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14, JIRM UfdT HIET — AR 2020 W TS 2021 T

(@) M Ufdd Teer $RiwHA

Performance of the demonstration under CFLD on Qilseed & Pulse Crops during 2020-21:

Crop No. of Area | Yield (q/ha) % *Economics of demonstration (Rs./ha) *Economics of check
Farmers | (ha) | Demo | Check |Increase | Gross Gross Net BCR | (Rs./ha) Gross Net BCR
Cost Return Return Gross Return Return
Cost
Mustard | 250 100 15.01 12.85 17.15 2847295 | 67553.78 | 39080.83 | 1.37 | 28022.95 | 57865.34 | 29842.39 | 1.06
Lentil 25 10 13.03 10.95 18.99 30356.54 | 75600.77 | 4524423 | 1.49 | 29156.54 | 63510 3435346 | 1.17
Chickpea | 25 10 1549 | 13.26 17.56 32988 67968 34980 1.06 | 35252 51326 16074 0.45
Fieldpea |25 10 17.55 |15.5 13.94 27388 60167.68 | 32779.68 |1.19 | 26952 53600 26648 0.99
Green 35 10 2.6 2.2 20.21 12505.71 | 18240 5734.28 046 | 12220 15200 2980 0.25
gram
(@) T IR Ul TS — JFER 2020 W Sals 2021 A H o o |
. . . AR o | 3fgfae
LTI TS e /TGS (29) LIL| LICRERIELS
e Jevle | GHIY
IR 10 G AR, IRGARYR 4 0 22 TEIerd ¢ |
(7) W ofoq yogerT — STacE] 2020 W Al 2021 T
Crop No. of | Area Yield (q/ha) % change | *Economics of demonstration (Rs./ha) *Economics of check
Farmer | (ha) in yield (Rs./ha)
Demo Check Gross Gross Net w* Gross Gross Net *k
Cost Return | Return BCR Cost Return | Return BCR
Rice 53 132.5 | 46.11 41.53 11.09 42396 73778 31382 1.78 43917 66442 22525 1.51
(R. Sweta)
(LI:‘;};;;JS 06 25 | 116 103 | 12.73 24383 | 41880 | 17497 172 | 23800 | 37200 | 13400 1.56
I\\Vﬁgzeg . 11 4.4 31.31 27.78 12.86 35445 50095 14649 1.41 34050 44451 10401 1.31
Wheat
(BHU-25) 04 01 33.575 28.90 16.20 35650 53720 18070 1.51 34550 46240 11690 1.34
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OFT Result, 2020-21 Agril. Engg.

1 Title of On Farm Trial Assessment of different bag storage method to
minimize losses in storage
2 Problem diagnosed Post-Harvest losses in storage.
3 Details of Technologies selected | Farmers Practice- Storage in Plastic Bag
for Assessment Tech Option I- Storage in thin PVC bag and putting
inPlastic Bag
Technology Option II- Storage in Hermetic Bag and
putting in Plastic Bag
4 Source of Technology University of Illions, USA, BAU Sabour
Table-1 The storage performance of hermetic bag as compared to other methods
Sl Treatment Moisture content (%) | Germination (%) Grain damage (%)
No Before After Before After Before After
1 Storage in | 12.6 14.9 89 76 0 8.0
plastic bag
2 Storage in thin | 12.6 14.2 89 86 0 1.5
PVC bag and
putting in
plastic bag
3 Storage in | 12.6 13.4 89 88 0 0
hermetic bag

The result revealed that there is negligible loss of 1% in germination of lentil in case of storage in
hermetic bag as compared to 12% in case of storage in general plastic bag. The grain damage was
nil in case of hermetic bag whereas it was 1.5% in storage in thin PVC bag putting in plastic bag
and 8% in case of storage in plastic bag. The moisture content increased mere 0.8 % in case of
hermetic bag whereas it was 2.3 % in case of storage in plastic bag.

OFT: 2 (Agricultural Engineering)

1 Title of On Farm Trial Assessment of different Mulching Materials in
production of Vegetables

2 Problem diagnosed Weed probalem as well as water management.

3 Details of Technologies selected Farmers Practice- Without Mulching

for Assessment Tech Option I- Mulching with paddy straw

Technology Option II- Mulching with Plastic
Mulching Material

4 Source of Technology BAU Sabour

Different Parameters observed in the trial is as follows
Table -1 Effect of different type of mulching on irri

ation, weed population

SI Treatment No of irrigation | Plant Weed population/m2
No height(cm)
1 Farmers Practice ( No 04 70.5 68
mulching)
2 Straw mulching 01 74.2 -
2 Plastic mulching 01 76.6 -
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Table-2 Effect of different type of mulching on yield and economics

S1 Treatment Yield Gross Income Net Income BCR

No (q/ha) (Rs) (Rs)

1 Farmers Practice ( No 146 175200 126000 2.56
mulching)

2 Straw mulching 183 219600 165700 3.07

3 Plastic mulching 212 254400 195900 3.35

The result revealed that in the production of brinjal weed population was nil in case of mulching
with paddy straw and mulching with plastic mulching material whereas the weed population was 68
per square meter in case of no mulching. The net income was Rs 195900.00 per hectare in case of
plastic mulching which was more as compared to other methods.

OFT Result 03 (Extension Education)

S.N. Title Content Analysis of the Farmers friendly print literature.

1 Problem Diagnose Lack of technical knowledge for farmers as per need

2 | Thematic area Capacity Building

2 | Source of technology BAU, Sabour

3 TO: — Existing agricultural technical knowledge

Technology option: | TO2 — Extension literature provided by KVK

TOs—Extension Literature provided by other agencies

4 No. of Respondents | 60

5 | Performance Parameters | Level of knowledge gained, Adoption, Production and Income

Distribution of respondents according to the Socio-Personal and psychological characteristics (N =

60)

S. No. | Variables Categories Frequency | Percentage

1 Age Young Age 28 46.67

Middle Age 20 33.33

Old Age 12 20.00

2 Level of education Read & Write 3 5.00

Middle School 13 21.67

High School 21 35.00

Intermediate 17 28.33

UG/ & Above 6 10.00

3 Annual income Low (Below 25,000) 9 15.00

Medium (25,001 -50,000) 21 35.00

High (50,001 & above) 30 50.00

Operational land Marginal (up to 1 Ha) 11 18.33

4 holding Small (Abovel & up to 2 Ha) 18 30.00

Medium up to 5 ha 27 45.00

Large above 5 ha 4 6.67

5 Social Low 8 13.33

cohesiveness Medium 36 60.00
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High 16 26.67
6 Mass media access Low 7 11.67
Medium 33 55.00
High 20 33.33
7 Farming Experience Low (<=5) 13 21.67
(yrs.)
Medium (5-10) 26 43.33
High (>=10) 21 35.00
Extension Contact Low (<=2) 6 10
8. (Score)
Medium (2-4) 22 36.67
High (>=4) 32 53.33
Social Participation Low (<=2) 7 11.67
0. (Score)
Medium (2-4) 23 38.33
High (>=4) 30 50.00
Innovativeness (Score) | Low (<=2) 6 10.00
10.
Medium (2-4) 23 38.33
High (>=4) 31 51.67
Level of Knowledge gained
Technology option No. of | Content of the | Format of the Level of
trials literature literature knowledge gained
TO: - Existing agricultural Poor Unsystematic 16%
technical knowledge 20
TO> - Extension literature 20 Very good | Systematic&Well | 46%
provided by KVK designed
TOs;—Extension Literature Good Systematic 38%
. : 20
provided by other agencies
Extent of adoption and Economics of wheat cultivation
Technology option No. Extent of | Yield | Cost of | Gross Net BC ratio
of adoption | (gq/ha) | cultivation | return return
trials | of (Rs./ha) (Rs/ha) (Rs./ha)
farmers
practices
TO1 -  Existing 21% 30.54 | 36500 54972 25256 1.50
agricultural technical | 20
knowledge
TO, —  Extension 45% 37.5 35000 67500 34500 1.92
literature provided by | 20
KVK
TOs—Extension 34% 32.5 36000 58500 27500 1.62
Literature provided by | 20
other agencies
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Results: The gross return and net return is higher in case TO2 — (Extension literature provided by
KVK) in local language than the Extension literature provided by other agencies to the farmers.
Therefore, Extension literature in local language provided by KVK not only increase level of
knowledge, but also increase level of adoption of new package of practices and income of the
farmers.

OFT 04, (Extension Education)

S.N. Title Study on awareness and perception of farmers about Soil Health Card
1 Problem Diagnose | Farmers unawareness about soil health card benefits
2 Source of BAU, Sabour
technology

TO: — Farmers not having Soil Health card

TO; — Farmers having soil health card and follow the

3 | Technology option: |recommendations

TOs- Farmers having soil health card but not following the
recommendations

4. |No. of Respondents |60

Distance from Field to Lab
Change in Productivity
Waiting for others adoption success rate

» Unable to calculate fertilizer dose as per the recommendation
» Awareness about SHC
» SHC is not in the Priority list of farmers

4 Performance » Mindset about traditional fertilizer use pattern

parameter » Constraints of capital at crucial time of farming

>
>
>

Distribution of respondents according to their socio-personal, economic, communication &
sychological profile

S.No. Particulars Category fNrf);]uency Percentage (%) | Rank
Young (20-35) | 14 25.00 111
| Age (yrs.) Middle (35 - 50) | 28 45.00 1
' Old (50 & above) | 18 30.00 I11
Male 60 89.17 1
2. [Gender Female 0 10.83 [
General 22 70.84 |
3 Caste OBC 32 20.83 11
) SC/ ST 6 08.33 111
Illiterate 04 14.17 1A%
Read & Write 09 07.50 \
Education Primary School |07 06.67 VI
Middle School 20 19.17 111
4, Intermediate 12 24.16 11
UG/ PG 06 28.33 I
Occupation Agri.culture 60 65.00 I
5. Service 01 04.17 10%
Below 10,000 14 07.50 111
6 Monthly Income (Rs.) 10,001 -1 5,000 29 39.17 11
) 15,001 & above |17 53.33 Il
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Small (<=15) 04 07.50 L1
7 Family Size Medium (5 - 10) 26 39.17 11
) Large (> 10) 30 53.33 I
Kachcha 6 20.83 I11
2 Type of House Pacca 35 35.83 11
] Mixed 19 43.33 I
Small (<=2) 12 35.83 11
9 Land Holding Size (ha.) Medium (2.1 -4) 38 43.33 Il
' Large (>=4.1) 10 20.83 111
Low (<=5) 9 17.50 11
10 Farming Experience (yrs.) Medium (5-10) 23 65.83 I
' High (>=10) 28 16.67 111
Low (<=5) 04 07.50 111
1 Extension Contact (Score) Medium (5-10) 22 81.67 Il
] High (>=10) 34 10.83 11
Low (<=5) 01 00.83 111
13 Social Participation (Score) Medium (5-10) 37 75.84 Il
' High (>=10) 22 23.33 11
Low (<=5) 06 10.00 L1
14 Innovativeness (Score) Medium (5-10) 34 76.67 Il
' High (>=10) 20 13.33 11
Distribution of respondents according to awareness about SHC
S.No. Awareness Level (Score) Frequency (No) Percentage (%) Rank
1. Low (<=5) 09 17.50 I
2. Medium (5-10) 37 57.50 I
3. High (>=10) 14 25.00 11
Total 60 100.00
Distribution of respondents according to their awareness about utility of SHC
S.No. Response Frequency (No) Percentage (%) Rank
1. Yes 53 79.17 |
No 07 20.83 11
Total 60 100.00
Distribution of respondents according to their perception regarding SHC
S.No. Condition Frequency (No) Percentage (%) Rank
1. Less Favorable 08 12.50 I
2. Favorable 33 82.50 I
3. Most Favorable 19 05.00 11
Distribution of respondents according to their attitude towards SHC
S.No. Attitude Frequency (No) Percentage (%) Rank
1. Positive 49 80.83 I
2. Negative 11 19.17 11
Total 60 100.00
Distribution of respondents according to their constraints expressed by farmers in
utilization of SHC
S.No. Constraints Frequency |Percentage (%)/Rank
(No)
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1/Unable to calculate fertilizer dose as per the recommendation 31 \Y
2/SHC is not in the Priority list of farmers 56 I
3 Mindset about traditional fertilizer use pattern 51 II
4 )Constraints of capital at crucial time of farming 46 VIII
5/Distance from Field to Lab 43 I
6,Change in Productivity 39 v
7 |Waiting for others adoption success rate 29 VI
8 Irregularity of extension services 19 VII

Result - The gross return and B:C ratio is higher in case TO, — (recommendation of fertilizer application
through training/ group meeting.) followed by recommendation of fertilizer application through Soil Health
Card. Therefore, Technology option —I was found most effective and appropriate for enhancing paddy yield
as well as for increasing adoption of recommended dose of fertilizer application and to increase their
knowledge and perception towards Soil Health Card

OFT : 5 (Plant Protection)

1 Title

Crop residue
production.

management through mushroom

2 Problem diagnosed

Mustard straw is not suitable for cattle feed and
farmers used to burn in the Field after threshing leads

to environmental pollution and hazzard to soil
health.

3 Technological option

Farmers Practice: - Use of wheat straw as substrate
for oyster mushroom production (P. florida )
Technology option-I: - 50% Wheat straw + 50%
Mustard straw as substrate.

Technology option-1I: - 75% Wheat straw + 25%
mustard straw as substrate.

Technology option-1II: - 50% Wheat straw + 50%
mustard straw supplemented with 20gm besan / kg
straw.

4 Source of Technology NCMR Solan

5 Replication 5

Yield:- kg/Bag

To Ri Ri1 Ri1 Ri1 Ri1 Mean
Toi 1.32 1.30 1.37 1.29 1.37 1.33
To2 1.58 1.55 1.64. 1.48 1.60 1.57
Tos 1.85 1.86 1.84 1.81 1.89 1.85
Source of Tech. :- DMR, Solan

Performance Indicator and thematic area:-1. Yield 2.Colour

3. Overall 4. acceptability

Performance of the technology with performance indicarors :-

Tech. Option | Yield-kg/Bag | C.Cullivation | Gross cost Net Return B:C Ratio
Toi 1.33 334 166.4 99.6 2.9

Toz 1.57 34.6 191.6 122.4 3.5

Tos 1.85 34.4 219.4 150.6 4.4

SEM 0.02

CD 0.05

Cv 2.49
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Results:-In treatment Tos , 50% Wheat straw + 50% Mustard straw Supplemented with 20gm
besan/kh straw was found significantly highest, yield ( 1.85 kg/Bag) highest gross return ( 219.4
Rs/Bag) net return (150.6 Rs/Bag) and B:C ratio than other two technological option.

Constraints identified and feed back for research :- Lack of knowledge

Process of farmer participation and their reaction :- Farmers are ready to adopt the technological
option To3

OFT 06 (Soil Scienc)

1 Title Evaluation of Sulphur and Boron Application in mustard on crop
yield.

2 Problem diagnosed Deficiency of Sulphur and Boron leads to poor crop yield of
mustard.

3 Technological option Farmers Practice: Use of N @ 75 kg/ha P2Os @ 55 kg/ha.

TO I- RDF i.e use of N @ 60 kg/ha (%2 basal + 2 at flowering
stage) P2Os@ 40kg/ha (basal) KoO@ 40 kg/ha (basal)

TO II- RDF+20kg/S/ha

TO III- RDF+ 20kg/S/ha+1 kg/ B/ha.

4 Source of Technology BAU, Sabour

W

Replication 06

6 Production system and | Rice- Mustard/Wheat- Grenn gram
thematic area:

6. Performance of the technology with performance indicators:-

Technological No.of branch | No of Siliqua/ 1000 seed Grain
options /Plant branch weight(gm) Yield(g/ha)
Farmer Practice 14.5 172.2 5.2 9.0
Technical option I 18.2 230.7 5.9 11.9
Technical option II 19.8 243.7 7.18 13.3
Technical option III 21.2 343.83 7.38 17.65
SEM+ 0.72 21.64 0.07 0.57
CD (0.05) 1.55 46.09 0.16 1.22
CV(%) 11.88 26.22 3.55 13.28

Post harvest Soil nutrient Status - pH-7.2, EC- 0.12dsm’1, OC (%)-0.54, N-328.6, P>Os-16.4, K>O-
165.6, Fe- 14.2ppm, Mn -12.6ppm, Zn- 0.48ppm, Cu -1.48, S -9.2 ppm, B-0.36ppm
Economics analysis of the trial-

Technological options Gross Gross Net B:C Ratio
Cost(Rs) Return (Rs) Return(Rs)

Farmer Practice 22400 40185 17785 0.79
Technical option | 24700 53595 28895 1.16
Technical option II 26800 59850 33050 1.23

Technical option I1I 27600 79425 51825 1.87

7. Final Recommendation For micro level Situation: - Application of S and Boron in the soils of
Patna district found effective in enhancing yield of mustard.

8. Constraints identified and feed back for research: - Role of sulphur and boron is still unknown to
many of the resource poor farmer and lack of knowledge is identified as major constraint for out
scaling the technology.

9. Process at farmer’s participation and their reaction: - Farmers actively participated in the
programme.
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| shries favrTa &= it A | | T 4
He (g'o)
01 |Evaluation Soil fertility | Farmers 0.5 | Rawaich 0 0 05 | Ongoing
of phosphate | management | Practice-  No Bakhtiyarpur
management fertilizer .
through application  in
) Arhar crop.
different Technological
sources for Option I:-
enhancing RDF i.e use of
productivity N @ 20
of Arhar in kg/haP0s @
Patna 40 kg/ ha
o (basal)and K-0
district. @ 20 kg/ ha
(basal)(Through
DAP and MOP)
Technological

Option II:-
Seed treatment
with Rhizobium
and PSB, 40
KgP205/haP205
through SSP
and 20 Kg
K,0/ha through
MOP.

(In all
technological
option seed

treatment  will
be done as per
standard
Practice,
Pheromone trap
will be wused
@10 trap/ha)
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02 |Assessment | Post-Harvest | Farmers 10 Kalyanpur 10 | Ongoing
of different | Management | Practice- [zarta
bag storage Storage n
method  to Plastic Bag

o Tech Option I-
inmize ) Storage in thin
losses in PVC bag and
storage putting

inPlastic Bag
Technology
Option 1I-
Storage in
Hermetic Bag
and putting in
Plastic Bag

03 |Assessment | Use of Farmers 20 | Amarpura 05 | Ongoing
of different | Plastic in Practice- (Paliganyj)
Mulching Agriculture | Without
Materials in Mulching .

. Tech Option I-
production Mulching  with
of paddy straw
Vegetables Technology

Option 1I-

Mulching with
Plastic
Mulching
Material
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04 |Evaluation

of different
fungicide for
controlling

Foot rot
(Sclerotinia

sclerotiorum)
of coriander
cultivated in
raing season.

IDM

Farmers
Practice: - No
seed & soil
treatment only
Foliar spray of
mancozeb @
2 gm/lit water.
Technology
Option-I:
Seed
treatment with
T. Viridae @
6 gm/kg seed
and soil
treatment with
T. viridea @ 4
kg/ha.
Technology
Option-II:
Seed & soil
treatment with
T. viridae +
Foliar spray of
sulfex @ 3
gm/lit  water
atls days
interval.

Technology

Option-I1I:

Seed & soil
treatment with
T. Viridea
+foliar  spray
of metalaxyl
@ 1 gm/ lit.
water at 15
days interval.

025 | Tilhar

Belchi

05

Ongoing

16. el ©ifa
et S 618 618 27
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202 UM Ul TUEOT 2021—22 -
SI. | Season Crop Variety Area in ha. No. of
No Demonstration
1 Paddy R. Sweta 12
2 . Madua 0.25
3 Kharif Turmeric R. Sonia 01
4 Fodder crop Napier 02
5 Wheat HD- 2967 04
6 Mushroom Opyster, Button, Milky 100 kg.
7 Vegetable Seed Nutrigarden 100 pkt. 100
8 Rabi Sodium Benzoate 500 gm 25 farmers
9 Citric Acide 500 gm 25 farmers
10 Potassium meta 500 gm 25 farmers
bisulphate

20.3 fer=feiRad T ® crIe TRaTfaa &— 31T 2021 | A1d 2022 I

OFT: 1 (Agricultural Engineering)
1 Title of On Farm Trial Assessment of different bag storage method to
minimize losses in storage
2 Problem diagnosed Post-Harvest losses in storage.
3 Details of Technologies selected Farmers Practice- Storage in Plastic Bag
for Assessment Tech Option I- Storage in thin PVC bag and putting
inPlastic Bag
Technology Option II- Storage in Hermetic Bag and
putting in Plastic Bag
4 Source of Technology University of Illions, USA, BAU Sabour
5 Performance Indicator Moisture Content %, Germination Rate %, Storage
Loss%, BC ratio
6 Replication 10
7 Production system and thematic Pulse- Fallow
area
8 Constraints identified Storage loss during storage of pulses resulting poor
income
9 Process of Farmer Participation
OFT: 2 (Agricultural Engineering)
1 Title of On Farm Trial Assessment of different Mulching Materials in
production of Vegetables
2 Problem diagnosed Weed probalem as well as water management.
3 Details of Technologies selected Farmers Practice- Without Mulching
for Assessment Tech Option I- Mulching with paddy straw
Technology Option II- Mulching with Plastic
Mulching Material
4 Source of Technology BAU Sabour
5 Performance Indicator No of irrigation, weed population/m2, yield g/ha & BC
ratio
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6 Replication 10

7 Production system and thematic Pulses- Vegetables

area

8 Constraints identified High cost of weeding and water utilization.

9 Process of Farmer Participation

OFT: 3 (Extension Education)

1 Title of On Farm Trial Assessing the Awareness level of Soil Health Card
in Paddy Cultivation

2 Problem diagnosed Farmers awareness about benefits of Soil Health Card

3 Details of Technologies selected Farmers Practice- Farmers having no SHC and not

for Assessment applying recommended dose of fertilizers.
Tech Option I- Recommendation of fertilizer
application through training/ group meeting.
Technology Option II- Farmers having Soil Health
Card and follow the recommendation.

4 Source of Technology BAU, Sabour, Bhagalpur

5 Replication 36

6 Production system and thematic Capacity Building

area
7 Performance Indicator of i. Level of Awareness (%)
Technology ii. Yield (qt./ha)
iii. BC Ratio

OFT: 4 (Extension Education)

1 Title of On Farm Trial Effectiveness of Community Radio Programme on
awareness (knowledge) related to Nutritional and health
wellbeing of Radio Listener.

2 Problem diagnosed Poor awarenessrelated to Nutrition and health
being among Radio Listener

3 Details of Technologies selected Farmers Practice- Farmers having no SHC and not

for Assessment applying recommended dose of fertilizers.
Tech Option I- Nutrition and health Awarenessof
Farmers not connected with C.R.
Technology Option II- Nutrition and health
Awarenessof Farmers connected with C.R.
Technology Option III- Nutrition and health
Awarenessof Farmers through SD Card

4 Source of Technology C.R. Compendium

5 Replication 36 Radio listener & Non Listener

6 Production system and thematic Capacity Building

area
7 Performance of Technology with i. Awareness level towards Nutrition
Performance Indicator ii. Awareness level in health wellbeing
iii. Consumption pattern in food habit
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OFT : 5 (Plant Protection)

1 Title Crop residue management through mushroom
production.

2 Problem diagnosed Mustard straw is not suitable for cattle feed and
farmers used to burn in the Field after threshing leads
to environmental pollution and hazzard to soil
health.

3 Technological option Farmers Practice: - Use of wheat straw as substrate
for oyster
mushroom production (P. florida )

Technology option-I: - 50% Wheat straw + 50%
Mustard straw as substrate.

Technology option-II: - 75% Wheat straw + 25%
mustard straw as substrate.

Technology option-III: - 50% Wheat straw + 50%
mustard straw supplemented with 20gm besan / kg
straw.

4 Source of Technology NCMR Solan

5 Replication 5

6 Production system and thematic

area:

7 Performance of the technology Yield disease appearance Size of fruit.

with performance indicators

8 Constraints identified

9 Process of Farmer Participation

10 | Critical Input. Critical Input :- Mushroom Spawn, P.P. Bag,

Formaldhyde.

OFT-: 6 (Plant Protection)

1

Title

Evaluation of different fungicide for controlling Foot
rot (Sclerotinia sclerotiorum) of coriander cultivated in
rainy season.

Problem diagnosed

Coriander is cultivated in raing season for leaf purpose
in the district suffers severe problem of Foot rot leads
to heary economic loss to the farmers.

Technological option

Farmers Practice: - No seed & soil treatment only
Foliar spray of mancozeb (@ 2 gm/lit water.
Technology Option-I: Seed treatment with T. Viridae
@ 6 gm/kg seed and soil treatment with T. viridea @ 4
kg/ha.

Technology Option-1II: Seed & soil treatment with T.
viridae + Foliar spray of sulfex @ 3 gm/lit water atl5
days interval.

Technology Option-III: Seed & soil treatment with
T. Viridea +foliar spray of metalaxyl @ 1 gm/ lit.
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water at 15 days interval.
4 Source of Technology BAU, Ranchi
5 | Replication 5 (200m?
6 Production system and thematic
area:
7 Performance of the technology Disease Incidance, Yield, Net Income
with performance indicators & B:C Ratio
8 Constraints identified
9 Process of Farmer Participation
10 | Critical Input Seed, Chemical
OFT: 9 (Soil science)
1 Title Evaluation of phosphate management through
different sources for enhancing productivity of
Arhar in Patna district.
2 Problem diagnosed Poor nutrient management Practices leads to low
yield and profitability
3 Technological option Farmers Practice- No fertilizer application in Arhar
crop.
Technological Option I:- RDF i.e use of N @ 20
kg/ha,P>0s @ 40 kg/ ha (basal)and K20 @ 20 kg/ ha
(basal)(Through DAP and MOP)
Technological Option II:-Seed treatment with
Rhizobium and PSB, 40 KgP20s/haP,Os through SSP
and 20 Kg K,0/ha through MOP.
(In all technological option seed treatment will be done
as per standard Practice, Pheromone trap will be used
@10 trap/ha)
4 Source of Technology BAU, Sabour
5 Replication 07
6 Production system and thematic Maize/Arhar - Green gram
area:
7 Performance of the technology No. of Branch / Plant, No. of Pod / Branch, No. of
with performance indicators seed / pod, yield (g/ha), B:C ratio
8 Constraints identified
9 Process of Farmer Participation
OFT: 10 (Soil science)
1 Title Evaluation of Sulphur and Boron Application in
mustard on crop yield.
2 Problem diagnosed Deficiency of Sulphur and Boron leads to poor crop
yield of mustard.
3 Technological option Farmers Practice: Use of N @ 75 kg/ha P>,Os @ 55
kg/ha.
TO I- RDF i.e use of N @ 60 kg/ha (2 basal + 2 at
flowering stage) P>Os@ 40kg/ha (basal) K2O@ 40
kg/ha (basal)
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TO II- RDF+20kg/S/ha
TO III- RDF+ 20kg/S/ha+1 kg/ B/ha.

4 Source of Technology

BAU, Sabour

N

Replication

06

6 Production system and thematic

area:

Rice- Mustard/Wheat- Grenn gram

7 Performance of the technology

with performance indicators

No. of branch / plant, No. of pod / branch, No of seed
/Siliqua, yield (g/ha), B:C ratio

8 Constraints identified

9 Process of Farmer Participation
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