@e\ // Biological Forum — An International Journal 14(2a): 89-95(2022)
il
v |

ISSN No. (Print): 0975-1130
ISSN No. (Online): 2249-3239

Impact of Integrated Vermicompost and Chemical Fertilizer Use on Productivity,
Nutrient uptake and Economics of Rice

S.R. Pradhan, Subhaprada Dash, Md. R. Chowdhury’, S. P. Das, K. Sar and S. Moharana
Department of Agronomy, Faculty of Agricultural Sciences,
IAS, Siksha ‘O’ Anusandhan, Bhubaneswar (Odisha), India.

(Corresponding author: Md. R. Chowdhury*)
(Received 23 April 2022, Accepted 17 June, 2022)
(Published by Research Trend, Website: www.researchtrend.net)

ABSTRACT: Restoration of soil fertility and improvement of rice yield in terms of quantity and quality
can only be achieved through integrated use of chemical fertilizers along with organic manures. A field
experiment was carried out to study the integration of chemical fertilizers with vermicompost on growth,
productivity, quality, nutrient uptake, and economics of rice during kharif 2019. The experiment was laid
out in randomized block design with 10 treatmentsreplicated three times. The treatments include; control,
RDF and integration of RDF with vermicompost at varying doses and varied application time. The
treatment received 100% RDF + vermicompost 2.5t ha™ in two split doses resulted in better crop growth
viz. plant height, dry biomass, as well asyield attributes viz. effective tillers m?, grains panicle®, grain and
straw yield of rice, it is followed by 100% RDF + vermicompost 2.5t ha™ applied in one dose. The highest
grain yield of ricewasrecorded (4.23t ha) in T3 ver micompost, which significantly at par with 100% RDF

+ vermicompost 2.5t ha® asbasal dose (4.17 t ha™).
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INTRODUCTION

Fertilizers are the major source of nutrients for rice
under intensive cultivation. However, continuous and
extensive use mainly attributed to macronutrient
imbalance, micro-nutrients deficiency and fertilizer
related environmental pollution (Biswas et al., 2019;
Kumar et al., 2018). Further, the produce of chemical
farming are poor in quality that affects the market
acceptability. Under such situation, the restoration of
soil fertility and improvement in rice yield and its
quality could only be achieved through integrated use
of chemical fertilizers in combination with organic
manures (Chowdhury et al., 2015). Application of
organics like farm yard manure, poultry manure,
vermicompost, bio-fertilizers, and recycling of crop
residues play a vital role in nutrients cycling, improves
physical, chemical and biological properties of soil
(Patel et al., 2015).

Vermicompost is a nutrient-rich, microbiologically-
active organic amendment that result from the
interactions between earthworms and microorganisms
during the breakdown of organic matter (Lazcano and
Dominguez 2011). It is a stabilized, finely divided
hums-like material with low C: N ratio, high porosity
and high water holding capacity, in which most
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nutrients are present in forms that are readily taken up
by plants (Dominguez, 2004). Apart from supply of
macro and micro-nutrients, vermicompost is also
enriched with vitamins, enzymes, antibodies and
growth hormones. Unlike compost, vermicompost
exhibit different physical and chemical characteristics
that affect soil properties and plant growth in diverse
ways. Compared with raw manure materials and its
traditional compost, vermicompost possesses a greater
capacity for cation exchange and a larger surface area
(Meier et al., 2017). Hence, now a day’s vermicompost
is gaining importance as a source of manure in
commercial cultivation of rice as well as other crops.
The mineralization of organic nitrogen (N) in
vermicompost is a key process in determining the
effectiveness of N nutrition for rice. In integrated
nutrient management system, synchronizing the
mineralization of N from vermicompost with periods of
maximum N demand for a determinate crop like rice is
a critical challenge. This synchrony could only be
attained by split application of vermicompost in
combination with synthetic N fertilizers at different
critical growth stages of rice (Peng et al., 2010). Thus,
proper understanding of both N dynamicsin soil and its
uptake by crops is necessary to improve nitrogen use
efficiency (Gastal and Lemaire 2002).
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MATERIALSAND METHODS

The experiment was carried out during kharif 2019 at
the Agricultura Research Station, Binjhagiri,
Chhatabar, Faculty of Agricultural Sciences (IAS),
Siksha ‘O’ Anusandhan Deemed to be University,
Bhubaneswar, Odisha (20°15'N latitude and 85°40'E
longitude and at an altitude of 58.0 m above mean sea
level). The soil of the experiment was clay loam in
texture, low in organic carbon (0.47 %), available N
(210.64 kg/ha) and K,0 (133.25 kg/ha), but medium in
available P,O5 (21.64 kg/ha). The experiment was laid
out in randomised block design with 10 nutrient
management treatments in three replications. The
treatments are T,-Control, T,- 100% RDF, T;-100%
RDF + basal application of vermicompost 2.5 t ha*, T,-
100% RDF + vermicompost2.5 t ha' (50% basal +
50% top dressing), Ts-100% RDF + vermicompost 2.0 t
ha' as basal, Te- 100% RDF + VC 2.0 t ha' (50%
basal + 50% topdressing), T:,-100% RDF +
vermicompost 1.5 t ha* as basal, Tg- 100% RDF + VC
15t ha' (50% basal + 50% topdressing), To- 100%
RDF + vermicompost 1.0 t ha' as basal, Ty~ 100%
RDF + VC 1.0t ha' (50% basal + 50% topdressing).
The rice variety used was Shabhagidhan. Twenty five
days old seedlings were uprooted and transplanted in
rows at spacing of 20 cm x 10 cmin the main field. As,
basal dose of 25 % N (15 kg N ha?), full dose of
phosphorus (30 kg P,Os ha*) and potassium (30 kg K0
ha') were applied through urea, single super phosphate
and muriate of potash, respectively and incorporated
properly into the top layer up to a depth of 15cm. The
remaining quantity of nitrogen was applied as 50% N
was top-dressed in two splits at 21 DAT & 40 DAT.
The vermicompost was weighed and it was broadcasted
evenly to the treatments according to the reguirement
(basal and top dressing). The total nutrient content of
the vermicompost used was; N-1.28%, P,0s-0.85% and
K,O- 1.08%. Two hand weeding were applied before 1%
and 2" top dressing.

The observations on crop growth parameters (plant
height and dry matter accumulation) were recorded at
various growth stages. The yield attributes (number of
effective tillers m? and number of grains panicle™) and
yield (grain and straw yield) were taken during the
harvesting. The nutrient uptake was calculated by
multiplying the nutrient content of seed and stover with
respective yields. The economics of various treatments
was worked out taking into account the existing market
price of various production factors and produce during
the experimental period. The results pertaining to
analysis of soil and plant samples, rice yield and uptake
values were subjected to analysis of variance
(ANOVA) and correlation statistics as suggested by
Gomez and Gomez (1984). The nutrient balance of soil
was determined by using the formula as proposed by
Raghuwanshi et al. (1991):
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B=Y-(X-A)-N

Where, B = Balance sheet of nutrient

Y = Uptake of nutrient by crop

X = Initial nutrient status of the soil

A = Final nutrient status of the soil

N = Nutrient added through fertilizer and manure.

Rice grain qualities like hulling, milling and head rice
recovery were determined with Mc Gill Miller No. 3,
where whole or a part of the brown layer was removed
from the brown rice to produce milled or polished rice.
The broken grains of milled rice were then separated
from unbroken rice and the weight of head rice was
recorded. Hulling, milling and head rice recovery were
calculated by following formulae as suggested by
Khush et al. (1979):

Weight of brown rice(g) 100

Weight of rough rice(g)
We|'ght of milled rilce(g) 100

Weight of rough rice(g)

Weight of head rice(Q) X100
Weight of rough rice(g)
RESULTSAND DISCUSSION

Hulling % =

Milling % =

Head ricerecovery % =

The tallest rice plants with an average height of 94.27
cm were observed in the treatment T,(100% RDF +
vermicompost (vermicompost) 2.5 t ha (50% basal +
50% top dressing). It was noticed that the treatments
received vermicompost as basal and top dressing
responded well and provided better results than those
receives vermicompost in single dose (Table 1). This
may be due to the fact that application of split doses of
nutrient via fertilizers and vermicompost gives a better
environment to the plants, so that plant can utilize the
applied nutrient more efficiently from the soil. It is also
fact that the losses of nutrients are lesswhen it is applied
in splits. A plant height of 71.97 cm was recorded with
RDF i.e. 60 kg N, 30 kg P,Os and K,O kg ha™ (Table
1). The shortest plants with a height of 48.40 cm was
recorded in the control. Similar result was found by
Pradhan (2019). At harvest, maximum dry matter of
722.84 g m? was recorded in the treatment T, and it
was at par treatment T3 (100% RDF + VC 2.5t ha' as
basal) showing a dry weight of 708.67 g m?. The
treatments received RDF + 2.0 t of vermicompost ha*
at either full as basal or 50% basal and rest 50% in TD
stood next with the values of 699.03 g m? and 686.27 g
m?, respectively (Table 1). In treatment T, i.e. RDF,
produced a dry matter of 594.83 g m? whereas, the
lowest dry matter (380.67 g m®) was observed under
the control. Optimigtic transformation in dry matter
accumulation was due to alteration in NPK levels may
be attributed to increase in the amount and efficiency of
chlorophyll, which might have preudiced the
photosynthetic efficiency and construction of additional
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nitrogenous compounds viz. amino-acids, proteins,
alkaloids and protoplasm resulting in upsurge in plant
height and contributed towards increased dry matter
accumulation. These findings are long-established by
the result of Pradhan (2019); Chowdhury (2015).

The number of panicles m™ varied significantly with the
variation in treatments (Table 1). The more number of
panicles (213 m?) was recorded under 100% RDF +
VC 25 t ha® (1:1 as basd & top dress) which was
significantly superior to al the nutrient management
practices (Table 1). Treatment T3 and T¢ followed next
with values of 202.0 and 192.0 respectively. The next
higher values were recorded with Ts (190) followed by
Under RDF the value was 154 and under control it was
the least i.e. 108. Likewise, the number of grains
panicle® varied significantly under different treatment
combinations. The superior vaue was 204 in the treatment
T, (RDF + 2.5 t of vermicompost ha™* 50% at basal and
50% at TD). The treatment T3 and T4 showed net higher
values. Under RDF 139 grains panicle® and under control
112 grains panicle™ were counted respectively (Table 1).
Grain and straw yield varied sgnificantly with different
nutritional management treatments. The highest grain
yield of 4.23 t ha® was recorded in the treatment
received RDF + 2.5 t of vermicompost ha' (50% as
basal + 50% at TD). Thisis at par with T3 with ayield
of 417 t ha' (Table 1). Under the treatment, T and Ts
the next higher yield of 3.97 t ha* and 3.91 t ha™* were
recorded respectively where two t of vermicompost
were applied either basal or as basal + top dressing in
addition to RDF. The grain yield under RDF is 3.21 t
ha* while the lowest yield of 2.15t ha™ was recorded in
control. The highest straw yield of 5.65 t ha® was
recorded in the treatment T, that was at par with
treatment T producing 5.59 t ha* (Table 1).

In treatment Tg the straw yield was 5.40 t ha™* followed
by in treatment Ts recorded a straw yield of 5.32 t ha™.
In the treatment T, i.e. RDF the yield was 4.30 t ha™
and the least were found under T, treatment (2.94 t
ha'). Similar result were aso conveyed by Kundu
(2012); Chowdhury (2015); Pradhan (2019) who stated
that the integration of different sources of plant
nutrients (e.g. FYM, vermicompost, crop residues etc.)
has a satisfactory role on al the yield attributes vis-a-
vis yield of rice grown either as a single sole crop or as
a component crop of a cropping sequence of three or
four crops. This may be due to the fact a little bit
substitution of chemical fertilizers through organic
manures has been proved to be a better choice. Because
such type of combined use usually keeps the physical
condition of soil better besides providing nutrients to
the plant progressively but in a steady manner along
with the added advantage of rapid, bounty and easy
nutrient supplying capacity of chemical fertilizer to the
crops and ultimately resultsin yield escal ation.
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Nitrogen uptake by grain and straw differed
significantly with variation in nutrient management
treatments. The highest N uptake by grain and straw
was observed under 100% RDF + vermicompost 2.5 t
ha' (1:1 as basal: top dress) (49.24 and 37.71 kg ha®)
followed by 100% RDF + 2.5t ha' as basal (48.29 and
36.24 kg ha), respectively, both of which were at par
(Table 2). With the treatment RDF the N uptake were
33.89 kg ha® and 21.92 kg ha™ respectively for grain
and straw. Application of 100% RDF alone resulted in
the N uptake of 33.89 and 21.92 kg ha™ by grain and
straw, respectively, where the grain and straw N uptake
was 31.2 and 15.3% lesser than the best performing
nutrient management practice. The total N uptake
followed the same trend of grain and straw uptake. The
highest uptake of 86.95 kg ha’ was recorded in the
treatment which received, RDF +2.5 t of vermicompost
ha' 50% at basal and 50% at topdressing (Table 2). It
was at par with Ts. A total uptake of 55.81 kg ha® was
recorded in RDF while the least total N uptake of 35.09
kg ha* was calculated in the treatment T,. The highest
P uptake of 22.03 kg ha' and 16.62 kg ha’ were
calculated with the treatment T, for grain and straw
respectively, it was found at par with T; (Table 2). The
value was 13.46 kg ha™* and 9.45 kg ha™ for grain and
straw respectively in RDF. The lowest P uptake of 8.25
kg ha* and 6.08 kg ha* was found in T, control. A total
uptake P uptake of 38.65 kg ha was observed in T. It
was closely followed by T3 showing avalue of 36.58 kg
ha™ (Table 2). Likewise, N and P uptake, K uptake by
grain and straw followed the same trend of K uptake by
the same. The highest K uptake by grain and straw was
16.52 kg ha' and 77.78 kg ha'calculated in the
treatment T, respectively (Table 2). It was found at par
with the treatment received RDF + 2.5t of VC ha’ at
basal, where the uptake values were 15.59 kg ha* and
76.10 kg ha* respectively for grain and straw.

The highest total K uptake of 94.30 kg ha’ was
calculated in the treatment T, that receives 100% RDF
+ 2.5t of vermicompost in two split doses. In RDF (60
kg N, 30 kg P,Os and K,0 kg ha) the uptake by grain
and straw was 10.40 and 51.84 kg ha' while total K
uptake was 62.24 kg ha™ (Table 2). The least uptake of
6.62 kg ha, 31.30 kg ha* and 37.93 kg ha* was found
for grain, straw and total respectively in treatment T,
respectively. Similar types of results were reported by
Acharya (2007); Kundu (2012).

Theinitial N status was 210.64 kg ha™* which was low
in status. The N status after harvest of rice changes due
to applied N as per different treatments and uptake by
the crop. The N status was further decreasing in control
after harvest of rice as the treatment did not receive any
nutrient. It has been noticed that with addition of
vermicompost of varying dose increased the soil N
status than initial value after harvest of the crop. The N
status also increased in the treatment received RDF
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through fertilizer. The highest N status was calculated
with the treatment T, with a + 28.44 kg ha’ than the
initial (Table 3). It was closely followed by T; and Tg
where the values were +24.55 kg ha* and +22.89 kgha*
respectively. With decrease in the dose of
vermicompost the range of +ve value of N after harvest
decreased. It has been observed that the treatment
received vermicompost in split doses further shows a
+ve value than the same dose of vermicompost, where
it was applied full as basal. Likewise, nitrogen,
phosphorous status in soil also showed a +ve status
after harvest of rice except control. In the treatment
control the value was 16.69 kg ha! whereas the highest
value (30.12 kg ha') was at treatment T, in RDF it was
22.59 kg ha* (Table 3). The intent of increase was also
highest with the treatment T, with a value of +8.48 kg
ha*, while in control it was -4.95 kg ha™. With RDF the
increment was +0.95 kg ha®. The initid value was
21.64 kg ha. Soil potassium status was also showing
+ve status after harvest of rice. Initially the potassium
value was 133.25 kg ha™, which changes to 125.16 kg
ha*, 134.35 kg ha™ and 154.52 kg ha* in control, RDF
and T, treatments respectively (Table 3). The +ve
extent was highest in treatment T, +21.27 kg ha®
whereas at RDF it was +1.10 kg ha' in control it was -
8.09 kg ha.

Different nutritional management has a positive impact
on post-harvest quality of rice grain (table 4). Hulling
percentage varies from 75.3% in T, to 61.1% in T,
(contral); while the milling varies from 67.3% to 56.2%
in the same treatments and the HRR values also shows
the similar trend with the highest (65.4%) in T, and the
lowest in 53.8% in control. The highest values of 75.3%
of hulling, 68.4% milling with 65.4% HRR were
obtained in the treatment T,. So it is clearly been
observed that application of different doses of
vermicompost have better impact on post-harvest quality
of rice grain. It is also observed that the split application
of vermicompost have better influence over single
application of vermicompost under different doses.
Vermicompost is arich blend of major and minor plant
nutrients. A number of plant growth promoters are
observed in earthworm casts and presence of
earthworms help in aerating the soil.

Pradhan etal.,

Biological Forum — An I nternational Journal

It provide nutrients to the crop bit by bit but in a steady
manner along with the added benefit of quick, amply
and tranquil nutrient supplying capacity along with
chemical fertilizer to the crops in integrated nutrient
management Chowdhury et al. (2015). All these
activities achieved by the heretofore-mentioned organic
manures result in increased production of good quality
product Acharya and Mondal (2007). Similar results
were also reported by

The difference in cost of cultivation in this present
study was due to the dissimilarity in different levels of
nutrient under diverse treatments. The gross return of
this experiment differs as per its yield and the market
price. Here the highest gross return of ¥ 82428/- in the
treatment T,- RDF + 2.5t of VC ha™ 50% at basal and
50% at TD. The next higher value of gross return of 3
81279/- was found with treatment T3 which received
RDF + 2.5t of VC ha™ at basal. The lowest gross return
of ¥ 41967/- was calculated in the control treatment.
Similarly, as there was a variation in treatments there
cost of cultivation aso differed. The cost of cultivation
varied from ¥ 38864/- in control to ¥ 53140/- in
treatment T,- RDF + 2.5t of VC ha 50% at basal and
50% at TD (Table 4).

The return rupee’ invested for al the treatments were
calculated. The variation in these values clearly stated
that there was positive effect of applying vermicompost
in addition to RDF. At the treatment RDF the return
rupee’ invested is 1.37, whereas the treatments
received additional vermicompost of varying doses in
addition to RDF showed return rupee™ invested ranged
in between 1.50 to 1.55. The highest return rupee™
invested of 1.55 were worked out in treatment T,
(RDF+2.5 t of VC ha' 50% at basal and 50% at TD)
and T; (RDF+2.5 t of VC ha' at basal) respectively
which received 2.5 t of vermicompost in addition to
RDF (Fig. 1). Though there was a significant variation
observed in their grain yield but as the labour
reguirement was more in T, than T3 which compensate
the gap and helped to achieve the same return rupee™
invested of 1.55 (Table 4). This statement was in
conformation with the work conducted by Chowdhury
(2015); Pradhan (2019). The return rupee” invested was
worked out 1.01 in control.
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Table 1: Effect of different nutrient management on growth, yield attributing and yield of rice

. Dry Matter . . ) L .
Treatments Prllgrr\w;g(qg;?l Accumulation No. of paznlclam No.acj):iglrgns Gr(?lrr‘\ay_/ll)eld Str(?vk\:a)_/ll)eld
at harvest(g m? p
T,-Control 48.40 380.67 108 112 2.15 2.94
T,- 100% RDF 71.97 594.83 154 139 3.21 4.30
T4 T, + 2.5t of vermicompost ha™ as basal 91.90 708.67 202 192 4,17 5.59
T4 T, + 2.5t of vermicompost ha'(50%
besal + 50% topdresing) 94.27 722.84 213 204 423 5.65
Ts- T, + 2.0 t of vermicompost ha at basal 89.07 686.27 190 181 3.91 5.32
Te T, + 2.0t of vermicompost ha(50%
basal +50% topdressing) 90.13 699.03 192 187 397 5.40
T, T, + 1.5t of vermicompost ha™ as basal 83.10 657.00 184 169 3.75 5.08
Tg- T, + 1.5t of vermicompost ha(50%
basal + 50% topdresing) 82.80 669.03 189 173 3.79 5.17
To T, + 1.0t of vermicompost ha as basal 78.37 626.06 176 148 3.58 4.98
T1o- T» + 1.0 t of vermicompost ha(50%
basal +50% topdressing) 80.97 633.43 180 155 3.62 5.03
SEm+ 1.31 5.18 2.72 2.9 0.03 0.059
CD (P=0.05) 3.67 14.56 7.62 8.15 0.08 0.16
Table 2: Nutrient uptake by grain and straw asinfluenced by different nutrient management in rice.
Uptake by grain Uptake by straw Total uptake
Treatments (kg hal) (kg hal) (kg ha?)
N P K N P K N P K
T,-Control 21.19 8.25 6.62 13.90 6.08 31.30 35.09 14.33 37.93
T,- 100% RDF 33.89 13.46 10.40 21.92 9.45 51.84 55.81 22.91 62.24
Ts- T, + 2.5t of vermicompost ha 1 as basal 48.29 20.92 15.59 36.24 15.66 76.10 84.41 36.58 91.69
: T
T4 To+ 2.5 tof vermicompost ha™(50% basal +50% 4924 | 2203 1652 3771 | 1662 77.78 86.95 | 3865 94.30
topdressing)
Ts- T, + 2.0t of vermicompost ha™ at basal 4459 18.63 13.96 32.27 14.19 69.26 76.86 32.83 83.22
- i 1500 0,
Te T2+ 2.0t of vermicompost ha™(50% basdl + 50% 4542 | 1936 14.42 3362 | 1476 7237 7904 | 3411 86.79
topdressing)
T, T,+ 1.5t of vermicompost ha 1 as basal 42.48 16.89 12.93 28.38 12.36 63.98 70.85 29.25 76.91
: T
Te- T2+ 1.5 tof vermicompost ha™(50% basal +50% 4316 | 1762 13.30 2896 | 1305 65.57 7212 | 3067 78.88
topdressing)
To- T, + 1.0t of vermicompost ha™ as basal 40.31 15,51 11.85 25.69 11.44 61.71 66.00 26.95 73.56
: T
T~ T2+ 1.0t of vermicompost ha"(50% basal + 50% 4087 | 1605 1211 2682 | 11.89 6267 6760 | 27.94 7477
topdressing)
SEm+ 0.91 0.42 0.31 1.24 0.35 1.89 1.91 0.47 1.93
CD (P=0.05) 2.54 1.17 0.87 3.47 0.97 5.29 534 1.31 5.40
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Table 3: Changesin soil nutrient statusand fertility build-up after harvesting of rice.

Final soil status after harvest +or - over initial soil status
(kg ha®) (kg ha®)
N P,Os5 K,O N P,Os K,O
180.65 16.69 125.16 -29.99 -4.95 -8.09
T, 100% RDF 214.56 22.59 134.35 +3.92 +0.95 +1.10
Ts T, + 2.5t of vermicompost ha® as basal 235.19 29.73 151.59 +24.55 +8.09 +18.34
- i (1(500 0,
T4 T2+ 2.5 tof vermicompost ha'(50% basal +50% 239.08 30.12 154,52 +28.44 +8.48 +21.27
Ts T, + 2.0t of vermicompost ha* at basal 226.35 27.52 146.28 +15.71 +5.88 +13.03
_ i (1(500 0,
Te To+ 2.0t of vermicompost ha'(50% basal + 50% 23353 28.46 148.26 +22.89 +6.82 +1501
T, T, + 1.5t of vermicompost ha® as basal 222.49 25.41 143.52 +11.85 +3.77 +10.27
Tg- T, + 1.5t of vermicompost ha’(50% basal + 50% 295.4 26.44 145.07 +14.76 +4.80 +11.82
To T, + 1.0t of vermicompost ha® as basal 218.56 24.71 140.68 +7.92 +3.07 +7.43
_ i '1(500 0,
T1o- T+ 1.0t of vermicompost ha(50% basal +50% 221.38 2522 14175 +10.74 +3.58 +8.50
Table 4: Quality parameter s and economics influences by different nutrient management practices.
. - Head Rice Gross Return
0, 0 .
Hulling % Milling % Recovery % (Rs/ha) B:C
64.1 56.2 53.8 41967.0 1.01
T,- 100% RDF 66.0 58.4 56.3 62558.0 1.37
Ta- T, + 2.5t of vermicompost ha as basal 74.2 67.3 64.6 81279.0 1.55
T, T, + 2.5t of vermicompost ha'(50% basal + 50% topdressing) 75.3 68.4 65.4 82428.0 155
Ts- T, + 2.0t of vermicompost ha at basal 72.8 64.8 61.2 76290.0 151
Te T, + 2.0t of vermicompost ha’(50% basal + 50% topdressing) 735 65.3 62.0 77452.0 151
T+ T, + 1.5t of vermicompost ha* as basal 70.4 63.5 59.6 73139.0 1.50
Tg- T, + 1.5t of vermicompost ha(50% basal + 50% topdressing) 718 63.9 60.4 73956.0 151
To- T, + 1.0t of vermicompost ha* as basal 68.2 61.2 58.3 69953.0 1.50
Tio- To + 1.0t of vermicompost ha}(50% basal + 50% topdressing) 69.5 62.4 58.9 70728.0 150
0.37 0.63 0.32 - -
1.10 19 0.94 - -
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CONCLUSION

Thus, integrating recommended fertilizer dosei.e. 60 kg
N, 30 Kg P,Os & K,O per hawith the application of 2.5
t of vermicompost in two equal splits at basal (50%)
and top dressing (50%) appeared to be promising in
terms of soil fertility built-up, higher productivity and
profitability in rice during kharif season.
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