationship between PI and time to 
flowering. 

2. Material and methods 

2.1. Experiment I 

2.1.1. Plant husbandry and culture 

Ten sorghum cultivars of differing maturity and 
zone of adaptation were used in this study. Based on 
the differential response to photoperiod ranging from 
8 to 17 h day- :  (as determined by an other experi- 
ment), they were classified into three groups (Table 
1). Plants were grown under natural climatic condi- 
tions in 10.5 cm diameter plastic pots containing a 
4:1 mixture by volume of Vertisol and sand. Fertil- 
izer, di-ammonium phosphate (8 g pot -1) and urea 
(6 g pot- l ) ,  was mixed in the soil. The soil mixture 
in the pots was soaked with water for 1 h before 
sowing. In each pot, 20 seeds were sown on August 
1, 1992 and 1993. The seeds were covered with 
loose soil, and the pots were irrigated daily with tap 
water. The pots were thinned to 12 plants on the 6th 
day, and finally to 6 plants on the 15th day. Plants 
were protected periodically against shoot pests. 

2.1.2. Environmental conditions 

Plants were grown in long daylength (LD: 17 h 
d -1  ) and short daylength (SD: 8 h d -1) length 
conditions. For the LD treatment, the normal 
daylength (12.8 h d - l  ) was extended using an incan- 
descent bulb (40 W). For the SD treatment, galva- 
nized steel framed black cotton cloth enclosures (12 
m 3) were used. Each day, plants in SD treatment 
remained inside the enclosure only from 0600 to 
0830 h and from 1630 to 1830 h. The maximum and 
minimum temperatures, solar radiation, and rainfall 
were measured daily at the experiment site using an 
automatic weather recorder. The weekly mean data 
during the 8-week experimental period is presented 
in Fig. 1. Temperatures inside and outside the cloth 
enclosure were also measured on a few occasions. 

A split-plot completely randomized design with 
three replications was used, with daylength as main 
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Table 1 
EEffect of short daylength (SD) and long daylength (LD) on time to panicle initiation (PI) and durations of the photoperiod insensitive 
pre-inductive phase (al),  the photoperiod-sensitive inductive phase in SD ( I  s) and in LD (1 L) in sorghum cultivars (SE in parentheses) 

Group/  Time to Photoperiod Duration (d) r 2 
cultivar PI (d) sensitivity coefficient al is iL (%) 

(°Cd h -  1) 
SD LD 

Weakly sensitive / insensitive (I) 
CSH 1 21 28 43(6.4) 4.7(0.65) 10.7(0.92) 16.9(1.10) 84 
IRAT 204 16 22 l b 7.4(0.48) 8.1(0.75) 14.8(0.82) 92 
IS 3693 21 27 20(6.5) 6.9(0.66) 9.8(1.17) 15.8(1.23) 92 
Dorado 26 35 I b 8.9(0.92) 13.5(1.46) 22.6(1.57) 89 

Moderately sensitive 
E 35-1 27 43 110(27.9) 8.9(0.67) 13.7(1.10) 29.6(1.5) 96 
S 35 22 37 91(17.2) 7.8(0.53) 10.6(0.79) 25.3(1.0) 94 

Highly sensitive 
Frarnida 17 31 221(82.9) 6.3(0.15) 4.2(0.23) 18.0(0.3l) 98 
IS 2284 15 30 152(19.8) 6.5(0.14) 3.7(0.20) 18.9(0.31) 97 
Naga White 14 29 131(21.3) 4.4(0.15) 4.8(0.21) 20.3(0.32) 98 
Seredo 20 50 194(47.0) 9.3(0.58) 8.0(0.76) 33.2(1.5) 96 

aDegree days delay in time to flowering per hour delay in daylength above critical photoperiod. Results are from a separate experiment. 
bInsensitive below 15.5 h d -~. 

plot and genotypes as subplots. Within each subplot, 
pots were completely randomized every week to 
minimize environmental influences. From each repli- 
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Fig. 1. Weekly mean maximum (©), minimum ( ~ )  temperatures, 
radiation ( zx ), and cumulative rainfall (bars) for the 8-week period 
of the experiment during 1992 (A) and 1993 (B). 

cation, one randomly selected pot was transferred 
after seedling emergence from LD to SD and vice 
versa daily in 1992, and on alternate days in 1993. 
Three pots in each replication were kept continu- 
ously in both LD and SD without reciprocal transfer, 
and were designated as control treatment plants. The 
plants from these pots were used to determine the 
time to PI in LD and SD. Individual plants were 
dissected for each transfer time and examined under 
a dissecting microscope to determine the time to PI. 
Eastin (1972) and Powers et al. (1980) provide illus- 
trations of panicle development from inception 
through panicle initiation in sorghum and pearl mil- 
let. In our study, it was considered that the PI stage 
has occurred when the vegetative apical meristem 
elongated to 0.5 mm size as a glossy, globular 
structure just before the appearance of the primary 
panicle branch primordia on the floral apex. This 
corresponds to Figure 15-2 of Eastin (1972). 

2.1.3. Analytical methods 
A new nonlinear holistic statistical approach has 

been developed by Ellis et al. (1992) to objectively 
assess the duration of al, I L and 1 s from the obser- 
vations of time to PI for plants reciprocally shifted 
(t c) from LD to SD and vice versa. The time to PI 
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( f )  for all reciprocal treatments can be defined as 
suggested by Ellis et al. (1992) using the following 
four equations. 
For transfers from LD to SD: 

f = al + I s when t c < a I , 

(including SD control where t c = 0), (1) 

f =  t c + I s -- ( t  c -- a l ) I s / l  L 

Xwhen a l < t  c < a  I + I L, (2) 

f =  a 1 + I L when t c > a 1 + I L . (3) 

For transfers from SD to LD: 

f = a l  +IL when t c<aj ,  

(including LD control where t c = 0), 

f =  t c + I L -  ( t ~ -  a l ) I L / I  s 

×when a 1< t c < a  I + I s , (4) 

f = a ~ + I  s w h e n t ~ > a  l + I  s 

The detailed derivations for these equations are pro- 
vided by Ellis et al. (1992). A GENSTAT program, 
specially written at Plant Environment Laboratory of 
University of Reading, UK, was used in this study to 
analyze the data obtained from these reciprocal- 
transfer experiments. This program uses the princi- 
pals of FITNONLINEAR directives of GENSTAT 
V, Release 3 (GENSTAT 5 Committee, 1993). The 
FITNONLINEAR directive is an iterative procedure 
which requires initial estimates of a~, I L and I s. The 
initial parameter values were estimated graphically 
from experimental data and used as input to the 
program. Since time to PI is a continuous variable, 
the data was log transformed and used in the itera- 
tive procedure. 

2.2. Experiment H 

Six sorghum cultivars (CSH 1, Seredo, E 35-1, IS 
2284, Naga White, and Framida) were grown under 
three photoperiods: short daylength (SD: 10 h d- I ) ,  
normal daylength (ND: 12.8 h d- l ) ,  and long 
daylength (LD: 17 h d- l ) .  Plant husbandry, culture, 
and experimental design (with four replications) were 
similar to Experiment I. Each day, plants in the SD 
treatment remained inside the cloth enclosure (as 
described in Experiment I) only from 0600 to 0730 h 
and from 1730 to 1830 h. Since both the experiments 

were located next to each other, daily weather condi- 
tions for this experiment was similar to Experiment 
I. The time to PI was determined as in Experiment I. 
After the attainment of PI in each of the three 
daylength treatments, three plants were retained in 
each pot and plants from all three treatments were 
grown subsequently under ND conditions until flow- 
ering stage. Time to 50% flowering was recorded in 
each plant when pollen grains were shed from an- 
thers in the top half of the panicle. 

3. Results 

Daily weather conditions during the experimental 
period are presented in Fig. 1. There were 28 rainy 
days during 1992 and 21 d in 1993, and both maxi- 
mum and minimum temperatures fluctuated 
marginally. The temperatures insid~ the cloth enclo- 
sure used in the SD treatment_were generally higher 
by 1-2°C than outside, but only when the covers 
were applied at 1630 h. There was no differences in 
temperature inside and outside the enclosure when 
covers were applied in the morning hours. Since 
cloth covers were used as light-out shelter in SD 
treatments, it was assumed that there was free gas 
exchange inside and outside the cloth cover prevent- 
ing likelihood of abnormal build up of CO 2 beyond 
the 350 /zmol mol-1 inside the enclosure that might 
delay development of plants. 

Plants in all cultivars studied reached PI stage in 
both continuous 8 and 17 h d -1 length treatments 
since most cultivated sorghum germplasm shows 
quantitative SD photoperiod response (Quinby and 
Karper, 1945). The LD treatment delayed PI com- 
pared with the SD treatment (Table 1). The delay 
was least in IRAT 204 (6 d) and greatest in Seredo 
(30 d). The delay in PI among cultivars between SD 
and LD was related to their intrinsic photoperiod 
sensitivity. In the weakly sensitive group, the delay 
ranged from 6 to 9 d while in the highly sensitive 
group it ranged from 14 to 30 d. 

The nonlinear holistic model described the re- 
sponse of all cultivars (Figs. 2-4); the r 2 values 
ranged from 84 to 98% (Table 1). In this study, very 
short (8 h d -~ ) and very long (17 h d - l )  photoperi- 
ods were used for the reciprocal treatments. The long 
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Fig. 2. Time from seedling emergence to panicle initiation (PI) for plants transferred from SD to LD (°) and from LD to SD ( • ) at various 
times after seedling emergence in cultivars from the weakly sensitive/insensitive group. Solid lines are fitted lines from the nonlinear 
regression model. Arrow marks indicate the time to PI in continuous SD and LD. 
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photoperiod was beyond the critical or minimum 
threshold photoperiod, which ranged from 11 to 13 
h, above which sorghum responds to changes in 
photoperiod (Alagarswamy and Ritchie, 1991). In 
view of this experimental condition, the response of 
cultivars, despite their intrinsic differences in pho- 
toperiod sensitivity, was remarkably similar to the 
reciprocal treatments. However, the magnitude of 
response to photoperiod was different among them. 

The durations of a l, I L and I s were determined 
using the holistic regression analysis (Table 1). The 
value of a I varied from 4 d in Naga White to 9 d in 
Seredo. The duration of a 1 as a proportion of time to 
PI varied from 22 to 47% in SD and 15 to 33% in 
LD. Under SD, the highly sensitive group required 
on an average only 5 inductive cycles ( I  s) to pro- 
mote PI, compared with 11 inductive cycles in the 

other two groups. In LD, the highly sensitive group 
required on an average 23 inductive cycles (IL), 
compared with 17 inductive cycles required in the 
weakly sensitive group. In most of the cultivars 
examined, the photoperiod-sensitive period I L and 
I s ended 3 -7  d before completion of PI (Figs. 2-4).  
In IRAT 204, the end of the photoperiod-inductive 
period almost coincided with the occurrence of PI. 

4. Discuss ion 

In understanding and modelling plant develop- 
ment in cereals, it is commonly assumed that: (i) the 
vegetative stage is most sensitive to photoperiod but 
temperature influences all developmental stages, and 
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(ii) the response to photoperiod is usually completed 
by the time the meristem becomes reproductive. The 
support for these assumptions originated from field 
studies in which crop development was determined 
from crops sown at different times (Hay, 1986; 
Martin et al., 1993) and from studies where plants 
were reciprocally transferred from SD to LD in 
growth chambers (Kiniry et al., 1983; Wilkerson et 
al., 1989). Delays in floral initiation due to maturity 
type or non-optimal daylength have been directly 
related to time to flowering in maize (Hunter et al., 
1974; Kiniry et al., 1983), in soybean (Mayers et al., 
1991), and in temperate cereals (Lopez-Castaneda 
and Richards, 1994). Results of this study also indi- 
cated the importance of the duration of the initial 
vegetative stage in determining the time to flowering 
in photoperiods ranging from 10 to 17 h d-1 (Fig. 
5). This remarkable and consistent relation across 
crops is understandable because the duration of the 
vegetative phase determines the total number of leaf 
primordia to be initiated, and subsequently all leaves 
must emerge and expand to their full size before 
flowering can occur. It is important therefore to 
determine the duration of the vegetative phase in 
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Fig. 5. Relation between the time to panicle initiation and the time 
to flowering in sorghum cultivars grown under 10 h (D),  12.8 h 
(zx), and 17 h ( • )  daylengths. (Data are from Experiment II.) 

order to reliably predict time to flowering and total 
crop duration in crop simulation models. 

4.1. Duration of the vegetative phase 

The basic vegetative phase (BVP) is the minimum 
duration from seedling emergence to PI at very short 
photoperiod (Vergara and Chang, 1969). Major and 
Kiniry (1991) indicated that the BVP is the sum of 
the photoperiod-insensitive juvenile period and the 
photoperiod-inductive period (PIP). One of the main 
causes for low yields in several crops that show 
quantitative short daylength response is their preco- 
cious flowering behavior under the short daylength 
and warm temperatures that exist in and around the 
equator. Rapid development and the early cessation 
of the vegetative phase normally lead to smaller 
plants. Under such conditions, one way suggested to 
prevent precocious flowering is to utilize germplasms 
with a long juvenile period. Since the juvenile period 
is insensitive to photoperiod, such lines will flower 
late even under short days. Genetic variations for 
juvenile period have been shown in soybean 
(Wilkerson et al., 1989; Collinson et al., 1993). For 
successful low-latitude adaptation of soybean origi- 
nating from higher latitudes, the use of cultivars with 
longer juvenile period has been suggested (Parvez 
and Gardner, 1987; Hinson, 1989; Kiihl and Garcia, 
1989; Lawn, 1989; Neumaier and James, 1993). 
Results from several studies showed that sorghum 
genotypes differed in time to PI even when grown 
under a 10-h daylength (Caddel and Weibel, 1971; 
Quinby et al., 1973; Major et al., 1990). Since the 
daylength in these studies was < 10 h, any genetic 
differences in time to PI could likely be due to 
differences in duration of juvenile period. The dura- 
tion of the juvenile period among the cultivars used 
in this study varied from 5 to 9 d. However, results 
from Alagarswamy and Ritchie (1991) indicated that 
the juvenile period among 25 sorghum lines ranged 
from 10 to 23 d. The existing information indicates 
the presence of genetic differences in juvenile period 
within sorghum germplasms. There are opportunities 
for utilizing a long juvenile period to breed early 
sorghum that is required in some agronomic niches 
near the equator. This approach might prevent 
sorghum from flowering too early in SD conditions. 
However, the use of the juvenile trait in improving 
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the adaptability of sorghum to SD conditions needs 
to be evaluated. 

4.2. Duration of photoperiod-sensitive period 

In the analysis of reciprocal experiments, the time 
from seedling emergence to PI was used to deter- 
mine the durations of photoperiod-sensitive and -in- 
sensitive intervals. Previously, graphical (Kiniry et 
al., 1983) and segmental regression (Wilkerson et al., 
1989) methods were generally used. Recently, a new 
nonlinear holistic statistical approach developed by 
Ellis et al. (1992) was successfully used in rice and 
soybean (Collinson et al., 1992, 1993). Results from 
the present study indicate that this holistic method 
also estimated the durations of a 1, I L and I s in 
sorghum. 

The duration of the photoperiod-inductive period 
(PIP) is determined by the presence of photoperiod 
genes and their interaction with the prevailing pho- 
toperiod and temperature. The duration of PIP under 
short and optimal photoperiod ( <  10 h d -1) is said 
to be constant in soybean (Wilkerson et al., 1989). 
The duration of PIP in sorghum, unlike in soybean, 
ranged from 4 to 14 d in SD and from 15 to 33 d in 
LD (Table 1). The sorghum germplasm that origi- 
nated around the equator is known to be very sensi- 
tive to even small changes ( <  15 min) in daylength 
(Goldsworthy, 1984). The cultivars from the highly 
sensitive group of this study all originated from near 
the equator, and their relative photoperiod sensitivity 
ranged from 130 to 220°Cd for every hour increase 
in photoperiod beyond a critical threshold (Table 1). 
Strong photoperiod sensitivity is the characteristic of 
West African sorghum germplasm that enables it to 
flower nearly at the same time irrespective of sowing 
time (Kassam and Andrews, 1976). This germplasm 
has evolved a fine-tuned phenological survival 
mechanism that adjusts flowering and maturity to the 
most productive time relative to the availability of 
soil moisture. 

4.3. End of the photoperiod-inductive period 

In most crop simulation models, it is assumed that 
the end of PIP coincides with PI (Jones and Kiniry, 
1986; Alagarswamy et al., 1989; Godwin et al., 
1989; Rosenthal et al., 1989; Penning de Vries et al., 

1989; Alocilja and Ritchie, 1991). From a reciprocal 
transfer study, Kiniry et al. (1983) indicated that the 
photoperiod-inductive period in maize plants began 
4-8  d before the end of BVP and ended around the 
time of tassel initiation or soon thereafter. However, 
recently, Collinson et al. (1992) showed from a 
similar experiment on rice that PI occurred after 80% 
of PIP. This indicates that plants remain photope- 
riod-sensitive for a very short period after comple- 
tion of PI. Results from the present study clearly 
showed that PIP in all 10 cultivars ended a few days 
before PI was observed under both SD and LD (Figs. 
2-4). The reason for differences between rice and 
sorghum in the end of PIP in relation to the occur- 
rence of PI needs further examination. 

Sorghum plants reach the PI when an enlarged 
and glossy globular structure can be seen under the 
microscope at the tip of the vegetative meristem. 
This enlargement of the shoot apex in most cereals 
results from the contemporaneous expansion of leaf 
and panicle primordia. The interval between the 
completion of PIP and appearance of the globular 
structure under a microscope probably represents the 
time required for the photoperiod-inductive stimulus 
to promote cell division and expansion sufficient for 
the morphological change to become visible in the 
shoot apex. Further, in SD plants, the shoot apex 
needs an inductive photoperiod for a short time after 
receiving the photoperiod-inductive stimulus from 
the leaves for the formation of a normal panicle. If 
plants experience noninductive photoperiod immedi- 
ately after receiving the inductive stimulus, reproduc- 
tive primordia can revert back to vegetative state, 
producing leafy structures instead of a panicle (Pugs- 
ley, 1966; Ong and Everard, 1979). 

Since development is a progression of responses 
to the environment, there are historic as well as 
current effects of environment on development 
(Slafer and Rawson, 1994). From experiments in 
which wheat plants were transferred between differ- 
ent photoperiod treatments, Slafer and Rawson (1995) 
supported their earlier proposal that both current 
photoperiod and a 'memory' of the past photoperiod 
affect development of wheat. Whether sorghum de- 
velopment beyond PI is influenced by current pho- 
toperiod or by 'memory' cannot be answered from 
the present study because the experiments were ter- 
minated when the plants were already committed to 
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PI. However, an earlier study in which plants re- 
mained in SD (9 h d -1) conditions until PI was 
completed and were subsequently transferred to vari- 
ous photoperiods ranging from 9 to 18 h d-I  until 
flowering indicates no current or 'memory' effects 
of photoperiod on development beyond PI in sorghum 
(Alagarswamy, 1993). This finding, in conjunction 
with the results reported here, supports the assump- 
tion followed in the phenology subroutines of the 
CERES Sorghum crop simulation model that the 
photoperiod-sensitive phase ends at PI when the 
meristem turns from vegetative to reproductive. 

Acknowledgements 

We gratefully acknowledge the excellent technical 
support given by Mr. P.V.D.M. Rao, Agronomy 
Division, ICRISAT. We thank Dr. R.H. Ellis, Uni- 
versity of Reading, UK, for having provided the 
special GENSTAT program for the analysis of recip- 
rocal-transfer experiments. The authors are grateful 
to the two Field Crops Research referees for their 
useful comments and suggestions which greatly 
helped to improve the paper. 

References 

Alagarswamy, G., 1993. Determination of genetic coefficients 
necessary to simulate phenology in selected sorghum cultivars. 
In: ICRISAT Cereal Program Annual Report 1992. Interna- 
tional Crops Research Institute for the Semiarid Tropics, 
Patancheru 502 324, Andhra Pradesh, India, pp. 13-15. 

Alagarswamy, G., Ritchie, J.T., 1991. Phasic development in 
CERES Sorghum model. In: Hodges, T. (Ed.), Predicting Crop 
Phenology. CRC Press, Boca Raton, FL, pp. 143-152. 

Alagarswamy, G., Ritchie, J.T., Godwin, D.C., Singh, U., 1989. A 
User's Guide to CERES Sorghum, V2.00. International Fertil- 
izer Development Center, Muscle Shoals, AL, USA, 86 pp. 

Alocilja, E.C., Ritchie, J.T., 1991. A model for the phenology of 
rice. In: Hodges, T. (Ed.), Predicting crop phenology. CRC 
Press, Boca Raton, FL, pp. 181-189. 

Caddel, J.L., Weibel, D.E., 1971. Effect of photoperiod and 
temperature on the development of sorghum. Agron. J. 63, 
799-803. 

Collinson, S.T., Ellis, R.H., Summerfield, R.J., Roberts, E.H., 
1992. Durations of the photoperiod-sensitive and photoperiod- 
insensitive phases of development to flowering in four culti- 
vars of rice (Oryza sativa L.). Ann. Bot. 70, 339-346. 

Collinson, S.T., Summerfield, R.J., Ellis, R.H., Roberts, E.H., 
1993. Durations of the photoperiod-sensitive and photoperiod- 
insensitive phases of development to flowering in four culti- 

vars of soyabean [Glycine max (L.) Merrill]. Ann. Bot. 71, 
389-394. 

Doggett, H., 1965. The development of cultivated sorghum. In: 
Hutchinson, J.B. (Ed.), Essays on Crop Plant Evolution. Cam- 
bridge Univ. Press, 50 pp. 

Eastin, J.D., 1972. Photosynthesis and translocation in relation to 
plant development. In: Ganga Prasad Ran, N., House, L.R. 
(Eds.), Sorghum in Seventies. Oxford & IBH Publishing, New 
Delhi, India, pp. 214-246. 

Ellis, R.H., Collinson, S.T., Hudson, D., Patefield, W.M., 1992. 
The analysis of reciprocal transfer experiments to estimate the 
durations of the photoperiod-sensitive and photoperiod-insen- 
sitive phases of plant development: an example in soya bean. 
Ann. Bot. 70, 87-92. 

FAO, 1993. Year Book--Production, 47, 63. 
GENSTAT 5 Committee, 1993. GENSTAT 5 Reference Manual, 

Release 3. Oxford Univ. Press, Oxford, 796 pp. 
Godwin, D.C., Ritchie, J.T., Singh, U., Hunt, L.A., 1989. A 

User's Guide to CERES-Wheat, V2.10. International Fertilizer 
Development Center, Muscle Shoals, AL, USA. 85 pp. 

Goldsworthy, P.R., 1984. Crop growth and development: the 
reproductive phase. In: Goldsworthy, P.R., Fischer, N.M. 
(Eds.), The Physiology of Field Crops. Wiley, New York, pp. 
163-212. 

Hay, R.K.M., 1986. Sowing date and the relationship between 
plant and apex development in winter cereals. Field Crops 
Res. 14, 321-337. 

Hinson, K., 1989. Use of a long juvenile trait in cultivar develop- 
ment. In: Pascale, A.J. (Ed.), World Soybean Research Con- 
ference IV. AASOJA, Argentina, pp. 983-987. 

Hunter, R.B., Hunt, L.A., Kannenberg, L.W., 1974. Photoperiod 
and temperature effects on corn. Can. J. Plant Sci. 54, 71-78. 

Jones, C.A., Kiniry, J.R., 1986. CERES-Maize: a Simulation 
Model of Maize Growth and Development. Texas A&M Uni- 
versity Press, College Station, 194 pp. 

Kassam, A.H., Andrews, D.J., 1976. Effects of sowing date on 
growth, development and yield of photosensitive sorghum at 
Samaru, Northern Nigeria. Exp. Agric. 11,227-240. 

Kiihl, R.A.S., Garcia, A. 1989. The use of the long-juvenile trait 
in breeding soybean cultivars. In: Pascale, A.J. (Ed.), World 
Soybean Research Conference IV. AASOJA, Argentina, pp. 
994-1000. 

Kiniry, J.R., Ritchie, J.T., Musser, R.L., Flint, E.P., Iwig, W.C., 
1983. The photoperiod-sensitive interval in maize. Agron. J. 
75, 687-690. 

Lawn, R.J., 1989. Agronomic and physiological constraints to the 
productivity of tropical grain legumes and prospects for im- 
provement. Exp. Agric. 25, 509-528. 

Lopez-Castaneda, C., Richards, R.A., 1994. Variation in temper- 
ate cereals in rainfed environments: II. Phasic development 
and growth. Field Crops Res. 37, 63-75. 

Major, D.J., 1980. Photoperiod response characteristics control- 
ling flowering of nine crop species. Can. J. Plant Sci. 60, 
777-784. 

Major, DJ., Kiniry J.R., 1991. Predicting daylength effects on 
phenological processes. In: Hodges, T. (Ed.), Predicting Crop 
Phenology. CRC Press, Boca Raton, FL, pp. 15-28. 



10 G. Alagarswarny et al. / Field Crops Research 55 (1998) 1-10 

Major, D.J., Rood, S.B., Miller, F.R., 1990. Temperature and 
photoperiod effects mediated by the sorghum maturity genes. 
Crop Sci. 30, 305-310. 

Martin, R.J., Gillespie, R.N., Knight, T.L., 1993. Prediction of 
reproductive growth stages in barley. New Zealand J. Crop 
Hort. Sci. 21, 73-185. 

Mayers, J.D., Lawn, R.J., Byth, D.E., 1991. Agronomic studies on 
soybean [Glycine max (L.) Merill] in the dry season of the 
tropics: I. Limits to yield imposed by phenology. Aust. J. 
Agric. Res. 42, 1075-1092. 

Neumaier, N., James, A.T., 1993. Exploiting the long-juvenile 
trait to improve adaptation of soybeans to the tropics. ACIAR 
Food Legume Newslett. 18, 12-14. 

Ong, C.K., Everard, A., 1979. Short day induction of flowering in 
pearl millet (Pennisetum typhoides) and its effect on plant 
morphology. Exp. Agric. 15,401-411. 

Parvez, A.Q., Gardner, F.P., 1987. Daylength and sowing date 
responses of soybean lines with long juvenile trait. Crop Sci. 
27, 305-310. 

Penning de Vries, F.W.T., Jansen, D.M., Ten Berge, H.F.M., 
Bakema, A., 1989. Simulation of Ecophysiological Processes 
of Growth in Several Annual Crops. PUDOC, Wageningen, 
271 pp. 

Powers, D., Kanemasu, E.T., Singh, P., Kreitner, G., 1980. Floral 
development of pearl millet [Pennisetum americanum (L.) K. 
Schum]. Field Crops Res. 3, 245-265. 

Pugsley, A.T., 1966. The photoperiodic sensitivity of some spring 
wheats with special reference to the variety Thatcher. Aust. J. 
Agric. Res. 17, 591-599. 

Quinby, J.R., Karper, R.E., 1945. The inheritance of three genes 

that influence time to floral initiation and maturity date in 
milo. Agron. J. 37, 916-936. 

Quinby, J.R., Hesketh, J.D., Voigt, R.L., 1973. Influence of 
temperature and photoperiod on floral initiation and leaf num- 
ber in sorghum. Crop Sci. 13, 243-246. 

Roberts, E.H., Summerfield, R.J., 1987. Measurement and predic- 
tion of flowering in annual crops. In: Atherton, J.G. (Ed.), 
Manipulation of Flowering. Butterworth, London, pp. 17-50. 

Rosenthal, W.D., Vanderlip, R.A., Jackson, B.S., Arkin, G.F., 
1989. SORKAM: A Grain Sorghum Crop Growth Model. The 
Texas Agricultural Experiment Station Computer Document 
Series, 205 pp. 

Slafer, G.A., Rawson, R.M., 1994. Sensitivity of wheat phasic 
development to major environmental factors: a reexamination 
of some assumptions made by physiologists and modelers. 
Aust. J. P1. Physiol. 21,393-426. 

Slafer, G.A., Rawson, R.M., 1995. Development in wheat as 
affected by timing and length of exposure to long photoperiod. 
J. Exp. Bot. 46, 1877-1886. 

Sorrells, M.E., Myers, O. Jr., 1982. Duration of developmental 
stages in 10 milo maturity genotypes. Crop Sci. 22, 310-314. 

Vergara, B.S., Chang, T.T., 1969. The flowering response of the 
rice plant: a review of literature. Int. Rice Res. Inst., Tech. 
Bull., 8. 

Vergara, B.S., Chang, T.T., 1985. The Flowering Response of the 
Rice Plant to Photoperiod, 4th edn. IRRI, Los Banos, Philip- 
pines, 61 pp. 

Wilkerson, G.G., Jones, J.W., Boote, K.J., Buol, G.S., 1989. 
Photoperiodically sensitive interval of time to flower of soy- 
bean. Crop Sci. 29, 721-726. 


