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Abstract A pot expermentw as conducted to suudy the effect of root cutting on w ater use efficency (WUE) ofmillet The re
sulis show ed that moderate wot cutting at the seedling stage m proved the WUE of leaf while severe wot cuiting at the seed lng
state or any wot cutting at the elongatn stage or booting stage reduced the WUE The root cutting treaments mproved the
WUE forbbmass athawest except the "TM " and " sI' treaments at the 80% field capacity root cutting dd not sinificantly

affecctWUE brgman yeld ofmilkt atthe 500

field capacity early moderate root cutting s gnificantly mproved the WUE for

grain yield while the late wot cutting did not shov obvibus mprovement Fig3 Tab 1 Ref 11
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Changes nWUE ofmillket leaf at different stages
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F, {f Rootcutting at scedling stage S, s Root cutting at pinting stage T, t Root cutting at booting stage B, b Severe wot artting M, m: M oderate root

cutting L, 1 Little motcutting Uppercase and low ercase ktters represent hish-w atered level and lov-w atered level
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Table 1 Effect of wot cutting on WUE for grain yield andW UE for bian ass of m illet
E E
. ,WU . >CK (P M) . WU . > CK (P M)
Treanent WUE forgamnyield (w/gkg ') WUE orbimass (w /g kg™ ')
FL 0. 43 10 32 0. 51 757
M 0. 42 6 16 0. 61 29 16
FB 0. 34 - 12 21 0. 49 353
SL 0. 39 -0 08 0. 51 7179
M 0. 34 - 13 44 0. 48 1 68
SB 0. 38 - 331 0.52 1L 18
TL 0. 35 - 10 58 0. 54 14 59
™ 0. 34 - 12 08 0. 44 -6 32
TB 0. 41 4 93 0. 59 26 25
CK 0. 39 0 00 0. 47 Q 00
fl 0. 29 4 05 0. 47 2 54
fn 0. 37 32 23 0. 59 27 64
b 0. 28 0 41 0. 56 22 50
sl 0. 31 10 82 0. 44 -4 43
am 0. 28 - 108 0. 47 117
b 0. 30 3 67 0. 46 Q0 04
tl 0. 28 -0 63 0. 47 2 83
m 0. 30 315 0. 52 13 08
b 0. 29 212 0. 53 15 94
ck 0. 28 Q0 00 0. 46 Q0 00
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