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ABSTRACT

An experiment was conducted for two consecutive boro seasonsin the farmers' field at Jhargram, West Midnapore, to quantify
the extent of possible reduction in grain yield of seven varieties of rice grown under field capacity water regime (FC) in
comparison to continuous submergence (CF). While highest grain yield (3.46tha) was recorded under CF, in FC the extent
of decrease in rice grain yield was 38.1% compared to that in CF. Rice genotypes exhibited differential response to water
management practices. Though UPLRi -7 produced the highest grain yield (4.52 t ha') under CF, under decreased water
supply in FC water regime, IR -36 was till the best variety producing the highest average grain yield (3.16 t ha*). Compared
to CF, FC water regime also resulted in shorter plant height and decreased number of tillers as well as panicles but higher
straw yield of rice. The present research work pointed out that without ensuring adequate supply of irrigation water, rice
cultivation during boro season may not be profitable in the Red and Laterite Zone of West Bengal. Differential varietal
response to field capacity (FC) water regime vis-a-vis continuously submerged (CF) water regime also pointed out to the

necessity of selection of varieties that could adopt itself to decreased supply of irrigation water.
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Rice is considered the main food staple for more
than 50 per cent of theworld’s popul ation (Childs, 2004).
Consumed by about 3 billion peopleit feedsmore people
than any other crop (Maclean et al., 2002). Itisthegrain
that has shaped the cultures, diets, and economies of
billions of people in the world (Farooq et al., 2009).
Ninety percent of the world's rice is produced and
consumed in Asia and in the foreseeable future; rice
will continue to be the main staple food of Asia
(Rosegrant et al., 2001; Sombilla et al., 2002). With
43.7 million ha under rice, India produces about 140
million Mg of rice annually. Demand for rice in South
Asiaisexpected to grow at 2.02 per cent per year during
the next couple of decades (Rosegrant et al., 2002) and
our ability to achieve a trend of growth towards
productivity and profitability of rice farming systems
on an ecologically sustainable basis will dictate the
future of the food security system, not only in India but
the whole of Asia (Swaminathan, 1993). While rice
production under flooded conditions in the irrigated
ecosystem is highly sustainable (Bouman et al., 2007),
the rainfed rice ecosystem, which is subjected to
different water regimes - from submerged to water stress,
also contribute significantly to food security in many
countriesincluding India. To fight poverty and provide
food security, rice production must increase from the
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present level to at least 760 Mt by the year 2020 (Kundu
and Ladha, 1995) from same or even shrinking land
due to increasing competition for land and declining
water availability. A major challenge in rice
(Oryza sativa L.) production now is to achieve the dual
goa of increasing food production and saving water.
Exploring ways to produce more rice with less water is
essential for food security and in this direction water-
saving rice production systems, such as aerobic rice
culture, system of rice intensification (SRI), ground-
cover rice production system (GCRPS), rai sed beds, and
alternate wetting and drying (AWD), have been tested.
These methods though can drastically cut down
unproductive water outflows and increase water-use
efficiency (WUE), these technologies can sometimes
lead to some yield penalty, if the existing lowland
varieties are used (Farooq et al., 2009). Rice varieties
differ in their water use efficiency and thus to their
response to different water regimes. To achieve high
and sustainabl e yields in nonflooded soil, identification
of varieties with better water use efficiency assumes
great importance. Shifting of rice lands from being
continuously anaerobic to being partly or even
completely aerobic will produce profound changes in
water conservation, soil organic matter turnover, nutrient



dynamics, carbon impounding, weed flora, and
greenhouse gas emissions. The challenge will be to
develop suitablewater management regimesand identify
efficient varieties which would allow profitable rice
cultivation under deficit water availability. Owing to
poorer status of organic matter, nitrogen, phosphorus,
sulphur and acidic soil reaction due to lower base
contents, the soilsin the Red and L aterite agro-climatic
zone of West Bengal are hungry and because of their
light and porous texture are thirsty too. In this agro-
climatic zonericeisgrown in 3 out of 4 agro-ecological
situations and in the lowest strata of undulating
topography of this zone no other crop except rice could
be grown after harvest of kharif (wet rainy season) rice.
Irrigation water is avery scarce natural resourcein this
zone, particularly during the boro (dry summer) season.
It becomes imperative thus to find out if instead of
traditiona system of flooded rice culture, some amount
of water could be curtailed at different phenological
growth stages and saved for horizontal expansion of
rice during the boro season. The above facts
concurrently propound an intensive study to explorethe
suitability of some locally grown rice varieties under
field capacity water regime and also to quantify possible
reduction inrice grain yield due to suboptimum supply
of water and the present field experiment was thus
undertaken in farmer’s field for two seasons (during
boro season) in an Alfisol soil.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

The research programme comprised two field
experiments conducted in succession during boro (pre-
summer) season (January-April), 2010 and 2011 in a
farmer’sfield at Jnargram located at 22°45' N and 86°98/
E at an elevation of 81 m above mean sealevel (MSL)
in the sub-humid tropical zone of Eastern India. The
soil wastypical |ateritic (Typic Haplustalf) growing rice
with good drainage facilities and texturally classified
as sandy loam. The sand, silt and clay contents of the
surface (0-0.15 m) soil were 77.12 per cent, 6.0 per cent
and 16.88 per cent, respectively. Theinitial soil sample
was collected from surface (0-0.15 m) layer, air dried,
ground, passed through a 2 mm sieve and analyzed
following standard methods (Jackson, 1973). Maximum
water holding capacity (MWHC) was determined by
equilibrating the soil with water through capillary action
inaKR box (Baruah and Barthakur, 1999). Percent clay,
silt and sand were determined by Hydrometer method
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(Bouyoucos, 1922, 1962). Soil pH and EC were
determined at 1:2.5 soil-water ratios using a glass
electrode and conductivity bridge, respectively. Cation
exchange capacity (CEC) was measured by 1N
NH,OAc, pH 7.0 solution method (Schollenberger and
Simon, 1945); soil organic carbon (SOC) was
determined by dichromate oxidation (Walkley and
Black, 1934); total soil N by the Kjeldahl method
(Bremner and Mulvaney, 1982). Available phosphorus
(P) in soil was determined by extracting samples with
0.5 M NaHCQO,, and determining P colorimetrically
using molybdate (Olsen et al., 1954). Available
potassium was determined using 1IN ammonium acetate
extraction followed by emission spectrometry (Jackson,
1973). Some of the basic chemical and physico-chemical
properties of the surface (0-0.15 m) soil are presented
intablel. A uniform dose of fertilizer N, P,O, and K,O
(80:40:40 kg hal, respectively) through urea, single
super phosphate and muriate of potash were applied in
the experimental plots (5 x 4 m). Two days before
transplanting, half of the nitrogen and total of phosphate
and potassic fertilisers were applied as basal dose. The
remaining half of nitrogen was applied as uniform top
dressing after 21 days of transplanting. Two rice
seedlings of each of the seven varieties of riceviz., IET-
10899; IET- 8682; CN-907-6-2; UPLRI-7; IET —4786;
Khitish and IR-36 were transplanted per hill in plots
with specified spacing between the hills and rows (0.15
x 0.20 m). The crop was transplanted during 2" week
of January. Usua agronomic practices were followed
during the entire period of crop growth. The crop was
grown to maturity under 2 water management practices
viz., CF (Continuously flooded throughout the entire
growth periods) and FC (Field capacity maintained
throughout the entire growth periods). Scheduled water
regimes were maintained by supplying irrigation water
as required. The crop was harvested at maturity; grain
and straw yields and other growth parameters were
recorded. Seven varieties of rice and 2 water
management practices were replicated thrice and laid
outininafactorial Randomized Complete Block Design
(Gomez and Gomez, 1984). Statistical significance of
treatment effects on grain and straw yields and other
plant growth parameters was inferred from least
significant difference (LSD, P=0.05) test using analysis
of variance. Using aPC, with the help of SPSS software
(SPSS 7.5, 1997), different plant growth and yield
parameters were statistically analyzed.
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Tablel: Some important properties of the
experimental soil

Soil characteristics Results
Mechanical analysis:

Sand (%) 76.25
Silt (%) 7.00
Clay (%) 16.75
Textural Class Sandy Loam
Water holding capacity (%) 3173
Bulk Density (g/cm?®) 1.34
pH (Soil: Water = 1: 2.5) 4.84
Electrical conductivity (dsmt) 0.05
Cation exchange capacity [c mol(p*) kg1] 9.24
Organic carbon (%) 0.45

Total nitrogen (mg/KQ) 870

Available phosphorus (mg kgt 8.80
Available potassium (mg kg1 110.14

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
Plant height at harvest

Mean value of plant height (at harvest) of seven
genotypes under the influence of continuous flooding
(CF) andfield capacity (FC) water regimes, pooled over
two seasons (Table 2), revealed, significant (F < 0.05)
effect of water regime, genotypes and their interaction.
Irrespective of genotypes, rice plants had the shortest
height under continuous field capacity (FC) water
regime during both the years. This was true for plant
height in individual genotypes also. The mean plant
height pooled over 2 years and irrespective of variety,
was higher in CF (92.7 cm) than under FC (88.3 cm).

With the exception of UpLRi-7(V,), all other
genotypes produced taller plants under CF than under
FC water regime.While the genotype IET-10889
produced the tallest plant height under CF water regime
(122.1 cm), rice variety IR -36 had the shortest plants
under FC water regime (70.9 cm) at harvest. Rice plants
grew taller in the 2" year (92.8 cm) compared to the 13
year (88.3 cm).

Number of tillers

Number of tillers (at harvest) (per m? area) of the 7
genotypesof ricegrown under CF and FC water regimes
over the 2 seasonswas recorded and are presented (Table
2). Water regime alone and itsinteraction with different
genotypes of rice significantly influenced the number
of tillers per unit area. In general, the CF water regime
(478.9) resulted in 17.52 per cent moretillers compared
to Fc (407.5) water regime. The varieties differed
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significantly in their tillering ability under theinfluence
of sufficient (CF) and deficient water supply (FC) (Table
1). WhileKhitish, irrespective of water regime, produced
the highest number of tillers (502.1), UPL Ri-7 produced
the lowest (360.8) and was consistent during both the
years. The effect of water regime significantly differed
in their effect on the tillering of 7 genotypes of rice.
The highest number of tillers was produced by Khitish
(573.4) under CF water regime while the tiller number
was the lowest in UPLRIi-7 (307.4) under FC water
regime. The response of different genotypes of rice to
produce tiller under deficit water supply (FC) was
different. While the reduction in tiller number due to
deficit water supply (FC) compared to sufficient supply
(CF) was the highest in UPLRI-7 (34.7%), it was
insignificant invariety IR-36 (0.1%). Therice genotypes
produced 5.11 per cent more tillers during the 2" year
as compared to the 1% year.

Number of panicles

Number of panicles (at harvest) (per m? area) of the
7 genotypes of rice grown under CF and FC water
regimes over the 2 seasons was recorded and are
presented (Table 2). Water regime alone and its
interaction with different genotypes of rice also
significantly influenced the number of panicles per unit
area. In general, the CF water regime (444.4) resulted
in 20.5 per cent more panicles compared to FC (368.7)
water regime. Thevarietiesdiffered significantly in their
panicle producing ability under the influence of
sufficient (CF) and deficient water supply (FC) (Table
1). WhileKhitish, irrespective of water regime, produced
the highest number of panicles (461.5), UPLRI-7
produced the lowest (330.1) and was consistent during
both the years. The effect of water regime significantly
differed in their effect on the number of panicles of 7
genotypes of rice. The highest number of panicles was
produced by Khitish (549.5) under CF water regime
while the panicle number was the lowest in UPLRI-7
(268.6) under FC water regime (Table 3). The response
of different genotypes of rice to produce panicle under
deficit water supply (FC) was different. While the
reduction in tiller number due to deficit water supply
(FC) compared to sufficient supply (CF) wasthe highest
in Khitish (47.1%), it wasinsignificant in variety IR-36
(0.9%). The genotypes of rice followed the order:
Khitish (47.1%) > IET-10899 (43.1%) > UPLRI-7
(39.3%) > CN-907-6-2 (12.3%) > |ET- 8682 (9.6%) >
IET —4786 (3.5%) > IR- 36 (0.9%). Therice genotypes
produced 5.09% more panicles during the 2™ year as
compared to the 1% year.



Grain yield

Mean grain yield of seven genotypes of rice under
field capacity (FC) vis-a-vis continuously submerged
(CF) water regimes, pooled over two seasons (Table
2), revealed significant influence of the effect of water
regime, genotypesand their interaction on grainyield.
Irrespective of genotypes, highest rice grain yield
(3.46 t ha'l) was obtained under continuously flooded
(CF) water regime. Keeping the soil at field capacity
(FC) throughout the rice growing periodsled to 38.15
per cent decline in rice grain yield (Table 2). Lower
photosynthetic rate in water stressed plants was the
reason for this decrease in grain yield (Feng and
Shiung, 1997). Castillo et al. (1992) also observed
reduced plant height and grain yields when plants
were subjected to deficit water supply during the
vegetative growth stage. Borell et al., (1991) opined
that significantly lower rice yields in most tropical
rice fields were due to intermittent drying or keeping
soils saturated during the growing season either
vegetative or reproductive phase. Among the seven
genotypes of rice, the highest grain yield was obtained
in IR -36 (3.50 tha'l). Mean grain yield of different
genotypes pooled over the 2 seasons, followed the
order IR -36 (3.50 thaV) > IET 4786 (3.13 thal) >
Khitish (3.09 tha'!) > UPLRI 7 (3.07tha) > IET 8682
(2.39%thal) >IET-10889 (2.29 tha'l) > CN 907-6-2
(2.14thal). Interaction of water management withrice
genotypes brought to the focus some interesting
information. While under optimum water supply
(CF), highest grain yield was recorded in UPLRi 7
(4.52 tha'l), under deficit water supply scenario IR
36 produced the highest (3.16 tha'’) grain yield. The
degree of grain yield reduction under field capacity
water regime compared to continuously submerged
(CF) water regime ranged from 17.8 per centin IR 36
to 64.2 per cent in UPLRIi-7 and followed the order:
UPLRI-7 (64.2%) > IET -8682 (55.9%) > Khitish
(43.4%) > IET -10899 (26.9%) > CN-907-6-2
(23.5%) > IET - 4786 (22.4%) > IR-36 (17.8%).
Among the seven tested genotypes of rice, IR 36 was
the least affected by deficit supply of irrigation
throughout crop growth periods. Kato et a (2006)
also observed differential response of rice genotypes
to deficit water supply in Japan.

Sraw yield

Mean straw yield of seven genotypes of rice under
field capacity (FC) vis-avis continuously submerged

J. Crop and Weed, 12(3)

Chakraborty et al.

(CF) water regimes, pooled over two seasons (Table 2,
3), revealed significant influence of the effect of water
management, genotypes and their interaction on straw
yield. Irrespective of genotypes, highest rice straw yield
(5.38 t hal) was obtained under field capacity water
regime (FC). Keeping the soil at field capacity (FC)
throughout the rice growing periods|ed to 3.26 per cent
increase in rice straw yield (Table 2). Among the seven
genotypes of rice, the highest straw yield was obtained
in CN 907-6-2 (6.37 tha). Mean straw yield of different
genotypes pooled over the 2 seasons, followed the order:
CN 907-6-2 (6.37tha) > Khitish (5.40 thal) > IET-
10889 (5.35tha') > UPLRI 7 (5.34tha®) > IR -36 (5.27
tha?) > IET 8682 (5.01 tha'l) > IET 4786 (4.32 thal).
Interaction of water management with rice genotypes
brought to the focus someinteresting information. While
under optimum water supply (CF), highest straw yield
was recorded in CN 907-6-2 (6.02 tha'l), the same
genotype also produced the highest straw yield under
deficit water supply scenario (6.71 thal). While in 3
rice genotypestherewasdecreasein straw yield ranging
from 5.8 to 18.9 per cent under deficit supply of water
under FC water regime, the other 4 genotypes produced
higher straw yield ranging from 4.2 to 30.4 per cent
under FC. The increase in straw yield under FC
compared to CF in the 4 genotypes followed the order:
UPLRI-7 (30.4%) > CN-907-6-2 (11.5%) > |ET -10899
(8.2%) > Khitish (4.2%).

Water management practices exerted differential
influence on plant height, number of tillers, number of
panicles, grain and straw yield of the seven rice
genotypes studied. Though FC water regime had
positive influence on straw yield, it resulted in 38.1 per
cent reduction in grain yield. Varieta interaction with
water regime was very prominent. Similar detrimental
effect of deficit supply of irrigation water onrice growth
and yield was reported earlier (Ghosh et al., 2014).
While IR-36 was least affected among 7 varieties,
genotype UPLRI-7 was the most severely affected. In
IR-36 the reduction in grain yield was 17.8 per cent,
while in UPLRI-7 this reduction was 64.2 per cent.
Although varietal interaction with water regime
indicated the necessity to identify water efficient
varieties and IR-36 and IET-4786 showed some
prospect, the present research work demonstrated that
rice cultivation without ensuring adequate supply of
irrigation water may not be profitable in the Red and
Laterite zone of West Bengal, particularly during the
boro season.
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Table 2: Different plant parameters of rice varieties under aerobic and anaerobic water regimes

Plant height (cm) Tillers (m?) Panicles (m?) Grain yield (t. ha?) Sraw yield (t. hal)
Variety 19Year 2"Year Mean 1%Year 2YYear Mean 18Year 2™Year Mean 1%Year 29Year Mean 1%Year 2¥Year Mean
IET-10899 1148 1207 1177 4578 4805 4691 4167 4374 4210 224 235 229 52 548 535
IET- 8682 1014 1067 1040 3789 3989 3889 3494 3679 3587 233 245 239 488 513 501
CN-907-6-2  86.6 911 889 4361 4586 4473 3822 4020 3921 2.09 2.20 2.14 6.20 6.53 6.37
UPLRI-7 96 9.6 931 3511 3706 3608 3128 3301 3214 299 315 307 520 548 534
IET -4786 744 781 762 4539 4763 4651 4311 4522 4417 3.05 320 313 4.22 442 4.32
Khitish 80.1 844 822 4889 5153 5021 4494 4736 4615 301 317 309 526 555 540
IR-36 699 731 715 4583 4794 4689 4333 4532 4433 343 358 350 515 538 527
SEm (1) 073 074 060 024 023 575 026 023 702 005 005 004 007 008 005
LSD (p=0.05) 212 215 169 0.69 068 1630 0.76 068 1991 015 014 010 o021 022 014
Water Regime
CF 9.6 949 927 4678 4900 4789 4341 4547 4444 338 354 346 509 533 521
FC 859 907 883 3965 4184 4075 3587 3786 3687 209 220 214 523 552 538
SEm (2) 039 039 0318 013 012 3072 014 012 3753 003 008 0019 004 0.04  0.027
LSD (p=0.05) 113 115 0902 0.37 036 8710 041 036 10641 0.02 007 0054 0l 012 0076
Year
1st Year 88.3 4321 396.4 2.73 5.16
2nd Year 928 454.2 416.6 2.87 543
Mean 90.5 4432 406.5 2.80 5.29
SEm (1) 0.318 3072 3.753 0.019 0.027
LSD (p=0.05) 0.902 8.710 10.641 0.054 0.076

Table 3: Changesin different plant parameters under the interaction of rice varieties and water regimes

Variety Water Plant height Tillers (m?) Panicles (m?) Grain yield Sraw yield
Yr’l Yr2 Mean Yrl Yr2 Mean Yr_1l Yr_2 Mean Yr_1l Yr_2 Mean Yr_1 Yr_2 Mean
|ET-10899 CF 1196 1247 1221 5144 5364 5254 4922 5132 5027 259 270 264 503 524 514
FC 1100 1166 1133 4011 4247 4129 3411 3616 3513 188 199 193 540 572 556
|ET- 8682 CF 1040 1093 1066  396.7 4177 4072 3656 3846 3751 323 340 331 503 529 516
FC 988 1040 1014 3611 3802 3706 3333 3513 3423 143 150 146 473 498 486
CN-907-6-2 CF 892 928 910 4722 4913 4817 4067 4231 4149 238 248 243 590 614 602
FC 840 85 868 4000 4259 4129 3578 3810 3694 18 192 18 650 692 6.71
UPLRI-7 CF 890 943 916 4022 4262 4142 3633 381 3742 439 465 452 450 477 464
FC 923 969 946 3000 3149 3074 2622 2751 2686 158 166 162 590 619 6.05
ET - 4786 CF 786 827 806 4689 4936 4812 4378 4606 4492 343 361 352 433 456 445
FC 702 734 718 4389 4500 4489 4244 4438 4341 267 279 273 410 429 420
K hitish CF 830 870 8.0 5600 586.9 5734 5367 5624 5495 38 404 394 517 542 530
FC 771 818 794 4178 4437 4307 3622 3848 3735 217 230 223 535 568 552
IR-36 CF 706 734 720 4600 4782 4691 4367 4539 4453 377 392 3845 567 589 578
FC 691 727 709 4567 4806 4686 4300 4525 4412 308 324 316 463 475 469
SEm () 103 104 084 034 033 813 037 033 993 007 007 005 010 011 0.07
L SD (p=0.05) 300 304 239 097 096 2304 107 09 2815 021 019 024 030 031 020
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