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Effect of different sowing dates on the development and spread
of sheath blight diseasein rice
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ABSTRACT

An experiment was conducted to find out the effective sowing dates to avoid the economically important disease
like sheath blight of rice caused by Rhizoctonia solani. Maximum disease severity (39.85%) as well as disease
incidence (35.36%) and rate of spread (r = 0.224) was recorded in the variety MTU 7029 when the crop was sown
on 30" June (early sowing). Minimum disease was obtained when the crop was sown on 15" July (normal sowing)

which can be recommended to escape the disease.
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Sheath blight of rice caused by the fungus
Rhizoctonia solani Kuhn [ Teleomorph —Thanatephorus
cucumeris (A.B. Frank) Donk], has become one of the
most devastating diseases of rice (Oryza sativa L.)
worldwide. In India, the disease has been reported to
cause severe damage to plants in many parts of the
country. The disease affects leaf sheaths, leaf blades,
stems and sometimes panicles. An estimation of losses
dueto sheath blight disease alonein Indiahas been upto
54.3% (Rajan, 1987; Roy, 1993). In spite of advances
in disease management strategies the philosophy of
farmersin disease management is mainly restricted to
the fungicidal application or chemical sprayings. The
conventional chemical method of disease management
most of thetimeleave harmful residues both in soil and
crop itself. Therefore, management of sheath blight
disease has been directed towards the integration of
cultural practices with chemical control (Chin and
Bhandhufalck, 1990; Damicone et al., 1993). Among
different cultural practices, adjustment of sowing dates
plays an important role in development and spread of
any disease. Knowledge about thisfactor isvery much
necessary to work out strategies for disease
management. In view to this, the present study was
carried out to find out the most appropriate sowing date
to escapethe onset of the disease and ultimately to avoid
the crop loss due to the disease.

MATERIALSAND METHODS

Field trial was taken up in the research fields
of All India Coordinated Rice Improvement Project,
Regional Research and Technology Transfer Station,
OUAT, Chiplima during kharif season of two
consecutive years 2013 and 2014. Two most popular
varieties of western Odisha, MTU 7029 and MTU 1001
were selected for the study. Uniform plant population
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was maintained for each plot with a plot size of 50 m?
and 20 x 15 cm spacing with threereplications. All the
recommended agronomic practices were followed to
raise the crop. The crop was directly sown at 15 days
interval asearly (30" June), mid (15" July) and |ate (30"
July) sowing following raised bed technique. Natural
infection of the disease was permitted. The plantswere
constantly examined for disease progress or decline
starting from theinitial appearance of the disease. Both
disease severity percentage and disease incidence
percentage was recorded at weekly interval till the
terminal disease severity/ incidence. Three sampling
units of one m? areawere fixed in each plot at random
for observation of both disease severity and incidence.
Ten plantsat random in each sampling unit were sel ected
and observations on the severity and incidence of sheath
blight in each plot were recorded.

The disease severity of the two varieties was
compared by calculating the AUDPC valuesfollowing
the formula proposed by Wilcoxon et al. (1975)

k
=3 2548, )x
i-1

Where Si= disease severity at the end of theweek i, k =
no. of successive evaluation of the disease, d= interval
between two evaluations.
Diseaseincidence percentage wasrecorded by

using the following formula (Anon., 2002):

No.of plantsinfected
Tota noof plantsobserved

The rate of spread (r) of the disease both in case of
disease severity and disease incidence was also
calculated for each sowing in case of MTU 7029 as per
the formula proposed by Vanderplank (1963)
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Where(t,- t)) =timeinterval between two observations,
X,= % disease severity/ incidence at t, and X,= %
disease severity/incidence at t,.

RESULTSAND DISCUSSION

The investigation was taken up to have
information on the effect of time of sowing on disease
severity and incidence. Data at weekly interval was
recorded in relation to different time of sowing during
both the years of experiment and pooled data was also
worked out. It wasfound that both disease severity and
diseaseincidence were significantly influenced by date
of sowing.

Datapresented in table 1 indicated that, percent
disease severity (PDS) reached the highest in case of
early sown crop of MTU 7029 with a pooled PDS of
33.95 and lowest in mid sown crop recording 26.48
pooled PDS. In case of MTU 1001 also (Table 2) the
highest pooled PDS of 13.57 was recorded from early
sown crop and the lowest from the mid sown crop with
apooled PDS of 10.35. So, the crop sown on 30th June
asearly crop showed maximum disease severity during
both the years. In case of both the varieties the disease
progressed with time and reached its maximum level
nearing maturity. The disease severity percentage was
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low at early growth stages but the severity increased
rapidly at either flowering or grain filling stages and
reached the peak nearing maturity. The PDS at early
growth stages differed significantly from the severity
at later stages of plant growth during both the years of
experiment. Same trend was noticed in case of both the
varietiesthough the disease severity was much morein
MTU 7029 thanin MTU 1001 during both the years of
experiment. Sheath blight isusually severeon cultivars
that are short, highly tillering, more erect and responsive
to high fertilizer in comparison to tall cultivars with
fewer tillers and some cultivars may be resistant or
susceptible at both seedling and adult stageswhile others
may be resistant at seedling stage but become
susceptible later and vice versa (Anon.,1973). Vanitha
et al., (1996) reported that plants are more susceptible
to infection at booting and flowering and the average
percentage of infected tillers and average disease
severity are increased as plant age increases. Munshi
and Singh (2000) also recorded flowering stage as the
most susceptible stage as compared to seedling and
tillering stages. The maximum disease severity observed
at thetime of grainfilling or maturity may be attributed
to the prevalence of optimum temperature and humidity
for favourable development of the disease during that
time as compared to earlier months.

Table 1: Sheath blight disease severity percentagein MTU 7029 during three dates of sowing

Early sowing Mid sowing L ate sowing
Crop stage

2013 2014  Pooled 2013 2014  Pooled 2013 2014  Pooled

1% (Tillering) 271 2.19 245 224 3.40 2.82 3.37 3.66 3.52
(9.46) (849  (8.99) (854) (202 (195 (1054) (214 (212

2"(Tillering) 4.92 9.50 7.21 3.89 4.59 4.24 5.74 6.10 5.92
(12.77) (17.86) (15.55) (11.33) (2.36) (2.29) (13.72) (2.65) (2.63)

34(PlI.) 7.75 14.05 10.90 7.24 6.95 7.10 8.58 8.55 8.57
(16.13) (21.98) (19.25) (1554) (2.82) (2.85) (16.92) (3.06) (3.09)
47 (PI.) 1534 16.35 15.85 12.75 9.45 11.10 16.73 1275 1474
(22.99) (23.82) (23.44) (20.88) (3.23) (3.48) (24.06) (3.68) (3.94)

5"(Flowering) 32.65  19.55 26.10 20.60 13.65 17.13 24.90 1550 20.20
(34.82) (26.17) (30.70) (26.90) (3.82) (4.26) (29.86) (4.03) (4.59)

6" (GF) 3727 2175 29.51 2811 16.65 22.33 27.27 1780 2253
(37.60) (27.68) (32.86) (31.92) (4.19) (483 (31.44) (4.32) (4.84)

7™(GF) 37.83  26.95 32.39 30.05 19.30 24.68 31.56 20.05 25381
(37.93) (31.21) (34.65) (33.200 (450) (5.07) (34.16) (4.58) (5.18)

8" (Maturity) 39.85 28.05 33.95 31.25 2170 26.48 35.42 2250 28.96
(39.13) (31.94) (35.62) (3395 (4.76) (5.24) (36.50) (4.84) (5.47)

SEm (1) 0.84 1.37 0.81 1.20 0.16 0.08 1.16 0.10 0.12

L SD(0.05) 2.58 4.20 248 3.66 0.48 0.25 3.56 0.30 0.36

Note: PI. - Panicleinitiation, GF. - Grain filling. Figures in the parentheses are the transformed data.

While considering the data on disease
incidence percentagein MTU 7029 (Table 3) a highest
pooledincidence of 34 per cent was recorded from early
sown crop and alowest pooled value of 20.91 per cent
was reported from the mid sown crop. The disease
incidence percentage at early growth stages differed
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significantly from thelater growth stages and sameresult
was observed during both the years irrespective of
sowing time. The diseaseincidence percentage wasvery
low in MTU 1001 during both the years of experiment
and hence the data was not included in the result.
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In general, disease severity was more during
2013 than 2014 which may be attributed to variations
in weather conditions. While considering the AUDPC
valuesinvariety MTU 7029 (Table4) the highest values
of 1099.35 and 862.89 were found during 2013 and
2014 respectively in early sown crop while the lowest

values of 835.67 and 581.98 were found in mid sown
crop during 2013 and 2014 respectively. Same trend
was observed in MTU 1001 also though the AUDPC
valueswerelower than MTU 7029. Thismay be dueto
variationsin resistance level of the two varieties.

Table 2: Sheath blight disease severity percentagein MTU 1001 during three dates of sowing

Early sowing

Mid sowing L ate sowing

Crop stage

2013 2014  Pooled 2013

2014  Pooled 2013 2014  Pooled

1%(Tillering) 323 257 290 2.58

1.80 2.19 3.49 2.82 3.16

(203) (187) (L97) (189) (1.66) (L78) (2.10) (L94) (2.03)

2(Tillering) 585 550  5.68 4.96

3.07 4.02 512 3.97 4.55

(262) (253) (258) (243) (201) (224) (247) (223) (2.35)

3¢(PI1.) 8.45 6.82 7.64 5.57

4.95 5.26 7.70 5.65 6.68

(305 (280) (294) (255 (244) (250) (295 (258) (2.77)

40 (P1.) 11.70 7.85 9.78 7.42

5.60 6.51 8.89 7.72 8.31

(356) (297) (328) (290) (256) (274) (3.14) (294) (3.05

5(Flowering) 1243 930  10.87  8.99

6.14 7.57 10.50 8.15 9.33

(366) (320) (345 (315 (267) (292) (339 (302) (321

6"(GF.) 15.22 9.76 12.49 10.17

6.83 8.50 12.79 9.90 11.35

(402) (328) (367) (333 (280 (308 (371) (3290 (351
7"(GF) 1613 1002 1308 1274 725 100 1340 1048 11.94
(413) (331) (375 (370) (287) (332) (379) (338 (359

gh(Maturity) ~ 16.88 1025 1357 1290 7.80 1035 1476  11.05 12,91

(422) (335 (382 (372

(296) (337) (397) (347) (373

SEm (z) 0.12 0.13 0.07 011
L SD (0.05) 0.37 0.39 0.21 0.35

0.05 0.07 011 0.09 0.07
0.15 0.20 0.33 0.28 0.20

Note: P.l. - Panicleinitiation, GF. - Grain filling. Figuresin the parentheses are the transformed data.
Table 3: Sheath blight disease incidence percentagein MTU 7029 during three dates of sowing

Early sowing
Crop stage

Mid sowing L ate sowing

2013 2014  Pooled 2013

2014  Pooled 2013 2014  Pooled

1%(Tillering) 350  6.87  5.19 4.50

4.15 4.33 5.45 2.20 3.83

(10.66) (15.16) (13.16) (233) (233) (229) (251) (178) (2.19)

29(Tillering)  7.79 1438  11.09  7.20

6.09 6.65 8.42 3.34 5.88

(16.12) (22.19) (19.42) (2.83) (265 (275 (305 (207) (2.62)

39(PI.) 1365 1752 1559  10.46
(21.66) (24.62) (23.23) (3.36)
47 (PL1.) 2023 2095 2059  13.59

(26.71) (27.22) (26.97) (3.81)
5(Flowering) ~ 30.94 2750 29.22  16.62
(33.77) (3157) (32.70)  (4.18)

6" (GF.) 3271 2788 3030  19.75
(34.86) (31.80) (33.38)  (4.55)
7" (GF) 3530 3045 3288  22.26

(36.43) (33.44) (34.97) (4.82)
gh(Maturity) 3536 32.64 340  22.84
(36.47) (34.82) (35.65) (4.89)

682 864 1291 540 915
(2790 (3100 (3.72) (252 (3.19)
1015  11.87 1467 1075 12.71
(333) (359 (395 (342 (3.69)
1422 1542 1885 1328 16.07
(3.90) (405 (445 (375 (4.13)
1463 1719 2150 1670 19.10
(3.94) (426) (4.74) (4.18) (4.48)
1825 2026 2400 2011 22.06
(439) (461) (500 (459 (4.80)
1897 2091 2470 2165 23.18
(4.47) (468) (5.07) (4.76) (4.92)

SEm (%) 0.72 114 0.48 0.21
L SD (0.05) 2.21 3.51 1.46 0.65

0.17 0.15 0.14 0.14 0.12
0.51 0.45 0.44 0.43 0.37

Note: P.l. - Panicleinitiation, GF. - Grain filling. Figures in the parentheses are the transformed data.
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Table 4: Sheath blight disease severity (AUDPC) of MTU 7029 and MTU 1001

Time of sowing 2013 2014
Disease severity (AUDPC) Disease severity (AUDPC)
MTU 7029 MTU 1001 MTU 7029 MTU 1001
Early 1099.35 558.85 862.89 389.62
Mid 835.67 403.13 581.98 270.48
Late 939.23 472.68 656.81 369.64

Rate of spread (r) of sheath blight disease in terms
of both disease severity and incidence was also
compared in case of cultivar MTU 7029 (Table 5). It
was found that, vertical spread was more as compared
to horizontal spread of the disease. Considering the
disease severity, maximum r values of 0.142 and 0.224

during 2013 and 2014 respectively were recorded in
case of early sown crop and in case of diseaseincidence
also, maximum rate was again found in case of early
sown crop (r = 0.122 and 0.119 during 2013 and 2014

respectively).

Table5: Maximum rate of spread of sheath blight disease severity and incidencein MTU 7029

Time of sowing 2013

2014

Max. rate of spread (r)

Max. rate of spread (r)

Disease severity

Diseaseincidence

Disease severity Diseaseincidence

Early 0.142 0.122
Mid 0.090 0.073
Late 0.109 0.068

0.224 0.119
0.063 0.062
0.076 0.106

So, it is clear from the result that, highest disease
severity and incidence as well as their rate of spread,
all were maximum in case of early sown crop and
minimum in mid sown crop. Therefore in areas which
are proneto sheath blight infection early sowing of rice
crop should be avoided and mid sowing i.e. sowing
during mid July (preferably at 15" July) isrecommended
to escape the disease.
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