Table 6.  Spring grazing treatment mean DM, NDF, CP, ADF, TDN, MSW and yield combined across study year.
	Treatment
	DM(%)t
	NDF(%)t
	CP(%)t
	ADFw
	TDNwy
	MSWt
	Yield tx

	NG
	94.21a
	43.13ab
	20.78a
	30.22ab
	59.67ab
	5.1a
	4.61a

	G1
	94.45a
	43.08ab
	19.07a
	30.55ab
	59.42ab
	5.0ab
	4.15a

	G2
	94.41a
	42.84ab
	19.77a
	30.95a
	59.12a
	4.8b
	3.96ab

	G3
	94.67a
	43.41ab
	20.86a
	30.28ab
	59.62ab
	4.0c
	3.30bc

	G4
	94.65a
	45.66a
	21.52ab
	27.76b
	61.52b
	4.0c
	2.21c

	G5
	94.46a
	39.07bc
	22.67bc
	27.74b
	61.53b
	4.0c
	2.76c

	G6
	94.47a
	34.49c
	23.66c
	24.71c
	63.81c
	2.2d
	1.51d

	S.E.z
	0.68
	2.86
	0.88
	1.66
	1.21
	0.09
	0.35

	P-value
	0.99
	<0.01
	<0.01
	<0.01
	<0.01
	<0.01
	<0.01


Means in columns followed by the same letter grouping are not significantly different (P>0.05); least significant difference (Proc Mixed; SAS Institute 2002).
tYear x treatment interaction was not detected (P > 0.11).

wYear x treatment interaction was detected (P < 0.01).
xYield: Metric Tons/Hectare.
yTDN (% of DM) = 82.38-(0.7515 x ADF%).

zLeast significant difference test standard error.









