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(Triticum aestivum) cropping system as affected by nutrient omissions
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ABSTRACT

A field experiment on nutrient omission plot technique (NOPT) in Bt cotton (Gossypium hirsutum L.)-wheat
{Triticum aestivum (L.) emend. Fiori & Paol} cropping system was conducted at New Delhi during 2010-11 and
2011-12. The experiment had 20 treatments, laid out in randomized block design with three replications in fixed
plots. Treatments comprised omission of N, P, K, S and Zn, 50% omission of N, P, and K , absolute control (no nu-
trient applied) and optimum plane of nutrition (150-26.4 -50-15-3 kg/ha N-P-K-S-Zn). Each of the 10 treatments
was duplicated and randomized so that there were 20 plots within each replication for cotton. Same nutrient omis-
sion treatments were tested on wheat in 50% of plots and uniform N was applied in the remaining 50% of the
plots. Yield in cotton was estimated in terms of seed cotton, and stalk yield. Nitrogen proved to be most limiting nu-
trient and there was a reduction in the seed cotton yield to the tune of 28%, 6.5% and 14.5% due to N, P and K
omissions during the year 2010. N continued to be the most limiting nutrient followed by P and K during the year
2011.  The corresponding figures for the year 2011 were 26.5 %, 15.5% and 12.4 % respectively.  The yield reduc-
tion in seed cotton yield due to S and Zn omission ranged from 2.0-5.0%, which was statistically at par with opti-
mum nutrition treatment during both the years The reduction in the grain yield of wheat due to N, P and K omission
was 35%, 9.5% and 2%, respectively during the year 2010-2011 and the corresponding figures for the year 2011-
12 were 48.5%, 11.1% and 7.7%, respectively. The reduction in grain yield due to S and Zn omission was mar-
ginal and ranged from 2.0-2.5% during both the years. Highest net profit of 1,33,340 and 1,58,340 was earned
from cotton-wheat cropping system during the years 2010-11 and 2011-12, respectively, in the optimum nutrition
plots.
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Cotton popularly known as ‘White Gold’ is grown
mainly for fibre. In addition to this, cotton seed is second
important source of the edible oils. India has been a tradi-
tional home of cottons and cotton textiles. The introduc-
tion of Bt cotton with inherent resistance to American
bollworm (Helicoverpa armigera Hubner), in 2002
(bollgard I) and American bollworm and tobacco caterpil-
lar (Spodoptera litura Fabricius) in 2006 (bollgard II) in
India led to tremendous progress in cotton production.
Subsequently the country became the second largest pro-
ducer and third largest consumer of cotton in the world by
2010. By 2011-12, more than 90 percent of cotton area

was covered under Bt cotton and hence the production has
more than doubled (compared to 2002-03), yields have
gone up by almost 70%, and export potential for more
than 10,000 crore worth of raw cotton per year has been
created (agricoop.nic.in).

 Cotton-wheat cropping system is certainly the next
dominant cropping system after rice-wheat in north-west-
ern India and cotton growing areas of Pakistan. In India,
cotton-wheat cropping system is followed on 1.40 m ha
and on 2.62 m ha in Pakistan. The total area under cotton-
wheat cropping system comes to about 4.0 m ha in the
north-western plains of India and Pakistan (Mayee et al.,
2008). Cotton and wheat are exhaustive crops as is evident
from the fact that they remove 43.2-29.3-53.3-24.0 and
25.0-9.0-33.0-4.7 kg of N-P-K-S/t of economic product,
respectively (Tandon, 2004). To cater to the uptake needs
of these crops, soil reserves alone are not sufficient mak-
ing it necessary to supply them through chemical fertiliz-
ers. However, the fertilizers applied are either insufficient
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or imbalanced and not based on soil supply capacity. Ini-
tiatives are made in recent years through nutrient omission
approaches to arrive at the soil and fertilizer contributions
to the crops performance and finally arrive at site specific
nutrient management recommendations for targeted and
sustainable yield. Yield in the plot balanced fertilization
with relatively good crop management can be used to es-
timate an attainable yield target. Nutrient-limited yields are
determined from plots in which the nutrient of interest is
not added. For example, the N-limited yield is determined
in an N omission plot receiving no N fertilizer but suffi-
cient P and K to ensure that they do not limit yield. The P/
K-limited yield is determined in a P/K omission plot re-
ceiving no P/K fertilizer but a sufficient supply of other
nutrients (www.irri.org/irrc/ssnm). Keeping the above
facts in view a field experiment was conducted to assess
the contribution of various nutrients towards yield and
profitability of cotton, wheat and the cotton-wheat system
vis-a-vis optimum fertilization schedules using nutrient
omission plot technique.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

A field experiment on Bt cotton-wheat cropping system
was conducted during the of year 2010-11 and 2011-12, at
the research farm of the Indian Agricultural Research In-
stitute, New Delhi (India). New Delhi is situated at
28°35’N latitude and 77°12’E longitude and an altitude of
about 228.61 m above mean sea level. It has a semi-arid
and sub-tropical climate with hot dry summers and severe
cold winters. The soil of the experimental field was sandy
loam in texture, low in available nitrogen (196.4 kg/ha),
medium in available P (12.5 kg/ha) and K (286.6 kg/ha).
The soil available sulphur and zinc amounted to 34.3 kg/
ha and 0.88 mg/kg of soil, respectively. The experiment
had 20 treatments, laid out in randomized block design
with three replications in fixed plots. In cotton treatments
comprised omission of N, P, K, S and Zn , 50% omission
of N, P, and K , absolute control (no nutrient applied) and
optimum plane of nutrition (150-26.4-50-15-3 kg/ha N-P-
K-S-Zn ). Each of the 10 treatments was duplicated and
randomized so that there were 20 plots within each repli-
cation for cotton. Same nutrient omission treatments were
tested on wheat in 50% of plots and uniform N was ap-
plied in the remaining 50% of the plots. All the 20 treat-
ments differed from each other when taken on a system
basis.150-26.4 -50- 15-3 kg/ha N-P-K-S-Zn was applied
as optimum fertilizer dose. The fertilizers used were urea
(46% N), triple superphosphate (46% P

2
O

5
), muriate of

potash (60% K
2
O), gypsum (15% S) and zinc oxide (81%

Zn), so that each fertilizer shall supply only a single nutri-
ent under investigation. Half of N and full dose of all other
nutrients was applied as basal application to cotton. Re-

maining N was applied at squaring and flowering in two
equal splits. Similarly in wheat half N was applied as basal
dose and the remaining half at first and second irrigation
in two equal splits.

Bt cotton ‘Rasi 134 BG II’ with stacked genes, cry 1 ac
and cry 1ab for resistance against American bollworm and
tobacco caterpillar (Spodoptera litura Fabricius), is me-
dium tall with bushy growth habit having a ginning per-
centage of 37 and staple length of 27-28 mm. Wheat ‘HD
2851’ (Pusa Vishesh), a dwarf variety of 126-134 days
duration having a yield potential 4-4.5 t/ha was used in the
experiment. The cost of cultivation and relative econom-
ics of each crop was calculated on the basis of minimum
support price of the inputs and the produce.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The mean weekly minimum and maximum temperature
during kharif season varied between 14.20C to 28.90C and
23.20C to 41.50C, respectively, during the year 2010 and
10.70C to 27.20C and 26.80C to 39.20C, respectively, dur-
ing the year 2011. The total rainfall was 926.60 mm from
1st June 2010 to 31st December, 2010 and 574.30 mm for
the corresponding period during 2011. Over all 2010
weather parameters particularly rainfall and temperature,
were more favorable for cotton growth and yield. For
wheat the weather conditions were more or less the same
during the year 2010-11 and 2011-12.

Cotton

Yield attributes, stalk, and seed cotton yield
Nutrient omissions significantly influenced the yield

components of cotton during both the years of experimen-
tation (Table 1). Although, N omission resulted in severe
reduction in opened bolls/plant, P and K omission had also
significant effect on the opened bolls/plant an important
yield attributes. The unopened bolls/plant were signifi-
cantly lower in control and N omission treatments. Boll
weight was also significantly reduced due to N, P and K
omissions. Lowest boll weight was recorded in control and
N omission plots followed P and K omission. Lower num-
ber of bolls palnt-1 and boll weight were recorded during
second year in the respective omission treatments. The
effect of S and Zn omission on yield attributes was not as
pronounced as that of macro nutrients.

The seed cotton yield (SCY) was significantly affected
by nutrient omission treatments. Seed cotton yield ranged
from 2.27-3.42 t/ha and 2.17-3.24 t/ha during the year
2010 and 2011, respectively. Overall the SCY was slightly
lower during the year 2011 than the preceding year. The
reduction in SCY during the year 2010 was 28%, 6.7%,
14.5% due to N, P and K omission, respectively. The cor-



June 2013] NUTRIENT OMISSION IN BT.COTTON–WHEAT CROPPING SYSTEM 177

responding figures for the year 2011 were 26%, 15%, and
12 %, respectively. The reduction in SCY in 50% N omis-
sion and control plots ranged from 12 and 13% with re-
spect to optimum nutrition treatments. The corresponding
figures for control plots were 32 and 33% during the year
2010 and 2011, respectively. The reduction in SCY due to
N and K omission was almost similar in the consecutive
years. The reduction in the SCY due to P omission was
much higher during the year 2011. Similarly the reduction
in SCY in the treatments that received only N in the pre-
ceding wheat crop was almost similar to their correspond-
ing omission treatments during the year 2010. However,
during the year 2011 the SCY yields were slightly lower in
the P and S omission treatments. N omission resulted in
drastic reduction in the growth, yield components and
yield, highlighting the importance of N in cotton produc-
tion in N deficient soils. These findings corroborate the
results of Biradar et al. (2011). P omission resulted in a
yield reduction of 6.7% and 15.5% in the first and the sec-
ond crop highlighting the fast depletion of soil P resources
in cotton-wheat cropping system. Charles et al. (2005)
from Cullars long term field experiment reported that yield
losses when P was not applied during the  preceding  10
years amounted to 57% compared to standard fertilization
(N, P, K, S with micronutrients).

The reduction in the seed cotton yield due to K omis-

sion ranged from 12-14%, signifying the importance of K
nutrition in cotton production. Yield losses to the tune of
20% due to K omission have been reported by Biradar et
al. (2011). It appears that K soil supplies remained more or
less constant during the three cropping seasons. It might
also be due to the fact that cotton being a deep rooted
plant, absorbed more K from the deeper soil layers (Gulick
et al., 1989).  Seed cotton yield reduction due to S and Zn
omission ranged between 2.0-5.0% but was statistically at
par with optimum fertilization. Several workers have re-
ported a non-significant response of cotton to S (Prasad,
2000) and Zn (Yin et al., 2011) application. Similarly seed
cotton yield reduced to the extent of 33.4% and 32.8% for
the corresponding years in plots where no nutrient was
applied over the optimum fertilization schedule. The re-
duction in the seed cotton was mainly attributed to the
lesser number of bolls/plant and reduced boll weight.

Growth and biomass production were strongly affected
by the limited indigenous nutrient supply and the nutrients
supplied through fertilizers. This was reflected in the re-
duction in stalk and seed cotton yield. Stalk yield ranged
from 4.5 to 7.5 t/ha and 4.1 to 7.2 t/ha during the years
2010 and 2011, respectively (Table 1). The stalk yield was
strongly related to the N supply, omission of which re-
sulted in 36.3% and 47.3% reduction in stalk yield during
the years 2010 and 2011, respectively. The reduction in the

Table 1. Effect of nutrient omissions on yield attributes and stalk and seed cotton yields of cotton

Treatment Bolls/plant Boll weight (g) Seed cotton Stalk yield (t/ha)
2010 2011 2010 2011 yield (t/ha) 2010 2011

2010 2011

Cotton Wheat
NPKSZn NPKSZn 46.8 43.9 3.54 4.39 3.42 3.24 7.68 7.21
PKSZn(-N) PKSZn(-N) 35.8 31.4 2.68 3.28 2.45 2.39 5.06 3.80
NKSZn(-P) NKSZn(-P) 45.5 38.6 3.29 3.93 3.18 2.73 7.55 6.75
NPSZn(-K) NPSZn(-K) 45.5 37.6 2.98 4.30 2.91 2.83 6.93 6.36
NPKZn(-S) NPKZn(-S) 44.5 35.7 2.97 4.10 3.21 3.09 7.29 6.87
NPKS(-Zn) NPKS(-Zn) 47.8 37.3 3.28 4.18 3.34 3.05 7.72 6.39
Control Control 28.4 29.2 2.54 2.74 2.27 2.17 4.56 4.11
(-50%N) (-50%N) 40.1 33.1 2.95 4.12 2.98 2.83 7.25 5.85
(- 50%P) (- 50%P) 41.2 36.7 2.97 4.09 3.34 2.97 7.44 6.71
(- 50%K) (- 50%K) 47.6 37.7 2.95 4.28 3.13 3.05 7.58 7.00
NPKSZn (+N) 46.6 37.1 3.53 4.55 3.42 3.10 7.85 7.19
PKSZn(-N) (+N) 36.3 25.4 2.39 2.80 2.46 2.37 5.18 4.38
NKSZn(-P) (+N) 44.8 26.3 3.27 4.09 3.19 2.62 7.68 6.57
NPSZn(-K) (+N) 45.8 34.1 2.90 4.30 2.90 2.88 7.02 6.79
NPKZn(-S) (+N) 45.2 28.8 2.97 4.18 3.23 2.76 7.37 7.45
NPKS(-Zn) (+N) 48.1 38.3 3.26 4.05 3.35 3.06 7.85 7.21
Control (+N) 32.2 24.7 2.74 2.71 2.27 2.27 4.26 3.65
(-50%N) (+N) 40.6 29.2 2.95 3.96 2.99 2.76 7.24 6.27
(- 50%P) (+N) 42.5 28.8 2.74 4.18 3.35 2.86 7.64 6.71
(- 50%K) (+N) 46.6 36.0 3.16 4.33 3.13 2.97 7.56 7.24

SEm± 1.76 1.66 0.10 0.09 0.14 0.12 0.23 0.33
CD (P=0.05) 5.03 4.76 0.30 0.27 0.40 0.33 0.67 0.94
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stalk yield was 1.7 and 9 % for 2010 and 6.5% and
13.46% for 2011 due to P and K omission, respectively.
The higher above ground biomass yield during the 2010
might be due to the excessive rainfall (926 mm) received
during 2010 which was 61% higher than 2011 (574 mm).
Under the conditions of excessive rain or irrigation, before
fruit set, plant height and vegetative growth in cotton be-
comes excessive (Kerby et al., 1996).

Nutrient uptake
Total N uptake varied from 46.6 to 125.1 kg/ha during

the year 2010 and 43.7 to 110.0 kg/ha during the year
2011 at the harvest stage. Control and N omission treat-
ments had significantly lower N uptake at harvest. P and
K omissions also significantly reduced the N uptake at
harvest. The N uptake, during the years 2010 and 2011, in
treatments where only N was applied to the previous
wheat crop did not differ significantly from their corre-
sponding continuous omission treatments. N stimulates
growth and dry matter production and thus results in its
higher uptake. These results are in agreement with
Bhalerao et al. (2011). P uptake decreased significantly in
control, N omission, P omission and 50% P omission plots
as compared to the rest of treatments. N omission also re-
duced the P uptake significantly during both the years. K
omission reduced the P uptake significantly during the
year 2011. Improved N, P and K uptake has been reported

under ample P supplies (Naiem, 2007).The total K uptake
ranged from 62.5 to 137.5 kg/ha during the year 2010 and
the corresponding figures for the year 2011 were 58.5 to
118.5 kg/ha. Significantly lower K uptake was observed in
control, N omission and K omission treatments. P omis-
sion also reduced the K uptake especially during the year
2011. Generally higher K uptake was recorded during the
year 2010 than the year 2011. N omission had more severe
impact on K uptake than the K omission itself.  Higher K
accumulation in different plant parts of cotton and K up-
take have also been reported in K applied treatments
(Aladakatti et al., 2011). K uptake in S and Zn omission
plots was at par with optimum fertilization plots.

Wheat

Yield attributes, straw and grain yield
Spikes/m2, grains/spike and 1,000-grain weight were

significantly affected by the nutrient omissions during
both the years. Maximum reduction in spike density/m2

was caused due to N omission followed by P omission and
the lowest was recorded in control plots. K, S and Zn had
a non significant effect on spikes density/m2. Spikes den-
sity/m2 was also significantly reduced in the treatments
where only N was applied and other nutrients were omit-
ted. Similar trend was recorded during the year 2011-12.
Spikes/m2 further reduced under N omission and the treat-

Table 2. Effect of nutrient omissions on yield attributes and grain and straw yields of wheat

Treatment Spikes/  m2 Grains/spike 1000-grain wt. (g) Grain yield (t/ha) Straw yield (t/ha)

2010-11 2011-12 2010-11 2011-12 2010-11 2011-12 2010-11 2011-12 2010-11 2011-12

Cotton Wheat
NPKSZn NPKSZn 403.9 404.4 35.4 34.5 43.1 41.4 4.70 4.68 6.07 6.02
PKSZn(-N) PKSZn(-N) 278.2 226.3 22.2 26.1 39.6 36.7 3.05 2.40 3.99 3.51
NKSZn(-P) NKSZn(-P) 348.9 349.2 32.1 32.0 42.1 37.2 4.25 4.16 5.86 5.38
NPSZn(-K) NPSZn(-K) 405.2 386.1 33.4 32.4 40.4 39.1 4.56 4.33 5.74 5.61
NPKZn(-S) NPKZn(-S) 392.1 390.5 32.8 32.9 41.9 40.8 4.59 4.55 5.74 5.81
NPKS(-Zn) NPKS(-Zn) 422.9 409.6 31.8 33.3 44.0 40.6 4.60 4.57 5.91 5.76
Control Control 229.6 179.9 15.9 23.2 39.3 35.7 1.65 1.54 2.72 2.22
(-50%N) (-50%N) 329.8 297.6 30.6 32.0 40.4 38.7 3.89 3.77 5.04 4.94
(- 50%P) (- 50%P) 389.8 397.8 34.3 33.0 41.4 37.6 4.55 4.23 5.90 5.54
(- 50%K) (- 50%K) 371.4 406.3 33.1 34.2 41.7 38.2 4.62 4.58 5.71 5.62
NPKSZn (+N) 383.6 358.3 31.2 32.7 41.4 40.0 3.96 3.78 5.67 5.14
PKSZn(-N) (+N) 343.0 308.2 30.3 31.9 41.3 37.6 3.94 3.27 5.47 4.80
NKSZn(-P) (+N) 367.9 351.7 28.8 29.6 41.2 38.0 4.03 3.42 5.76 4.89
NPSZn(-K) (+N) 371.4 314.4 29.2 30.6 43.3 36.1 4.20 3.25 5.59 5.02
NPKZn(-S) (+N) 366.9 319.9 28.7 30.7 39.7 36.9 4.14 3.50 5.57 5.18
NPKS(-Zn) (+N) 367.7 334.4 31.8 30.5 41.5 36.1 4.25 3.41 5.59 5.25
Control (+N) 338.1 282.2 26.8 30.7 40.9 36.8 3.96 3.11 5.08 4.47
(-50%N) (+N) 339.3 312.2 28.9 28.9 40.9 39.4 4.39 3.56 5.69 4.78
(- 50%P) (+N) 376.4 301.1 31.0 29.7 42.3 38.6 4.36 3.30 5.68 5.10
(- 50%K) (+N) 383.5 329.6 30.8 29.9 41.3 36.7 4.38 3.47 5.45 5.03

SEm± 13.4 10.3 1.18 2.65 0.82 1.0 0.30 0.14 0.30 0.18
CD (P=0.05) 38.35 30.34 3.55 5.36 2.39 3.01 0.60 0.44 0.89 0.55
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ments where only N was applied and all other nutrients
were omitted. The effect of N omission was more promi-
nent on grains spike-1 followed by P omission. Lowest
number of grains spike-1 was recorded in control plots.
Omission of all nutrients except N also reduced the grains
spike-1 considerably. Likewise 1000 grain weight was
more affected under N omission treatments followed by P
omission. It was more dramatically reduced in the treat-
ments where only N was applied to wheat and all other
nutrients were omitted. Improved yield attributes of wheat
under higher N rates and balanced fertilization have also
been reported by Zeng-Gen et al. (2007).

Nitrogen omission led to the maximum reduction of
straw yield than any other nutrient and it reduced consis-
tently with each season of N omission. The next most lim-
iting nutrient was P as its omission resulted in significant
reduction in straw yield especially during second year. The
straw yield was also significantly reduced in the plots were
only N was applied and this effect was more severe during
the second year of the experiment due the progressive
imbalance in the soil nutrient supply. The grain yield var-
ied from 1.65 to 4.7 t/ha during the year 2010-11 and 2.40
to 4.68 t/ha during the year 2011-12. The reduction in the
grain yield due to N, P and K omission was 35%, 9.6%
and 3% during the year 2010-11 and 49%, 11.5 and 7.4%
during the year 2011-12, respectively. N proved to the
most limiting nutrient from the very first season whereas,

P reduced the grain significantly during the second year
due to the reduction in the indigenous P soil supplies un-
der sustained omissions. These results corroborate find-
ings of Dai et al. (2010). Omission of S and Zn resulted in
grain yield reduction of 2.0-3.0% which was statistically
non significant. Several workers have reported a non sig-
nificant response of wheat to S (Orman and Ok, 2012) and
Zn (Hussain et al., 2011) applications. In the second set of
treatments were specific nutrients were omitted in cotton
and only N was applied to wheat, the grain yield reduced
during the first year and more severely during the second
year, because of imbalance in the nutrient supplies. Simi-
lar results have been reported by Laghari et al. (2010).

Nutrient uptake
 The total N uptake varied from 37 to 129 kg/ha (2010-

11) and 29 to 135 kg/ha (2011-12) in the control and op-
timum nutrition treatments, respectively. The optimum
fertilization treatment had significantly higher N uptake
over control and N omission and 50% N omission treat-
ments at all the growth stages. Lowest N uptake was ob-
served in control and N omission followed by 50% N
omission treatments. The total P uptake ranged between
8.1 and 25.8 kg/ha in the control and optimum fertilization
plots, respectively during the year 2010-11. The corre-
sponding figures for the year 2011-12 were 6.7 and 21.3
kg/ha, respectively. The total P uptake in N omission treat-

Table 3. Effect of nutrient omissions on N, P and K uptake (kg/ha) in cotton and wheat

Treatment Cotton Wheat

N P K N P K

Cotton Wheat 2010 2011 2010 2011 2010 2011 2010 2011 2010 2011 2010 2011

NPKSZn NPKSZn 125.1 110.0 23.1 20.4 137.5 118.1 129.8 130.8 23.5 24.2 118.2 119.4
PKSZn(-N) PKSZn(-N) 59.7 49.9 14.6 11.2 76.2 64.0 62.4 55.6 14.8 10.6 67.9 61.0
NKSZn(-P) NKSZn(-P) 114.2 101.6 17.0 13.5 125.2 102.9 102.4 104.9 17.6 16.5 107.7 105.8
NPSZn(-K) NPSZn(-K) 108.8 100.6 19.6 17.3 109.6 83.6 123.6 117.6 23.2 21.8 97.9 99.7
NPKZn(-S) NPKZn(-S) 116.0 107.3 21.4 18.6 130.6 108.2 124.7 123.4 23.8 25.0 115.4 116.3
NPKS(-Zn) NPKS(-Zn) 122.3 103.5 24.1 18.3 141.3 114.4 128.6 124.6 22.9 23.5 115.7 118.2
Control Control 47.6 45.5 11.6 10.4 68.0 61.1 37.1 30.5 8.1 6.7 43.0 38.4
(-50%N) (-50%N) 92.3 82.0 18.4 14.9 115.7 95.3 94.6 93.4 19.5 17.6 95.7 97.2
(- 50%P) (- 50%P) 113.9 97.2 18.9 16.9 128.2 106.3 121.6 109.9 23.0 19.8 110.5 108.1
(- 50%K) (- 50%K) 113.7 104.0 21.2 17.0 121.6 97.7 118.9 117.7 21.6 21.2 104.5 104.5
NPKSZn (+N) 126.0 109.3 21.8 19.5 137.9 114.3 112.5 105.8 20.1 18.3 110.1 101.9
PKSZn(-N) (+N) 60.3 51.1 16.0 13.0 77.20 66.3 103.8 88.9 16.9 15.0 96.6 84.0
NKSZn(-P) (+N) 116.4 97.0 14.6 13.2 123.8 99.7 103.0 89.8 20.0 14.9 102.6 92.0
NPSZn(-K) (+N) 108.6 104.5 18.3 17.0 105.8 81.7 106.3 89.2 20.7 16.3 91.7 80.3
NPKZn(-S) (+N) 117.9 103.0 20.3 17.8 127.9 111.7 116.2 97.4 21.4 18.0 103.8 102.6
NPKS(-Zn) (+N) 123.7 111.3 21.0 18.5 141.3 114.9 108.8 95.6 19.5 17.7 105.5 104.7
Control (+N) 46.6 43.7 10.5 9.4 62.5 58.5 100.6 82.7 16.9 14.1 85.1 76.4
(-50%N) (+N) 92.1 82.9 16.2 14.5 110.9 100.0 113.6 94.8 20.0 17.5 105.0 100.5
(- 50%P) (+N) 115.1 103.8 16.6 14.5 129.7 107.4 111.4 92.3 20.2 15.8 102.9 94.6
(- 50%K) (+N) 114.4 104.9 19.3 17.1 115.6 97.3 109.3 93.0 20.1 17.4 97.3 91.4

SEm± 3.92 3.66 0.80 0.74 4.16 3.58 3.88 3.16 0.93 0.71 4.84 3.98
CD (P=0.05) 11.24 10.47 2.29 2.12 11.92 10.24 11.13 13.52 2.66 2.05 13.86 11.40
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Table 4. Effect of nutrient omissions on net returns and benefit cost ratio of cotton, wheat and cotton–wheat cropping system

Treatment Cotton Wheat Cotton–wheat cropping system

Net returns B:C ratio Net returns B:C ratio Net returns B:C ratio
(× 103 /ha) (× 103 /ha) (× 103 /ha)
2010 2011 2010 2011 2010 2011 2010 2011 2010 2011 2010 2011

Cotton Wheat -11 -12 -11 -12 -11 -12 -11 -12

NPKSZn NPKSZn 92.9 107.1 3.35 3.25 40.4 51.3 2.43 2.78 133.3 158.3 2.43 2.78
PKSZn(-N) PKSZn(-N) 60.2 70.5 2.33 2.29 22.4 20.2 1.53 1.24 82.6 90.7 1.53 1.24
NKSZn(-P) NKSZn(-P) 86.9 87.9 3.31 2.79 37.0 45.1 2.45 2.66 123.9 133.0 2.45 2.66
NPSZn(-K) NPSZn(-K) 77.3 91.6 2.94 2.94 39.9 47.9 2.63 2.88 117.2 139.4 2.63 2.88
NPKZn(-S) NPKZn(-S) 86.1 101.2 3.13 3.09 39.0 49.5 2.37 2.71 125.1 150.7 2.37 2.71
NPKS(-Zn) NPKS(-Zn) 91.0 99.0 3.32 3.03 39.5 49.7 2.41 2.74 130.5 148.6 2.41 2.74
Control Control 57.0 66.0 2.54 2.44 9.5 10.3 0.84 0.82 66.5 76.3 0.84 0.82
(-50%N) (-50%N) 79.4 89.7 2.96 2.81 31.5 39.0 2.01 2.24 111.0 128.7 2.01 2.24
(- 50%P) (- 50%P) 91.0 96.3 3.37 2.99 39.3 45.5 2.47 2.57 130.3 141.8 2.47 2.57
(- 50%K) (- 50%K) 84.5 100.5 3.13 3.13 39.6 50.2 2.49 2.86 124.1 150.6 2.49 2.86
NPKSZn (+N) 93.5 101.8 3.37 3.09 35.7 42.2 2.7 2.88 129.1 144.0 2.7 2.88
PKSZn(-N) (+N) 60.4 70.6 2.34 2.29 35.2 40.2 2.66 2.75 95.6 110.7 2.66 2.75
NKSZn(-P) (+N) 87.4 83.2 3.33 2.65 36.5 37.1 2.76 2.54 123.9 120.4 2.76 2.54
NPSZn(-K) (+N) 77.1 96.5 2.94 3.10 38.0 35.1 2.88 2.4 115.1 131.6 2.88 2.4
NPKZn(-S) (+N) 86.5 88.8 3.14 2.71 37.4 38.6 2.83 2.64 123.9 127.5 2.83 2.64
NPKS(-Zn) (+N) 91.2 100.6 3.32 3.08 38.5 37.6 2.91 2.57 129.7 138.2 2.91 2.57
Control (+N) 56.6 69.3 2.52 2.56 34.8 32.5 2.63 2.22 91.4 101.7 2.63 2.22
(-50%N) (+N) 79.7 87.5 2.98 2.75 40.1 39.2 3.03 2.68 119.8 126.7 3.03 2.68
(- 50%P) (+N) 91.3 92.3 3.38 2.87 39.8 35.9 3.01 2.45 131.1 128.2 3.01 2.45
(- 50%K) (+N) 84.5 97.6 3.13 3.05 39.6 37.9 3.00 2.59 124.2 135.5 3.00 2.59

ment was lower than the P omission treatments. The treat-
ments where only N was applied to wheat had also signifi-
cantly lower P uptake than the optimum fertilization treat-
ments. The total K uptake ranged between 43.2 to 118.2
kg/ha in control and optimum fertilization treatments dur-
ing the year 2010-11, respectively. K uptake was signifi-
cantly higher in optimum fertilization treatments over con-
trol, N omission and K omission treatments. N omissions
had far greater impact on K uptake, rather than K omission
itself. Marginal reduction in plant K uptake and dry mat-
ter accumulation due to K omission has been reported by
Slaton et al. (2009). Omission of S and Zn had a non sig-
nificant effect on K uptake at all the growth stage and to-
tal uptake at harvest.

Economics
Cotton profitability was considerably affected by nutri-

ent omissions (Table 4). Cost of cultivation differed mar-
ginally on account nutrient omissions but resulted in large
differences in the yield and net profit. Consistently higher
net returns of 92,900 and 1,07,075 were realized dur-
ing the year 2010 and 2011, respectively in balanced fer-
tilization treatments. Highest B:C ratio (net returns per
rupee invested) of 3.35 and 3.25 during the year 2010 and
2011, respectively was also realized in the optimum nutri-
tion plots. Lowest net profit was realized in control plots.

Wheat crop profitability also responded to fertilizer

treatments with highest net returns of 40,407 and
51,269 realized in the balanced fertilization plots during

the years 2010-11 and 2011-12, respectively (Table 5). P
and K omission also reduced the net returns. The effect of
S and Zn omission on net profit was only marginal. High-
est B:C ratio of 2.43 and 2.78 during the years 2010-11
and 2011-12, respectively, was also recorded in the opti-
mum nutrition plots.. Profits were also reduced in the
treatments where only N to the exclusion of all other nu-
trients was applied to wheat especially during the second
wheat season.

Maximum net returns of 1,33,307and 1,58,344
were realized from the cropping system during the year
2010-11 and 2011-12 , respectively, when balanced nutri-
tion was applied to both the crops. Same treatments also
recorded overall highest B:C ratio of 3 and 3.08 during the
respective years. Among the nutrients, N omission reduced
the net returns drastically and P proved to be the second
most limiting nutrient in cotton wheat production.

From the two year study on Bt cotton-wheat cropping
system it is concluded that N is the most limiting nutrient
and its omission resulted in drastic reductions in yield and
profitability of both cotton and wheat. P omission resulted
in yield reductions which increased during the year 2011-
12 for both cotton and wheat. K omissions resulted in sig-
nificant yield reductions in cotton and only marginal yield
responses were observed in wheat during year 2010-11
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and significant reductions during the year 2011-12. Appli-
cation of only N to wheat and omitting all other nutrients
resulted in huge yield losses especially during the year
2011-12. S and Zn omission resulted in non significant
yield reductions in both cotton and wheat. Thus balanced
fertilization in both cotton and wheat is very important to
maintain sustainability and profitability of cotton-wheat
cropping system.

REFERENCES

agricoop.nic.in. 2011. Indian agriculture: Performance and chal-
lenges. In: The State of Indian Agriculture pp 1–21.

Aladakatti, Y.R., Hallikeri, S.S., Nandagavi, R.A., Naveen, N.E.,
Hugar, A.Y. and Blaise, D. 2011. Yield and fiber qualities of
hybrid cotton (Gossypium hirsutum) as influenced by soil
and foliar application of potassium. Karnataka Journal of
Agricultural Sciences 24(2): 133–36.

Bhalerao, P.D., Gaikwad, G.S. and Imade, S.R. 2011. Productivity
and nutrient uptake of Bt-cotton (Gossypium hirsutum) as
influenced by precision application of irrigation and fertil-
izer. Indian Journal of Agronomy 56(2): 150–53.

Biradar, D.P., Aladakatti, Y.R., Basavanneppa, M.A., Shivamurthy,
D. and Satyanarayana,T. 2011. Assessing the contribution of
nutrients to maximize transgenic cotton yields in vertisols of
Northern Karnataka. Better Crops – South Asia 5(1): 22–25.

Charles, C.M., Dennis, D. and Kipling, S.B. 2005. Cullars rotation:
the South’s oldest continuous soil fertility experiment. Bet-
ter Crops 89: 5–9.

Dai, X.Q.,   Zhang, H.Y., Spiertz, J.H.J., Yu. J., Xie, G.H. and
Bouman, B.A.M. 2010. Crop response of aerobic rice and
winter wheat to nitrogen, phosphorus and potassium in a
double cropping system. Nutrient Cycling in Agro-ecosys-
tems 86: 301–15.

Gulick, S.H., Cassman, K.G. and Grattan, S.R. 1989. Exploitation of
soil potassium in layered profiles by root systems of cotton
and barley. Soil Science Society of America Journal 53: 146–
53.

Hussain, N., Khan, M.B., Ahmad, R., Ali, M.A., Ahmed, N. and

Saeed, S. 2011. Physico-chemical traits, productivity and net
return of wheat as affected by phosphorus and zinc require-
ments under arid climates. Pakistan Journal of Botany
43(2): 991–02.

Kerby, T.A., Hake, S., Hake, K.D. 1996. Cotton Production Manual,
Division of Agriculture and Natural Resources, University of
Calfornia pp. 101.

Laghari, G.M., Oad, F.C., Tunio, S., Gandahi, A.W., Siddiqui, M.H.,
Jagirani, A.W. and Oad, S.M. 2010. Growth, yield and nutri-
ent uptake of various wheat cultivars under different fertil-
izer regimes. Sarhad Journal of Agriculture 26(4): 489–97.

Mayee, C.D., Monga, D., Dhillon, S.S., Nehra, P.L. and Pundhir, P.
2008. Cotton-wheat production system in South Asia: a suc-
cess story. Asia-Pacific Association of Agricultural Research
Institutions, Bangkok, Thailand.

Naiem, A. 2007. Response of long staple cotton to phosphorus in
form of diammonium phosphate (DAP) in the vertisol of
Sudan Gezira. The World Cotton Research Conference-4,
Lubbock, Texas, USA. September 10–14–2007.

Orman, S. and Ok, H. 2012. Effects of sulphur and zinc applications
on growth and nutrition of bread wheat in calcareous clay
loam soil. African Journal of Biotechnology 11(13): 3080–
86.

Prasad, M. 2000. Effect of nitrogen, phosphorus and sulphur on
yield and quality of cotton and their residual effect on suc-
ceeding wheat. Fertilizer News 45(8): 63–64.

Tandon, H.L.S. 2004. Fertilizers in Indian Agriculture from 20th to
21st Century. Fertilizer Development and Consultation
Organisation, New Delhi.

www.i r r i .org / i r rc /ssnm/www.knowledgebank. i r r i .org /
ericeproduction/pop_up_nutrient_omission_plot.htm.
website accessed on 10.06.2010.

Yin, X., Gwathmey, O., Main, C. and Johnson, A. 2011. Effects of
sulfur application rates and foliar zinc fertilization on cotton
lint yields and quality. Agronomy Journal 103:1794–03.

Zeng-Gen, L.U., Ting-Bo, D.A.I., Dong, J., Qi, J., Zheng-Gui,W.U.,
Pei-Nan, Z. and Wei, C. 2007. Effects of nitrogen strategies
on population quality index, grain yield & quality in weak-
gluten wheat. Acta Agronomica Sinica  33(04): 590–97.



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


