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1. IR
Y fadM &, 91, TS B WG 01 3T 1992 BT T | T8 U el &
B TaHAID! BT MG, TRARGH T T B o TRl 2| I g, HOD D) T H
A R B, S ARG Y FFHu uRvg, 78 fieell & gR1 IR o vd
f9eR B fazafdencd WaR, ITlqR gRT Welfeld &1 I8 &5 ATAFYR Yers H faRerd &
ST TSR IOERT HW0-31 W 9Ie ¥ 04 fhAmicy AT dom Rel qrrerd, ued | 80
fpatriey & T W FARYT & W ARA HN SFHUH URvg, T3 faeell & HRAQY &
FwY BRI R B ¢ |
2. I T IARY
1. ol & W@ B9dl & oY Tl Jedi Ud JuR |
2. faf=1 woal td SN Tl W IRH Ul e F1 AN R FdATH Y
eIl BT TAR Td YR HAT |
3. f5aMl 14 TER FRiedRl § T9Mad BN dediel § 66 99 @ aRd @
TAHRT B &HATIEA BT |
4. el @1 BN yoTell & SFTHU 4T IeuTe |
3. Wifte Reifa :
(@) Wed — 20 B : 140 B+ PN TG IUA, 04 To I, I 20 e

(@) 9= A | YR 9ae, fha R, R Jed 31TaT, dio1 TG g 4ot
faenT @z, BN SUBT el AR (AT wed e difear
PITHRIT T |

() uRaed WM : dleRT oY (1) W9 HieR ARad (Q)

CEREEE] L 49 TR §HE—1, $deR—3, TolR—2, Hodl BT IR, USI ORR,

HHEA gA%ey, ORI oo FoH—2, B MeX —4, Wedl PIU ey
—1, W08 8 WX —1, §oR —2, 8 Xb — 2, $H W% —2, wWdrerd
el I3 —1, WElerd Mag —Ter% IF —1, {ae} diod W 1,

3T Fferd BRR —2
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4. (@) dsnfial vd HHAIRAl @) srerae Rerfa

e T UgM g v &= YRR &l ffy
01 | Sl e 8 T A TG HerTH 06.05.2023
02 |57 IiT FAR faa awq faeive (9e7 faem) 12.04.2012
03 | S quM Tcd [ a%q v (Sem) 06.11.2023
04 | Al AT BN | vy awq faRIve (e goi ud e ) 10.07.2024
05 | Sl YT T W | BRIHH FeID (FANTL) 12.11.2012
06 | 5 JIRIAT BAR | BRIHH HED (FTTh) 22.05.2013
07 | 81 g&¥ BAR e (o) 04.06.2025
08 | & Ted AR TAYTHR 28.04.2023
09 | #l $2Y1 BAR XA | AT 14.05.2015
10 | 3= 9’ UGTR 9T WY dEd 22.12.1992

5. (@) g foie : & gfie

Y SaR] &3 & M

Name of Agro Climatic Zone

il
7dl el (@3 —1V)

85 — Heg T BT HSH-SaR

Middle Gangetic Plain Region (Zone IV)

31T 85.72438
LIGK 25.45068
GIEGIERCIBERE) 43.9%
oA (JFAdH) 9%
HMfeTd &3 (Bo) 3,17,236 ha
B N AT g (3o) 2,28,500 ha
& 91 T & (o) 2,28,500ha
U ¥ IS qR R AT & (Ro) 1,37,800 ha
WG § 997 T &7 (o) 1,35,000 ha
< H 97 T & (o) 1,92,500 ha
TRAT ¥ 911 AT &3 (go) 1079 ha
Gl I 7T &7 () 3,66,400 ha
BRI AT (%) 160.3%
QIS I (mm) 1054mm
ayf & fooi @ A 50 days
G R & (go) 1,79,500 ha
Gl gu1 M &3 (o) 48,900 ha
e R & (%) 78.6%
S fed —fa@r free
PR Alluvial s\oil//jggyalﬁ:fm to clay soil
IR 9 (g0) @ o1 BN I7T A F1 AR 1,51,040 ha (66.1%)
7egH YA (B0) W6 Gl BN T YA F1 Hfrerd 27,398 ha (11.99)
el 9 (20) vd ot B AT YA &1 Ul 50,062 ha (21.9%)
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R @ fedl & ot a1 ()

3 A T (Low to medium)

TAF—3TeT ¥ AT (N-low to medium)

el @t ﬁﬁ_cpf 7 Uye gl o Refa XhR—3f e EEIGIRS (P— low to medium)
TER-AMRI ¥ I(K — medium to high)

P R e e o HA ([ O AR ae)
Medium (deficient in boron & zinc)

IR SYANT (Kg/ha) 202.83 f.3T /%, (202.83 kg/ha)

G SR 58,38,465

IR S &1 ST U dol el Bl Gfded | 9,20,918 & 15.8 %

(T ST B ST UG del ST Bl UiRd | 9069 & 0.3%

ST (%) 30,78,512

ST (Afee) 27,59,953

HIERTT (%) 70.68%

IS Bl WAl 06

UGS Bl A 23

U Bl 321

T &1 HE= 1395
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(@) N wRRef®! &= o1 =

S. No B TAary &7 1 TH Y TR &3 &1 7™ BN wRRefda! &7 @ e regIed yEs

1 T T BT HEH — IR qdl g9 -3 91 T &9 30209 2o
s ([ ) > TG e AT, TG, TSRS, d1e, ToTe!,

> N e FIACTIS, IREIRY, GASR Td He]
> Toled Wl

feamT &3 — 16345.5 o
> & ol . .
> B Savdl

> Hdqh- g /A4l

STeaTT &3— 3508.5 Bo

> B &1 T4 TRAT A
> RE 9d ™

> R fed

> T BHA —WT (T ¥E)
> Rdl— Feoll—Qol

e WX, JTYH d HUdaD

fifed &5 67637.24 Bo
> I B UUTel— o1 g,
> 7= RHaR - dra

qreivTo, fdepd, gfees IR, HiadyR vd fager

> ame el
a9t a3 &5 — 83403.85 To
> oM T B ugh L .
> ame fied EERC I K CE R C I BAdRITRD
> AT o ®R
~4 ~
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() forel # febwrii a1 sl

Bt (R0) | o 1 %o TP 180—-2%0 | 2%0—4%80 | 45o— 1080 |10 Bo T& IS i)
HprHT 20820 202411 77726 9716 5829 2915 1943 98129
TSR® 21183 154613 59371 7421 4453 2226 74 73546
IRT 12549 74898 28761 3595 2157 1079 36 35627
ERE]] 6287 66165 25407 3176 1906 953 32 31473
9% 12157 216348 83078 10385 6231 3115 104 102912
STTHTINAT 5505 90964 34930 4366 2620 1310 44 43270
LGl 13623 198008 76035 9504 5703 2851 95 94188
JRETARYY 16142 227382 87315 10914 6549 3274 109 108161
GHOPR 5537 109504 42050 5256 3154 1577 53 52089
e 20025 241216 92627 11578 6947 3474 116 114742
Iy 12425 138143 53047 6631 3979 1989 66 65712
MR 6633 75086 28833 3604 2162 1081 36 35717
BSEREED 6815 106866 41037 5130 3078 1539 51 50834
SERI 19197 211376 81168 10146 6088 3044 101 100547
UeHT HeR 14515 1771140 283382 35423 21254 10627 354 351040
HTdR] INIG 11554 273129 104882 13110 7866 3933 131 129922
SR 10659 397817 152762 19095 11457 5729 191 189234
TR 17322 268998 103295 12912 7747 3874 129 127957
fagar 20213 261427 100388 12548 7529 3765 125 124356
qTeirTol 24244 254904 97883 12235 7341 3671 122 121253
AR 16551 203594 78180 9773 5864 2932 98 96846
~5~
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feeH 14891 169510 65092 8136 4882 2441 81 80633
gfegd iR 11355 124966 47987 5998 3599 1800 60 59444
Gl fhdrl Bl | 1845235 230655 138393 69196 4153 2287632
W R (%) 80.66 10.08 6.04 3.02 0.20

Source of information:

NABARD, Patna

Source of year: 2019-20
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(8) yEieaR fovra 5 aul & auiur @ Refa

Block/Tehsil wise last five years rainfall status of the district

, @l IS | el AUIURT | el NI | el ANIUN | el qwigw | i

Ugs &l TH 2021-22 2022-23 2023-24 2024-25 2025-26 quTT
(mm) (mm) (mm) (mm) (mm) (mm)
YTl e 1005.8 4542 590.8 444 .4 798.8 658.8
BHAIRITRID 1188.2 655.2 850.45 550.3 1199 888.63
NAREEY 541.7 367.5 476.3 634.1 1173.8 638.68
wal 986.4 487.6 556.2 526.2 1475 806.28
GIHYR 1027 566.6 475.8 520.9 1323.6 782.78
EERIE 953.6 454.8 574.4 649 924.4 711.24
LRI 1127.3 507.8 467.3 776 830.4 741.76
EERo] 988.6 620 670.4 737.8 869.9 777.34
EERG! 1099.8 710 616.2 812.9 1007 849.18
TETYR 1105.2 494 868.4 1094.2 1341.6 980.68
R 1102.8 5452 610 610.4 967.8 767.24
fager 945.8 563.6 769.4 646 1058 796.56
fase 990 602.8 493.8 417 930 686.72
FAGREININ 1205.8 531.1 529.8 660 954.9 776.32
BIEIUN 1191.6 602.1 500.8 606.35 567.6 693.69
BIEGEN 994.7 683 689.6 572.9 1028.8 793.8
q1e 1057.4 412.7 534.6 403 1065.6 694.66
STTHANET 984.1 283.4 696.8 523 1187.9 735.04
IS 775.2 318 475.4 472.9 1077 623.7
JREIRYY 904.25 356.3 753.1 545.43 1205.8 752.976
USR® 1545.7 591.1 666.6 431.2 1009.1 848.74
HIBTHT 1512.6 520 546.8 510.2 796.6 777.24
BIEER) 1436.6 559.2 826.2 750.4 890.6 892.6
fort Bl
s aufurg| 1080.15 516.7913 619.0935 604.1122 1029.704 768.46
(mm)
~T7 ~
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(@) forel o g Baal o Rerfa

A : W
BRIl & WM g (o) e (. &) Sceaar (fd /7))
SIE] 74219 265175 35.73
LECa) 3673 7453 20.29
3REX 989 1799 18.19
A : ¥
LS 70360 238067 33.84
TR 29480 26060 8.84
ERll 6386 8014 12.55
SRSl 4223 4426 10.48
LERIR] 9119 8772 9.62
X 2091 2212 10.58
TR 762 3884 50.97
St 200 336 16.79
AN : TRAT
bl 910 499 5.48
I 479.0 326.0 6.80
T 1505 5277 35.06
Source: Directorate of Economics & Statistics, Govt. of Bihar, 2023-24
(B) ffet § 7@ IeEF GEal o Refd
Bl
B BT TH &A% (o) e (@ &) S ({7 /7)
3T 7910 96500 122.00
CLrd 2110 31920 151.28
Dol 470 20820 442.98
W : SaH eI, f98R WRaR, 202324
AR : TG ()
BIG 9600 21770 22068
BS| 3100 42370 136.68
fad 2650 38280 144.45
G 100 1300 130
T : e IRl U6 o (2018) Horticultural Statistics at a Glance, 2018
A : w (Weol)
3] 29910 802810 268.41
LRI 7450 139630 187.42
TS 3530 80860 229.07
~8~
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GRIK | 3290 69150 21018

Hd : ST v, S8R WReR, 202324

aed T 3000 40000 133.33
THICY 2000 45470 227.35
el 900 14500 161.11
RISt 400 3600 90

TR 300 3200 106.67

Id : e WiReral U Ao (2018)

Source of information: Horticultural Statistics at a Glance, 2018

(=) forel # wgpere o Rerfar

W BT FM Ho
ool 7o 179300
PN Tl 135700
el 265700
CEa] 196500
ie 17400
Bkl 121100
RIS o UG 5hls 135
RIS THYI Yol TS 74
CHISRED ‘j”ﬁ PIKE] ETstf 71500 numbers

I : YT o1l a1 B SMHRES ASHT (ICAR-CRIDA),2025

Source: Agriculture Contingency Plan for District: Patna: ICAR-CRIDA

6. (@) Rrer a1 fufed o pfY et

Major Identified Problems of district

& 9N IUEH &85 H Blew We I Bl GHA (Prevalence of False Smut disease in paddy
growing area of the district.)

& $G H Bel U9 ol I DI JAAT H AR G &I FHAT (Problems of drying out of bottle
gourd vine during flowering and fruiting stage)

% Bl z@f& AT BT 3G (Lack of small agricultural equipment in the district)

o oY v 4 fbaml & oy TR1e /g Giadr (Poor credit facility available to small &

marginal farmers)

7
%

HENU g eIl T TG (Lack of Storage facilities)

®.
%

ECNERCIRIN ﬁ (Poor Market Linkages)

7
%

IR U4 S Ted 3R D FHRIT (Problem of Neel gay and Wild boar in agricultural field)

BN s &=, de Jenfie FeEER G B 2581 95% 2026




(@) fafveq Gweamell & FHRM o 99 TRified &

Major thrust areas to solve the identified problems
o9 H FHfhd T Y&eH (Integrated disease management in Paddy)

<> R_g’\ff THfcha T T Fae (Integrated pest management in bottle gourd)
* HECH BANT HeX (B gV I3) WU 3] ANodd] BRIGH B 3G (Awareness

campaign regarding setting up of custom Hiring centre for small and marginal farmers)

foqral ®1 4 | e, fBdH IUed Y Bl RO UG GYad QAT GYE D IO

Linkage of farmers to the bank, formation of FPO’s and formation of JLG group

3T WSRYT B ARG MaM (IO Haell SITedhd] HIEEH Bl ARG

Awareness programme for establishment of community godowns for grain storage.

®.
%

®.
%

®.
%

[T IcUTed HIS U6 e <l T8 Bl TS IR I9! a6k S | el Formation
of FPOs, JLG and linking farmers group with marketing channel.

7. UeAT fTeT &1 99fa —

E—— £l LEGEND
C'-;QMT : , -'-,-;_- Hs\:.um i) National Highway == - - State Boundary EQLI:?T
_"x_" X Vil —— Major Road — River 2
\ N = = Railway ® DpistrictHQ
ﬁﬁa e Danlapm \E:__/ e, | District Boundary #  Other Town
ah ] x,_\ B Major Town
oL -jNH-;ol'_.:'/ Hha?a."!!*'@ \ N -
e //{ o [ j VAISHALI _~ N SAMASTIPUR ...
il a : M __ -
f i HFFJD\ A7 |7 ; BEGUSARAI
/ gPunpun < - o A '
\ ! Naubatpur g 5 (
BHOJPUR | | ¥ [}
pl am g @ Jaitipur e ebar
[HHss| wel
£ Masaurhi g ,' Ju’ - S == \ :
o/ Pasligan| elaganj N faul NALANDA { ok \, Mckama Jni \x
A% seve. &/ . adaul.___ %
_a \§$ .' ' e gt/ 7 SHEKHPURA
T~ AR | AR A
( 3 I o ]
ARWAL ; : e i i ;‘ il Copyrlght@2012www ma[)aoﬁ.rrd“é i;om
i/ JAHANABAD | | o) 7 ¥ i/ i {Updated on 22nd Ocmhersz]
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8. TN M @, 91g & IS FaReR Gl o 2471 5% &1 SguTeH fda -

hedfe

PRl

SgHret

01

JayeH 2341 dSM® AAedR AMfd @l
so@ # foR U faviy @& 9 wEfa
TR & §RI TG 9 & SuTe Hfcrdad
@ Fyfe @ T |

gl

02

Jgfe FARER AR & T TR B
giafshar S 8 dee AelgdR AR
@ Ufdded & 9 feedback form SucTes
HRIIT 1Y |

I : Y A Td JoH

Jgd FeedR AT & U Ufddad
@ O feedback form Y wifd
e B fCA®  14.082026 BT IUAET
FRIAT T |

03

b5 @ Y Yidaed d ARNid SAFSRI
dta el & Jot fhaml @ de@r |
fdqe |RA UdAd W USligd fRY W
B |

T : PRI TS (F71)

> el 4 g feadl @ d'n -
33,23,875

> fram IRt uida wR fefd
ERIRIRCAREE — 1,63,500

04

ISNd FARHR ARG & yfdded § b=
@ gNT AT WA & URTHICR & Adford
PR g HeT H U AT GRAREd X |
e : vy avg favivg (qa7 fowm)

s gRT 9y 2013 —2025 O (4 T gl
feha T © U I IS — 01 H U
fom T ¥ |

05

@ H ARG B drel AN doB bl
IS B AR Ufdded H sffbd bRl
gREd e |

YU : T AL T Joe

> o faafe gm affe e @
ITHY TRETT QRN TR ¢ |

> oqgfad Wifd et S9 - I/
NARUMEP, WIGfdd @l /CFLD &l
T STfed fohar o 2 |

> B @ Ued H W% U9 4 AN A e
Tg T BT BT DHCRAT AT ST 2 |

> dg R O JIg $als W— IFS,
JHIHHIRT, Sllel, TSV dTfeel, Hel Uq
afed TN, IR Td | arfea,
i Ud oifdd @dl G6fdd fadfd &
gRT T ST 2|

06

feemer waR e, fdgrR oY fagafdeney,
TR @ Citizen Charter @1
d5d N dRd gU 3ifdd fowgali @1
IS Yfdaed feure yaR R @
U B BT e fear |

FuIe : N A T JuE

Citizen Charter @ §3% YJd oiF U8
W IMANIT d ST & U9 Sadl O
feeer, yER e, degege, TR &1 ufvd
calSiciR

07

W AN H WS R i B SR R
BT o9 UTa gam |

W AT ¥ U WA B SR fhar
T U S U SRy bl el e—02 H

~11 ~
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3ruTer : favy axg favive (Sem) TR [T TR & |
&% H DAESI IRIHH AT T T | [ 1p | Ne of
ufEl @ go W sifhd R GRAREd || No. | Candidates | P Status
08 | ¥y | 3094 40 26.03.2025 éiﬁ;ﬁgggt
orguTer : fawy 7wy faRivst (e fasmr) 3435 40 04.04.2026 C(Z);;er‘?;d
SR 3 BN HRIBH T U]
B I §RT MR T BHA! B Area QNN Xebdl
gRida 4 s @ g @) mm%ﬁwﬁgw (7w)
3ruTer : fova a%q faeivs GEI] | 150
i K& ) el ey WH | T I A 15
09 SIRT feerel FfF | g1 @ garg 10
HHEgT B’ | g Ud g @l 2
G
I 9ok § g & YTl Pl Yaqerd 15
WSS IS WieR | Hah Dl qaTg 30
AeC! 1Y e H b I dls 10
ST S S AHT S dg @Wﬁ Sfd e Ao i s
URER H S A B A WYad <Ial | URER H <l A BT e W WERidl
THE B AIEIH W HRAM DT e YIS BT | WgE B 9 fbAT AT vd Al g @A
0 3ruTer : vy a¥g favlve (PBG) U(FI*R fet @ I peeR, g
YA & g Al A W FERIAT TR
@ HEIH W dTer HRarl off &7 ® o
TR 50 ST S & il arifad
B W8 & |
T ¥ A AN/ SugTeHRe - i N, ol @1 |
T T GRIET § A gy o ; e | @t Hen
B FgaA ufded H sffeed wxAr gAREd ® NARﬂl 10 264
A Ej[ﬂmfaﬁw 1 344
3uTer : fova a%q favivsr (@f)
i (&) i Tl 08 350
T T e 290
AHETRIG SAT T TG 11th Addition | FHEIRIG AT TIH aﬁm‘a 11th Addition
Community Award & 30 3FRT 2025 | Community Award &  fU  Most
s e ?jﬁlﬁ?lﬁ Innovative Community Engagement
12 gﬁ R @ Award C KIS Mabhila
| Shashaktikaran me Mushroom Utpadan
goTer : fawa g faves (PBG) ek Vardan #1¥& W faAie 30.08.2025 I
3ATAEH Wl T o |
RUIVY I e PRIGH S Base line || e | SUEM | g wa;ﬁ@h‘r
13 |survey @ 91 SUAY FRAY T IUCH ¥o
. . =l fobe
P rde H ffdre BRAT GAREd o | g ;@% T 93000 zg

~12 ~
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3ruTer : fawy axq fawive (Sem)

WG | el fe 30 30
WH | §TF Oy 900 30
e | A Oy 900 30
kSl g fbe 30 30
K| THER Uiy 900 30
<l Bl U | 900 30

far & yersl # A= Sadl & gee
SRIBA A GGl B A W g T
Al & Fels SUNd el Sifd Rl

yioafed v H faf= ®well & U
GUFA B T Bl 416 Tl BT ATl
Sie febam -

14 | gfifed w2 HRIHH A Bl He
g : v o RN (91 R | 5 g B
3 B I 10
Bl 46
g ¥ Qo 54 T yceol saiedl 4 | iV 9 d, e d #eed Wi Ieured
T T TG w7 F RAERIT F P | 5PIE Bl JaAIH ©U H [Hid fhar T
from B %Wﬁmﬁ?wﬁﬂwwww
15 , S T R S JET 2
T - A 8 Gl 7ered W (fen)
2024— 25 847
202526 189
Bg H Garferd RN & SWRIA Digital | dI9el fdam URemr  SRiGH oW
data based certificate fRTd @ @1 f33% | DDBMT Portal & HIeZH q fol 393
0 ey o yiTerroneRIt &7 g U T M|
IUTe : B, Ha. ()
Ued H R W O & A UHRT @ | SR @ UeE H ol O @ $Y dheRA W
ﬁ%@éﬁm$wﬁﬂﬁm%§ﬁﬁiﬁmwmmm— _
W ot wag R & weReRar o || Gne | feuE @) s | g
17| v w1 % amfa @ gilad o3 | ik @ o
. a8 A5 T T 16.10.2025 25 4 29
gt 03.11.2025 40 4 44
UIoT ACH H IR T Aiorl B, 91 & | deflivid  AeedbR |l I SR &
fva g Revs (o) qe & RAA Y AE & oY Uerid faar
ST Ve © |
~13 ~
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Annexure -01

Total Total Electrical Total Organic Total Available
Sample pH No. % Sample Conductivit No. % Sample carbon No. % Sample Nitrogen No. %
Tested Tested Y Tested (%) Tested (Kg/ha)
<6.5 33 0.398 <0.8 6759 99.82 <0.5 4147 | 49.96 <250 778 31.83
8300 6.5-7.5 6396 77.06 6771 >0.8 12 0.17 8300 0.5-0.75 3854 | 46.44 2444
>7.5 1871 22.54 >0.75 299 3.60 250-500 1666 | 68.17
Total Available Total . Total .
Sample P20s No. % Sample I? ‘glll?l;ilea No. % Sample %V?llall:)e No. %
Tested Kg/ha Tested 2 5 Tested PP
<10 115 1.386 <120 513 6.181 <10 691 33.64
8300 10 to 20 6601 79.53 8300 120-280 7729 93.12 2054 10 to 20 1341 65.29
>20 1584 19.08 >280 58 0.699 >20 22 1.071
Total Total Total Total Total .
Sample ( Zl:n) No. % Sample | Cu (ppm) | No. % Sample ( an) No. % Sample (M::l) No. % Sample %v?lla:ll; No. %
Tested PP Tested Tested PP Tested PP Tested PP
<0.78 3173 | 94.69 <0.6 261 | 7.826 <7.0 111 3.312 <3.0 14 0.42 <0.5 1459 | 71.03
3351 0.78 to 1.2 121 | 3.611 3335 0.6tol.2 | 2510 | 75.26 3351 7to12 | 1445 | 43.12 3335 3.0to5.0 | 398 | 11.93 2054 0.5t0 1.0 148 | 7.205
>1.2 57 1.701 >1.2 564 | 1691 >12.0 1795 | 53.57 >5.0 2923 | 87.65 >1.0 3 0.146
~ 14 ~
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Annexure -02

On Farm Trial (Horticulture)

e o were fSTe 1 T B
WA DA | gy | BT & CINGASEN CINGASH
Name of Onion (80) Crop 3530 (fadt / 2o) 229.07 (fdd /5o) | 228.97
crop area of District yield State yield
district (ha) (Q/ha) (Q/ha)
. DH 3]
A \HAT (Main problem) (Low yield)
AT BT I DR FFYE YIS ded Hae

Main cause of problem

Improper nutrient management

SRP] BT TN $ IR T U W 3Mherd (THE— THHSTS

3 B ¢RI BT D RIECAS)

Title of OFT Assessment of fertilizer on growth and yield of Onion (cv.
Agrifound Light Red)

B faer

Farmer practice

N: 145Kg/ha, P>Os: 70Kg/ha, K>O: 25K g/ha

AMHea @ foly Waa dbeiap!
Gl

Detail of technology
assessed

qoS fddeq —1: TR B We—8 e /8, TAo—120 6.1, /3,
TR—60 6. /%, Uiera— 60 {1/ 8 Td Howv— 20 fbIT/7
(ferR Y favafdercr, |dR, WHTAYR)

TO-1 : FYM-8 Tonnes/ha, N: 120 Kg/ha, P20Os: 60Kg/ha, K»O:
60Kg/ha and Sulphur-20Kg/ha

(BAU, Sabour, Bhagalpur)

TS f[ddey —2 : MR B We-7.5 e /8, TFo-110 {6 /3,
R—40 61 /2, UerR- 60 f6IT/2. Td Aowe— 15 fh.a7/2 W@
0.5 ufaerd RNid Febe o1, AUS @ 45 U4 60 A a6 Wity fosam
(o3 W LR Td g Tau™ Faererd, gor)

TO-2: FYM-7.5 Tonnes/ha, N: 110 Kg/ha, P>Os: 40K g/ha, K>O:
60Kg/ha and Sulphur-15 Kg/ha and Foliar spray of Zinc

Sulphate@0.5% at 45 and 60 DAT
(ICAR-DOGR, Pune)

q&d & 9id gd 99
Source of technology &
(Year)

3T YIAR—ATS T4 e e Faamerd, I0 U6 faBr HiY
feafqerery, WER, HTTeqR
ICAR-DOGR, Pune & BAU, Sabour, Bhagalpur

TRIETVT B GRAT No. of trial

10
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difeldl 1: W @ 9¢aR U9 S WX SARD] BT Y14
Table 1: - Effect of fertilizer on growth, yield and economics of onion cultivation

T T 3%_ oo AT T | Gl 3T g A o

T B | qom ) (/) aze |©/3) (/%) | (/7)) |
) Yield ) Cost of Gross Net Jiurd

Treatment Bulb weight |, yield o

(gm) (g/ha) increased cultivation | return return B:C

g (Rs./ha) (Rs./ha) (Rs./ha) | ratio
Farmer To 3754 |221.23 90909 265476 | 174567 | 2.92
practices
Technology | Ti 5256 |279.44| 2631 99404 335328 | 235924 | 3.37
Assessed T, 47.05 26139 | 18.15 96463 313668 | 217205 | 3.25

Result: - TO-1d [dbed 1 H Ioaad SUWl (27944 3@ /3) Td ifdidaw o AN ST (3.37)

EIRIRIRIN
9. @5 P U ITR2025 ¥ SR 2026 TP
1. TRmETT BRI :
() fova avg fomiwer : ¥ fawm
— - wRiEh | R | e o e | g
P el | D @l | gwY | Afen | A
1. | oval & for 16 35 604 | 220 | 824
2. | IOl Yad /At & forg 06 03 72 08 80
3. | YNGR dRIGdRT & fog 07 02 26 04 30
4. | UTAIS UiErT BRI 07 07 423 113 | 536
Bl | 36 47 1125 | 345 | 1470
(@) favy avg fouivsr : Sam
S - wRET | AR | SRR o e | g
T | D @ | gwY | Afen | A
1. | ovel & foy 21 25 228 494 | 722
2. | U 9% /@l & forg 05 06 138 23 161
3. | WER eRiediel & oy 05 02 01 68 69
4. | TR AR HRisH 04 04 153 35 188
HA| 35 37 520 | 620 | 1140
() fovar a%q faRIvst @ UM Yo U9 STaiRren
I - wRiEeh | gReT | e o e | g
PTG | D @l | gwY | Afen | A
1. | ovel & foy 11 21 278 360 | 638
2. | U a9 /@l & forg 06 04 65 28 93
3. | WER eRiedel & oy 05 05 35 101 136
~16 ~
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4. | U AR HRIGH 04 04 121 30 151
Gl 26 34 499 519 1018
(8) S yoR Har & fory feean yRer sriwd
Setfle g | | Rl | g aRwemnieRy | gef uferr | s
e | yREOmRiGl @ G Pl e PN T ikl T Bl G
3094 01 39 40 48 O~
3435 08 32 40 48 24
(d) RHWE/RAWE ®Ushq
Details Name of the institute No. of | No. of
students | days
RHWE Programme of 7" Semester (Monsoon NCOH, Noorsarai, 05 150
Semester) 2025-26 (Sep 1% to 22" Dec. 2025) Nalanda
RHWE Programme of 7" Semester (Monsoon NCOH, Noorsarai, 05 150
Semester) 2025-26 (9" Feb. 2026 to June 2026) Nalanda
RHWE Programme of 7" Semester (Monsoon NCOH, Noorsarai, 6 150
Semester) 2025-26 (9" Feb. 2026 to June 2026) Nalanda
RAWE Programme of 7™ Semester School of Agriculture,
2026-27 Galgotias University 01 90
Gaziabad,Uttar Pradesh
RAWE Programme of 7 Semester LNCT, University, 01 90
2026-27 Bhopal
(B) faoy FrimH
(1) ©q T3 AT (01.06.2026—30.06.2026)
G qARI SRR BT ARG [Tid 01 ST 2026 ®I UM SFEEYR, 916 G 4§ A
Heufd, [dgrR Y fawafdened, TR, YRTAR R foar T |
BRIHA T faawor —
N AR @ weE
TGS Tfal @ AR T E— prems el
EI 28 420 682 47 1149
JHTIAT 02 12 88 02 102
JeTs! 02 44 11 0 55
AR 09 140 60 12 212
USRD 03 44 10 0 54
el X 27 185 33 40 258
Bl 71 845 884 101 1830
(@) eyt faaw
.. HIUHA BT TH fofer R e @1 @
01 VYT oIl Tedhdl Hidle 21.08.2025 Zﬁ'ﬁﬂ%’, el 17
02 | 3faRer foaw 23.08.2025 Fofdedhe, TS 72
03 | Afgen M feasd | 15.10.2025 Gofdeche, T 40
~17 ~
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04 | I Uebdl feqq 31.10.2025 Pofdedhe, TCI 49
I M ¢ ATRH B
05 | oo o a1 14.11.2025 Gefdeche, YT 60
06 | WY Wi faad 26.11.2025 Pefdeche, TCHI 24
07 | I Y e foaw 03.12.2025 Gefdedhe, TCHT 30
08 | fdwa gar faaw 05.12.2025 Pefdeche, T 45
09 | fd% Tore faad 10.022026 | Gefgd FTHUN dw, HIGM 65
10 | IR a9 foaq 08.03.2026 Gefdedhe, TCHT 74
11 | fava wiaRor fead 05.06.2026 RTOTTTET, 976 52
12 | IR I feawq 21.06.2026 IR, 918 55
DEREGESEUIEIUER
. far
9. HUHT B TH forfer W & v
Glewde fae @f 21 41 fooed @
01 : 19.11.2025 Hefdods, TeHT 56
ERAFIAROT ¢
oo | O e o 13032026 | Gefdedbe TeAT 65
Glewde fa™ @f 23 df fooea @
03 : 20.06.2026 Hefdods, TeAT 61
ERAFIAROT ¢
04 | 9Rd fIWIR U9 $1 HRY (Online) 17.022026 | Gefdecbs, TeT 44
05 | 9% GUINYT AT BT THRA (Online) 19.032026 | efdedhe, TSI 32
Sferarar,
0 feld SeRd YA A% R SATaebel 20042026 W | Fefdedpe, UeT, 239
IRDIE] 21052026 | ge%rdl, RIIEM,
SIAE®, Bl
TISUT URGATST, 2025
Qo] & oy 7ered #3 05.09.2025 Fofdedhe, TTQ 24
ORI 7IToH IUTeH Bl F8<d U4 Scared
o 16.09.2025 GHefdedps, TQ 74
o7 Iy 3T Bl & B TR 19.09.2025 Befdedpe, TG 24
ey el @ forv iy 2009.2025 | Wlefds, HIfGHIR 29
ureT @ HIET ¥ el 24.09.2025 Hefdedpe, 91G 35
BT A IRTBRT ¢
- : 25.09.2025 FHefdedpe, TTE 39
18-09-2025 | efdeche, ATG 24
19.09.2025 Wé ng' 34
08 | WTHdl & Wal T
20-09-2025 R ' 29
24-09-2025 | Tefdecpe, qIG 35
~18 ~
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25-09-2025 Fefdedhe, T1E 39
07.10.2025 T &, 24
08.10.2025 Fefdedhe, TE 07
ol B 10.10.2025 | Hex, gdarar, 14
0 (ELEESIER ) 15.10.2025 Fefdedhe, A1G 40
16.10.2025 Fefdedhe, TIE 13
17.10.2025 Fefdedhe, ITE 09
18.10.2025 Befdedpe, ITQ 26
10. (@) TR TIfafafrt
ol HIYHA qEq | Syadrer AR #1 4T
qey | Afeer | @
01 | verd fead 05 06 80 39 119
02 | f&am Herr 02 01 620 | 214 834
03 | far M (W gt Sffam) 22 22 891 | 957 | 1848
04 | cEml 02 02 158 | 142 600
05 | g UReEpi @1 TRieH 01 01 37 03 40
06 | #EcaUl fGad 1 S 15 18 242 | 383 | 625
07 | Ug wWreF IR 02 02 38 46 84
08 SHG/FPO conveners meeting 02 02 15 09 24
09 Farmer Scientist interaction 02 02 86 02 88
10 | Exposure visits 03 02 87 27 114
11 | $9% HelE Ha1/ gUcsT Hdl 50 52 | 1297 | 714 | 2011
12 | fpari &1 o W FHO 250 304 180 | 124 304
13 | IS BT verT g 05 05 16 06 22
14 | FeM 05 03 32 04 36
15 | M 9 & B9 H AR 12 14 556 | 88 644
16 | TR 9T H bR - 21 - - Mass
(@) 3 YR Tafafer
Fe o HIIHA fesi® R AT @I
1. | qare e 09.082025 | Fefdede, el 154
2. | vaUIeR fafe (@efdede, HE) 18.09.2025 | Fefdeche, TS 38
3. | fpam e 19.09.2025 | doTS! TES 34
4. | T deip ardl 30102025 | efdedbs, U 57
5. | e 98 veRiueR fafsie (NGO) 13.02.2026 | efdehs, T 41
6. | URmE W yauoR fafsie (FPO) 10.042026 | Sefdeche, TS 12
7. | veUIoR fafee 20052026 | efdedbe, TS 26
8. | WIIEToT W8 UgRUIGR fARAC (IFFCO) | 14.07.2026 | Fefddbe, GeaT 50
9. | URmev ¥8 YeuIeR fAfie (IFFCO) | 19.082026 | Sefdsdhe, U 50
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1. Y T o= & Qaldie v J rfaree T a s Refa -

RIF (3MEeT U4 Q=)

25°27.185 & 85°43.241

Wmﬂﬁﬁiﬂa@?/uﬁaﬁﬂaﬁ 2021-22 (3d) /
QT B AER 900 m?
(@) AWM 2025

. BRI B TGl
el | HEHA T qbild gamg fafer i PR ®a./3)
1. | gF-3TeH ufdd ¥ JUrg 08.07.2025 9 | e T | 2704
2. | g3 e gomg 12.06.2025 g | e T 26.60
3. | 9F-RR-WS | Ofdd ¥ IO 14.07.2025 g | e I 27.14
4. | gF-TE— W TRORITE JUTS 14.07.2025 O | e TId | 2756
5. | gF-RIE— T ufed # e 14072025 | AT | WM 27.45
6. | WS — IT-HT | ufed # qurg 10.07.2025 g | e T 5.70
7. | USRS | e gerd 10072005 | ©F | o T | 2722
8. | gT—HeR-TT WRIRITT TS 09.07.2025 g | e T 28.54
9. | gFE-Tg—HqT e ¥ Jarg 09.07.2025 O | R T | 2785
TR qfe # e 00.07.2025 | WM | T 404 26.55
(@) 3 202526

. R B ICED])
el | THEA T LERICE gams fafer 1 PR . /2)
1. | gF-3MeT | I TS ddid | 02122025 | 3T I du 285.0
2. | gF-oe—HT | Y OIS d@id | 03122025 | 37T I Hg 275.0
3. | UF-MRR-WN | Y SIS d@eid | 26412025 | R | g U Ud 220 5.0
4, | gF—IE- {T | I Ol dId | 01122025 | g | of d Seqf 187 47
R T | A AP | 24112025 | g aﬂ:;i?w 95
6. | A —T-HT | Y GAIS qoeld | 25112025 | G R G 1 8.0
7. | gF-WERI-A | YR s ddrile | 01.12.2025 | WERI T 1.7
8 |UF-HCRHT | Y A A& | 25112025 | HeX | oM. L wHS 10-12 | 120
9. | uM-Ig—HT IR Odlg O | 20112025 | g | of o Seqf 187 400
10. | GFIG—HT 01122025 | W5 | oI 4 e 187 40,03
() TRA— 2025—26

. BRI B TGl
Sl | HEA TRl GGG CCIEAGIR] i EUCS . /2)
1. | g ufd H gars 28.04.2026 bl R 2.80
2. | U3 ufed ¥ qarg 11.05.2026 Ul faregr 2.10
3. |UM-WRR-WN | dfed | g8 03.04.2026 I AFLR -
4. | UF-TE- qT ufdd # garg 20042026 | T o 260

Y g &=, ger
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5. | gF—X1g— T ufedt # gars 11.05.2026 Ul R 210

6. | HGM- T | Ufed # qaTg 11.05.2026 Bl R 2.30

7. | UM-WEE-T | dfd # qars 11052026 | Rt 200

8. | gr—He—qu ufde H garg 11.05.2026 o farer 2.30

9. |um-TE—m ufdd # qaTg 29.04.2026 T kel 2.80

ERE uferT # qatg 29.04.2026 LUl fora 3.00
12. 319 Ufdad e — 2025-26

(®) & ufdd yerr —01 S (FLD- 01 BARLEY)

e # Bd BT amd fSrem @1 offa Suwt RS9 @7 3 U

(80) Crop area of district | 200 | (fdF /3.) District 16.79 | ({d@ /%) State 16.41

in (ha) yield (Q/ha) yield (Q/ha)

Y& BT YYD forem # St @1 Wt Br gerar <A

(Title of FLD) Promotion of Barley cultivation in the district

A Tq Gl (Season & Year)

4l 2025-26 (Rabi 2025-26)

HE XA
Main Problem

St B @ HH SUN UG 39T Wil B U B STl

Low yield of Barley and poor awareness related to its cultivation

THAT Pl & dR
Main cause of problem

W Y9 &I Wl Td 59 U9V 98d & g H BH SIHHN

Cultivation of old/local variety and lack of awareness of barley
nutritional benefits

By foum &1 Q7 faav
Full detail of farmer's
Practice

BT fauT — WM g

Farmers Practice- Local variety

T H W G Nd Bl
T faRer

Full detail of technology to
be demonstrated

THE— 3R, S 2007( SUS &35 fag /=), W1 ) —40 B,
/%, SRR SR AN 24 {531 o, 12 fbI- R v
8 T drer

Variety- RD-2907 (potential yield -35g/ha) (seed rate-
40kg/acre), RDF- 24kg N ,12 kg P»0Os and 8 kg K>O.

dd-ilp BT A Qf[ 9§ Source

of Technology with year

RTIH HiY FTHYUH FIM (IR.TIARIE), YR, TR,
RIS ¥ —2018

Rajasthan Agricultural Research Institute (RARI), Durgapura,
Jaipur, Rajasthan

Released in year 2018
Theile b1 T D IUS < el el bl el
Name of the Technology Cultivation of High Yielding Variety
fawrTg &= (Thematic area) g W (Varietal Evaluation)
g @1 M SIRIYR, HHGHYR, TRHR, ATl T4 YR

Name of villages

Lodipur, Makhdumpur, Kharfar, Baghatilha & Bhuapur

Y g &=, ger

ISP TeledpR TN & 2547 J86 2026




ol ol Refd

Farming situation

Riftr ©d et < fredt

Irrigated and Sandy-Clay soil

&G (%0) Area (ha) 02 HEMIl @1 H No. of farmers 05
IO BT 9UGl T S faereryor
Yield and economics of demonstration
R M /2| TR (8/2) (®/%) (/%) T
Result Yield | % increase in Gross Gross Net 3 .
(q/ha) yield cost return return B:C ratio
q (Rs/ha) | (Rs/ha) | (Rs/ha)
By faE
Farmers practice
(Paddy-Wheat — 16.28 29500.0 35002.0 5502.0 1.18
Fallow cropping
system)
Y& b
Technology
demonstrated 23.5 26.81 31600.0 50525.0 18925.0 1.60
(Paddy-Wheat-
Green gram
cropping system)
(@) 3 dfdd geror —02 3fre]
FLD- 02 Potato
e & Baa @1 frem @ sita S S
EAE (80) 29,910 (ﬁﬁ/?) 268.41 RN (%rc[/%) 268.40
Crop area of district District yield .
in (ha) (Q/ha) State yield (Q/ha)
T $1 AN 3 & Iod JUS &HAT el Y9G T UcdelTT Demonstration of
Title of FLD high yielding Potato Variety
AW g 9y T 202526
Season & Year Rabi 2025-26
T qAR 3 & WIFIY JE DI HH SUS &HAT

Main Problem

Low yield of local Potato Variety

AT ®f & dRIT
Main cause of problem

M & I fbwll & URT T IRTodHa1

Unawareness about improved potato variety

e fouT B Q7 faav
Full detail of farmer's
Practice

WMy, 99 - 30 fad /B, B3 99 ITAR &, SRP
Pl HH— - 150 TB.IT, TR — 75 fb.IT Ud UICTA— 25
fa.am

Local variety, Seed rate- 30 g/ha, No seed treatment, fertilizer
dose (150 Kg N,75 Kg P»0s and 25 Kg KO per ha)

Y g &=, ger
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Te— g Wl AU, A9 - 30 a9 /3, 0.01 URA daRed @
YRUETVT H YT THAID BT R | € § 63 SUAR, AARK SRG T T —150:90:120
faaRor f537 /3.
Full detail of technology to Variety — Yushi Map, seed rate-30q tuber/ha, seed treatment
be demonstrated with Bavistin 0.01% solution, RDF 150:90:120 (N:P205:K>0
Kg/ha)
SE'E” e ETT@?LWI R - 3MS ALTRMR— W1 UIR.3MS, 201920
ource of 1echnology wi ICAR-CPRI, 2019-20
year
deile Bl M TuE — A HY
Name of the Technology Variety — Yushi Map
fawerra &= JS el
Thematic area Varietal evaluation
Titg FT M ERIGEECICR e
Name of villages Chintamanchak & Fulelpur
& @ Rl e o, Rif T4 78 R fed)
Farming situation Medium land, irrigated and sandy-clay soil
&ABe (%O) Area (ha) 1.24 %, (1.24 ha) WM Farmers 45
SUSl | Sue ¥ wfe | woe wd | 00 I g gy
TR : el (/%) AR
(/) ®/8) | Gl | B/8) |
Result Yield % changed in | Gross cost return Netreturn | o = .
(gq/ha) yield (Rs/ha) (Rs/ha) (Rs/ha) )
By faE
Farmers 200 83504 239687 156183 2.87
practice (Local
Variety)
ey dehith
Technology 256.37 28.8 85487 307644 222157 3.59
demonstrated
(Yushi Map)
~ 23 ~
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() 3R dfda egerer —o3 H
FLD- 03 Moong

fSTe # B¥d @1 &% (g0)

Crop area of district in (ha)

fSTem @7 i Suw RToT T 3
910 (fed /=) 548 | U9 (fod/g) | 7.08
District yield (Q/ha) State yield (Q/ha)

TIETT b1 AP
Title of FLD

g — g BAd UG H T B B JeIev]

Demonstration of green gram in Paddy-Wheat cropping system

aH g GL (Season & Year)

TRAT 2026(Summer 2026)

HEY qHA
Main Problem

g @ BFd & 918 @d Bl Ul I8

Land remains fallow after wheat crop

THAT DI &g DRI
Main cause of problem

gH-g B UG H B SU
Low system yield in Paddy-Wheat cropping system

P ﬁm I [ g~ Rl B Ughd
Full d.etall of farmer’s Paddy-Wheat- Fallow cropping system
Practice

-~ T B TG

(e — R, 9 R —20 6. /2., U, SRR fafr 9 4
SETOT § W] il BT QT | AR, AR SR TN o EhRAICT : :20:40:20,
farereor TS 17.8% WA @ 1 fel /3eh. Ul & @i o

Full detail of technology to
be demonstrated

frgara)

Paddy-Wheat- Greengram cropping system

(Variety-Shikha, Seed rate- 20 kg/ha, seed treatment with FIR
method , RDF-N:P>05:K,0::20:40:20 Kg/ha)

dH-Id & Fid U9 9§

Source of Technology with
year

318 31 T 3R—3T8. 3775 L3R, SR (2018)
ICAR-IIPR, Kanpur (2018)

RERICACIRCIE| e forar (Mg diuw 410-3)
Name of the Technology Green gram variety Shikha (IPM 410-3)
fawrTa &= e Tl

Thematic area

Cropping system

g B M AN, FboTellel, Broidd T4 farde
Name of villages Moglani, Chakjalal, Kajichak and Chintamanchak
ol @ Rerfa 7 gq fRife

Farming situation Medium and irrigated land

&A%d (20) Area (ha) 4.50 f @ § Farmers 27

Y g &=, ger
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wfcrerd NEAY NEAY
TOTTell @ SUol NN e a | T8I ikl
o T | ke | /)| ey | TR
Result ﬁ%‘[/ E\’) increase Gross Gross Net
System Yield in system cost return return B:C
REY(q/ha) yield (Rs/ha) | (Rs/ha) (Rs/ha) | ratio
CACACE
Farmers practice
(Paddy-Wheat - 80.82 86,000 | 1,91,480 | 1,05,480 | 2.22
Fallowcropping
system)
YA dhitch
Technology
demonsrated 120.89 49.57 | 1,13,000 | 2,86,196 | 1,73,196 | 2.53
(Paddy-Wheat-
Greengram
cropping system)
13. T AIH fde Tegero — 202526
B YIe BriGH i T Bl o Tbid! R el Tfdda
TECHNOLOGY GAP ASSESSMENT REPORT OF CFLDs OF EVERY CROP
EX] <LUE CALEREE i faem R (%)
S. No. Component Farmer practice Recommended practice | Gap (%)
| R P T ERull SR TAIANR 116540 50
Name of variety Varuna DRMR 1165-40
2 |99 &R (Seedrate) |8 fbIT/B. (8Kgha) |5 fbIL/E. (5Kgha) 60
3 g‘cﬂs‘ @ ﬁﬂ%[ ]%rf;‘,‘[ qﬁﬁ A gﬂT’s‘ 100
Type of sowing Broadcasting Line sowing
4 |V (Spacing) W A9aT e C . |30 x 109 (30 X10 cm) 100
No spacing maintained
5 |99 SR Tel BTV 50% WP@ 2 100
Seed treatment No oM /fe.a1 9
With Carbendazim 50%
WP @ 2gm/Kg seed
¢ | SwErR el ' 0
Soil treatment No No
IND P AT N:P205:K20@ N:P205:K20:S@
7 | Fertilizer dose (NPKS) | 75:37:24 31/ 80:40:40:20 f3T /% 30
Kh/ha 75:37:24(N:P:K) kg/ha | 80:40:40:20(N:P:K:S) Kg/ha
IRG TAN fafdy fsewar fafdr e ®9 BicagoR fga 4
] Fertilizer application | Broadcasting el § YT 100
method In furrow through seed cum
fertilizer drill
o | IEH UG T SYANT &l T T8I 0
Micronutrient No application No recommendation

Y g &=, ger
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ERUAIR TG ST 78l USRI 30 S @ 3.3
Weed management | No application il / z. 3{c}g{U| EE‘[ ﬁpgqu
10 | (Name of chemical and Pendimethalin 30 EC @ 3.3 100
dose) littha as  pre-emergence
application
qars @ 25-30 faT @18 | 941§ @ 30 V4 60 fa a1Q
1 | R T Riarg a e 50
[rrigation One irrigation at 25-30 | Two irrigation at 30 & 60
DAS DAS
SSIaRINS 17.8% SL | SMSIGRAINIS 17.8%SL @7 1
T ARETT U F1 1 W/ e @ |l /3 o UMl @ gl BT
1o | Plant protection I aRESETC] fosaa 66
measures (Name of Imidacloprid Imidacloprid 17.8%SL@

chemical and dose)

17.8%SL@ 1ml/lit
water

1ml/3 lit water

B B TH — ARl qy  —2025-26
Name of crop: - MUSTARD Year: - 2025-26
ol 3 Rerfd

1. BEd B gl —HT

2. Al quiurd () BIS auiord e

3. R yoR ASREAREI

4, T IBR : feel qme

5. WRUAIR & YBR 9, WIS, Dl

6. HaT Siid URTH

Sifad Pree (%;) - 046 (Fr=)

Sudel FaH (f631/%) v (/7o /32a) —156.8 [ /2 ()
Ul W ([6.37/7) Ud (=1 /7 /Sed) —15.3 631/ 7 (Fed)
Suere] grere (fba1/8) vd (= /7o / Jed) —142.9 61/ (Feam)

7. 9413 @ [y : 16.10.2025
8. Bud dely Bl [ : 14.03.2026
9. P AR W MR foearl &1 4. 376
10. 34T (2)) £ 150
11, JcIE0T Bl 9. 1 376
12. Aol B 9 1 09

I :

1. oY Elo, USR® 2. Tal, JTHATCT 3. P efelyR, SAHCAICT 4. gidhe, BIRICH

5. Bac], AIaNl 6. AGAR, USRD 7. 5W, USRD 8. HY3MEIG, USKP 9. FIHIG,

EACACEICANCERY

(T @1 M, 99 R, X, 991 STAR, YART bl T SdRSG Bl A, WUGIR JaeH,

T SReT)

Y g &=, ger
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1. T¥E & M ;T
2. 4N & . 8
3. qals [ @ @ : focdar faftr vd 13 g0 yae 78l
4. 9N SUAR L Il SUER Tl
5. Hal SUAR LRl
6. eH UG dd L TEl
7. AN fR T SRS B AET : 75:37:24 (N:P205:K20) BT /7.
8. WRUAIR Y&e . DI Uh RIS
9. e WREV SUR : SASTFANS 17.8%SL &1 1 Ml /< al & &t &r
fosaa
T ddiid B faavoT
1. U¥E & M : SIARUARR 1165—40
2. W W ;5 fBaT /3.
3. 9IS fafer : e
4. 991 STER : BIeSINT 50% WP@ 23 / {11 dia
5. Hal SUAR L el
6. A UG EH
7. SR$ YA 1 80:40:40:20 (N:P205:K20:S) T/ %
8. WRUGIR YaEd  3HRVT Y4 UUSTHIE 30 § I BT 1.33 ol /THS Bl
oo
9. UM WREV U™ . SASTTRADS 17.8%SL &1 1 el /3 off Ul & =1
T OB Td BrIveIT 12% + HDIog 63% WP &
2 M /T UF @ O Bl [Pedra
Su (o
Yl | T Yield((q./{ni s | T @ ﬂa? Jg o | o
Al:'ea No.of | ~JId¥ | FeddHq a . % Clﬁ:)ii;(t)it;n Gross Relt\ifltrn GET
(ha) demo Low High Ave. | increase (Rs/ha) gg;::; (Rs/ha) Ratio
W ﬁfgﬂ 12.2 18.2 15.48 32668.0 95999.0 63332.0 2.93
e 150 375 14.2 225 | 1836 | 24.72 34268.0 | 113859.0 | 79591.0 | 3.31
aRRaq | Rs.1625%ha
RIECE]
(®/%)

! R (% /13@) : T 6200.0, T &1 U (fad /)13.84, 54 BT f¥Ad St (fd /%) 12,04

[l @1 Tffar : WewR & YA W Gell ¥ S @l G H gig BRil ¢ U4 Ul Ubs SUdl Iffdd
Bl & |

Farming Situation-

1. Crop Sequence : Paddy- Mustard- Green Gram
2. Seasonal rainfall (mm) : No Rainfall observed during the cropping season
2025-26
3. Irrigation type : Surface irrigation
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4. Soil Type : Clay loam
5. Weed flora : Chenopodium, Anagallis, Argemone
6. Soil testing result:
Organic carbon 1 (%) ;- 0.46 (L)
Available N : (Kg/ha) and (L/M/H) - 156.8 Kg/ha (L)
Available P : (Kg/ha) and (L/M/H) - 15.3 Kg/ha (M)
Available K : (Kg/ha) and (L/M/H)- 142.9 Kg/ha (M)
7. Date of sowing - 16.10.2025
8. Date of harvesting :- 14.03.2026
9. No of farmers registered on Kirshi mapper :- 376
Area (ha) - 150
No. of demonstration -376
No of cluster - 09
Location:

1. Dabhawan, Pandarak 2.Chanda, Athmalgola 3. Fulelpur, Athmalgola 4. Dhanakdobh,
Ghoswari 5. Kewti, Ghoswari 6.Madatpur, Pandarak 7. Rais, Pandarak 8. Lemuabad,
Pandarak 9.Hanumanganj, Danapur

Farmer Practice in detail- (Name of variety, seed rate, spacing, seed treatment status,
fertilizer dose applied, weed management, plant protection measurement)

WXk L=

Name of Variety :- Varuna

Seed rate - 8§ Kg/ha

Sowing type and spacing : - Broadcasting and no spacing maintained
Seed treatment : - No Seed treatment

Soil treatment :-No

Micronutrient : - No

Fertilizer application dose applied  : - 75:37:24 (N:P:K) Kg/ha

Weed management :- Only one hand weeding

Plant protection measure :- Application of Imidacloprid 17.8 %@ 1ml/lit

water during Siliquae formation stage (1 spray)

Detail of technology demonstrated

NN R W=

°

Name of Variety : DRMR 1165-40

Seed rate : 5 Kg/ha

Sowing type and spacing : Broadcasting

Seed treatment : With Carbendazim 50% @ 2 gm/Kg Seed

Soil treatment : No

Micronutrient : No

Fertilizer application dose as soil test result : 80:40:40:20 (N:P:K:S) Kg/ha

Weed management : Pre-emergence application of Pendimethalin 30

EC @ 3.3 litha
Plant protection measure: Application of Imidacloprid 17.8 %@ 1ml/3 lit water and
Application of Carbendazim 12%+ Mancozeb 63% WP during Siliquae formation

stage (1 spray)
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Yield (q./ha) o Cost of Gross Net .
Situation ‘?lll.:;l ﬁg{n‘f L Hi A ’ncr/eoase Cultivation | Return | Return Il{sa.t('jo
ow ! ve- |1 (Rs/ha) | (Rs/ha) | (Rs/ha) !
FP 12.2 | 18.2 1548 32668.0 95999.0 | 63332.0 | 2.93
Demo 150 375 142 | 225 18.36 24.72 34268.0 113859.0 | 79591.0 | 3.31
Additional Rs.16259/ha
Income
(Rs/ha.)
Selling Rate: (Rs/Q): Rs. 6200, District yield: (g/ha): 13.84, state yield (g/ha): 12.04
Farmer feedback: Sulphur application increases the no. of grain/siliqua, increased the yield per acre
14. 7% # Haford AT aRETSTI
(@) ggRa S ST
YT S ST =TT ST Fed |
. RTEroiR @ e
CALER Liesl
7y GIES Bl
yfrefor 12 119 239 358
WR] g ElIEN 03 68 54 122
S S SU FIeiT SR Hedev |
e /TP . . RGN
el TS LI :
Ll / @l o
e WRR (991 T4 | o | TS, GEER, Sran, |
g ATferd) AT, figer 3R deR®
g+ e el ¥z
- 01 helelYN, STRIHA AT 13
Sellell Mo heteld
3] T Y 2450 | USR®, JIHAIIS, q1G 45
SNSRI SATEIETE el 80 |dIe 40
EEEGRLEREN TR U9 g 148 |91 74
q¢,  JYHMI, TSRS,
g1 fohe LIk 102 ' 102
= = . J
HI™HA W1 3TN 10 USRD 25
THIR U@ T @ | J| wdl U4 OAl
640 | 9T, fAHCIIIT 64
aren ST '
(@) Trefas @l
Activities Number Beneficiaries
JBIT I T TeeToT gEst& G| (No. of demo unit developed) 04 04
T GRET Bried @ | (No. of training organized) 08 350
IRTT SRTSdhal PRIGH B | (No. of awareness program
organized) 01 66

Y g &=, ger
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Yl @l Sfid YrAford iR drigH

Sponsored training under Natural farming

RIEC R st T B
Name of forfer ey . [SIE3 SRRy
sponsoring Date Duration Beneficiaries Dienitari
agency Participants 'gritaries
e @Y uar,
01- 05 B el T
05/09/2025 Krishi Sakhi DAO. Pat
R ! , Patna
Sre 7 S RERM Rig
PRI, 48R (A, A5,
District Rﬁ%ﬂ:[ W)
Agriculture v Elg"[ﬁ
g 12.06.2026 01 Farmers
Deptt., Govt. of Yal, Ul Dr.
Bihar Siyaram Singh
(Hon’ble MLA,
Barh), DAO,
Patna
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() GUOT ST PRI :

i M| .| 3 Wil - lewar ¢ | URaR &t R ofY g o= ¥ -
A | 00 awd AT (%) ikl v [ (T, ) g1 el
4638 55.03 893 oM, g, Al TR,
FEAAR | G 159 o | qoY | Wigell | ged | o9 | AR | 633 qoy | AfEel | T 01 TR, A Td
2037 | 1879 | 718 | 78.07 | 5546 43 | 385 | 72 ) feorlt

BUIYYT S e v fbY 7T depeiep! wferfaferl

yfreror 10 264

qIyo qrfeanr it 30 30

et H @fUd uor arfea 1 1

BRIt 03 90

qIyeh 3T & Yedaitid Ieda - TR AR (Fg3M s, dToRT U4 HgH Bl 33l U THIH) 01 27
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weey &) Rerfd W e
Impact on Health Status

IS1 A1 YRhich(§1.TH.3MS.) (wt. in kg/Ht. in m?)

(Body Mass Index (BMI) (wt. in kg/Ht. in m%)

AR @ R (g/a)

Haemoglobin Status (g/dl)

St . : X
I E No Oafé’r A Ugel Before qE H After Ugel Before qg H After
Village o
Beneficiaries RIGIR qEg
X P qE SIBEY X P qHY 31ty HEYH | 8 qHY HYH | 8o qHY
Normal | Above Normal | Above | Mod. | Mild | Normal | Mod. | Mild | Normal
Below Below
42 28 04 10 17 19 06 32 07 03 15 19 08
SITATTYR Women
Agwanpur
gwanpy ﬁ 35 22 11 02 09 25 01 24 06 05 08 12 15
Children

e BMI Wt. in Kgs/Ht. in M Normal — 18.5-24.9, Healthy range- 25.0-29.9, Overweight- 30.0-39.0, Below BMI- <18.5

e Hb level in Female & Children- normal >11 g/dl, mild- 10-10.9 g/dl, moderate- 7-9.9 g/dl.
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TNV gfehT § SN Feoll UG DT ST

Production and consumption of Nutri-garden vegetables

Interventions in MEP Area grown Production Consumption
Season
programme (sqm) (kg) (kg)
Nutri-Kit Summer 100 110 110
Nutri-Kit Kharif 100 102 102
Nutri-Kit Rabi 100 168 168
Net Sown area (300 mt2) 380 380
ey IRARI & WHUM ER H q5d Change in Dietary Habits of Families (7 Days)
Ylel 9z Food Group T (ﬁ?[) T | (ﬁq)
Before (Days) | After (Days) % Change
AT (Cereals) 7 7 No change
qlel (Pulse) 7 7 No change
A9 3 (Millets) 0 1 14.28
& TwieR Afeordl (Dark leafy Vegetables) 3 6 42.85
I A 9 R N Eyp (Vitamin A rich ’ 5 47 85
Vegetables)
ﬁfaﬁ?. AN R Al B (Vitamin A . ; 58 57
rich seasonal fruits)
SHaR! 3 el arell WIS (3T, A9l Ai¥) . 5 1498
(Animal protein (Egg, Fish, Meat) '
T 3R 997 (Nuts and Seeds) 1 2 14.28
¥ g q¥ 3dla (Milk and Milk Products) 2 2 No change
15. 31T B SRICT: TTRA—2025 W 3R 2026 T
frforRaa aif wrt grrer T & 9@ ©
i1 B FRIA —01 (4aT A1) OFT- 01 (Soil Science)
: XIS @l
e B | frel # e fore @1 aiva ﬁ
™ W | e @) | g0 | S (/D) |13 o /3) | 1204
Name of Mustard | Crop area of District yield )
crop district (ha) (Q/ha) St?(t)e/g“)’ld
a

U XTHAT (Main problem)

©H 3UY (Low yield)

AT ®f U9 ORU (Main
cause of problem)

Aqugqd UYE Icd Tae (Improper nutrient management)

P (Title of OFT)

Assessment of soil application of Sulphur on Growth, yield
and economics of Mustard)

EALg foer (Farmer practice)

IR JaRD AT (3GH: WhR: YT @ 80:40:40 b3
/8o (RDF i.e 80:40:40 N:P,05:K,0)

Y g &=, ger
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e & fory vgad ddbrii
Dl
(Detail of technology assessed)

seed

a. Technology option I

b. Technology option I
@20Kg/ha + seed dressing with PSB @5ml /Kg seed
(Source of technology — DRMR, Bharatpur, Rajsthan)

1. Tl fdded |- Ffeld Sdked WINT deiMge ey
/20 f637 /8 Td Tocldder deer /5 el /foar 99

P R F I STER
(AT SRR, JoRM)

2. TEHd! [Adbeq || Hgfod SaRd WM deMEe Hehe
/20 a1/ t@ Nwa.§ der /5 fAed /o 9
P R F 9 STER
(AT SIR.TALNR, JoRAM)

: RDF + Bentonite sulphur @
20Kg/ha + seed dressing with Azotobacter @5ml /Kg

(Source of technology — DRMR, Bharatpur, Rajsthan)

RDF + Bentonite sulphur

THIb B Gd U9 9 (Source
of technology & (Year)

SI3R.UHIMR, IO, 2021 (DRMR, Bharatpur, Rajsthan)

TN B AT (No of trial) 10
YaI Gdhdd & ARJ ThAIh B GGeH
I B, | ol Bl ./ AH® AR 3T IS
GERICNCET /e HIEG| (m) (¥ /2)
Treatment No. of branch | No of Siliqua/ | 1000- Seed Grain Yield
/Plant branch weight (g) (q/ha)
AL faum Fp 15.66 235.73 6.44 14.26
N N TO | 19.67 256.58 6.59 17.82
Technology Assessed | TO 2 18.05 247.00 6.55 16.78
CD (P=.05) 0.69 9.02 0.01 0.48
CV% 15.60 14.63 0.53 15.66
3 B R &1 3fie fageryor
AR el 3T
SN N N A @ /%) | o T
®/ %) ®/ %) gl%lr\let return qUId
Treatment Cost of cultivation | Gross return (Rs/ha) B:C ratio
(Rs/ha) (Rs/ha) )
AL fqur rp 31100 80583 49484 2.59
AMPferd Thild TO 1 32290 100711 68424 3.12
Technology
Assessed TO 2 32525 94778.75 62254 2.91
~ 34~
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W "R R Fuias orEer ¢ wgfod SRe wam | deMEe Wewk /20 fRAT/? Ud
alcldde] hoer /5 el /fbdm 9 & R | 99 ITER dA 4 |aied I (17.82
fod /2. <ot fomn T wefe Sgford SaRe WA, SSMEe Wowk /20 fhAT/7 Td Ma
HeaR /5 el /foar 9 @ R ¥ 49 IR o= W A U9 gy T B TE(16.78
fod /2.) I BV fouT & U S (14.26) § FE@YUl IUS iR GRIT TR |
Final recommendation for micro level situation: Application of Bentonite Sulphur@ 20
Kg/ha & Seed dressing with Azotobacter@ 5 gm/kg seed increase the yield of Mustard
significantly i.e 17.82 g/ha whereas application of Bentonite sulphur @ 20 Kg/ha and seed
dressing with PSB @ 5 ml/ Kg seed also gave positive result and yield obtained is 16.78 g/ha

which is significantly higher than the Farmer practice (14.26 g/ha) where only recommended
dose of NPK was applied.

3 M gRIe —02 (SEM)

OFT- 02 (Horticulture)

B B e # Bt forem @1 afta T BT 3
T T | D (6) | 919 | S [(@6/F) | gy | I (/D) | 440
Name of | Mango | Crop area of District yield State yield
crop district (ha) (Q/ha) (Q/ha)
Bl Crop 3TH Mango
T B Bl AT U HH Bl g1

Main problem

Poor flowering and fruit set

TR T TG SR

3R Y dcd e

Main cause Improper nutrient management

KN B glg Td SUS R I SeRebl & Y419 Bl el

Title of OFT Assessment of bio-fertilizers on growth and yield of Mango (cv.
Amrapali)

BN faur 50 .31 &R @1 &g /Us

Farmer practice 50 Kg FYM per plant

AMhe @ fog wga BT faBed 1:-3fdh HIT WA @5 TM /N (&1 9R), feda a1

@Dl BT faawor FHI:UEH fOSHIa — ey / Fda, TaNT fehra —ha] dr

Detail of technology (Q;ﬂ?—[ RIEECIERC RIS QW)

assessed TO 1:- Arka mango special spray Sgm/lit (two times) Time of foliar
spray: First spray- October- November Second spray- February -
March (Source : [IHR, Bengaluru)
a1l fdbed 2:- SITRYT SRS &I Sl /AT (N:P:K:: 500:250:250
T /U8 + TArRATIReTT Heek (250 T /US), STANT T T :
IrTea— RawR (1 vemg e, WER (2021)
TO 2 :- 2 dose of RDF (N:P:K:: 500:250:250 gm/tree) + 50 Kg FYM
+ Azospirillum culture (250g/tree) Time of application: August -
September (Source: AICRP, Sabour (2021)

daHie @1 9Id §d 9y

Source of technology
(Year)

3333 TAAR, S U9 YIS AR offF {1, R (2021)
ITHR, Bengaluru and AICRP, on Mango,Sabour (2021)

e @ HRAT

No of trial

01 (Location- 10)

Y g &=, ger
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T Ghdd b TR dh-Id! BT TSI

Performance of the technology with performance indicators

S Tl 8 T TN GEDlD BT daR0]
Ny R e & Detail of technical indicators recorded
.| ([ /) Bl B To/US | el BT ao (M) | SUST/US
Technological . Eﬁﬁ?dﬁ
options | Yield | FT (aira) (@) ()
(g/ha) incriase g | No.of fruits/plant | Fruit weight (g) | Fruit yield/
(Mean) (Mean) plant (kg)
FP 136.52 - 172.39 197.95 34.13
TO-1 168.12 23.15 200.86 209.25 42.03
TO-I1 159.44 16.79 173.56 229.66 39.86
Economics of different Technological interventions:
ARG T g I
qhad I (B /3. ™ AT
B Reed (%/3) G /%) (®/%)
. . R ross return AJurd
Technological options | Cost of cultivation Net return .
(Rs./ha) B:C ratio
(Rs./ha) (Rs./ha)
FP 134500 341300 206800 2.54
TO-1 136800 420300 283500 3.07
TO-II 145400 398600 253200 2.74
G TR W oias oreer : aael fade 1 H Jffedd wdl $1 SUW g9 AT AT (168,

12 fad /8) S ue faem & 23.15 fawr 3o 61| S SWIT Ad1a! [ddhed 2 FT Jau
@ (15044 /T ) @ S 9SG fau1 4 16,79 Ul A6 @7| Hallod g a™ (&
283500,/7) T4 @M ANT U (3.07) TH1al fddhed 1 H oy 727 |

Final recommendation for micro level situation: Tech. option 1 recorded the highest fruit
yield of 168.12 g/ha, which was 23.15 % higher than farmer practice i.e 136.52 g/ha, followed
by Tech. option 2 (159.44 g/ha) which was 16.79% higher than Farmers practice. Also Tech.
option 1 gave the highest net return of ¥283500/ha with a B:C ratio of 3.07, which was
superior to farmer practices and tech option 2.

3 v g —03 (SEM)

On Farm Trial (Horticulture)

. forem @t
oren # o o g I &I AT
UG A | WS | HT A (R0) | 353 (i /30) | 229.07| ST (9 /20) | 128,97
Name of crop | Onion | Crop area of AT State yield
district (ha) Dlszgfl:g)‘e'd (Q/ha)
U XTHT Main problem DH 3U Low yield
T BT G BRYT ST WIS cTcd e

Main cause of problem

Improper nutrient management

3 wH g @1 e SR B AW & 9¢dR U9 IUo TR 3MMhed (Te— THmrers
Title of OFT IEARS)
~36 ~
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Assessment of fertilizer on growth and yield of Onion (cv.
Agrifound Light Red)

AL fdgT Farmer practice

N: 145Kg/ha, P2Os: 70Kg/ha, K>O: 25Kg/ha

Abe & fory vgad ddbrii
@1

Detail of technology
assessed

dpie fddey —1: TR @ We—8§ /8, TAo—120 &I /73,
R—60 {631/, Uera- 60 f6I1/8 & Aows— 20 fhaT /2
(ferR &Y fazafdency, HIR, IRTAR)

TO-1 : FYM-8 Tonnes/ha, N: 120 Kg/ha, P2Os: 60Kg/ha, KO:
60K g/ha and Sulphur-20Kg/ha (BAU, Sabour, Bhagalpur)

qaI® [Ahed —2 : MR Bl WE-7.5 ¢4 /8, FA=—-110 BT /T,
WR-40 {67 /8, Wer- 60 fhIT/2. Ud Aowe— 15 fam/2 wd
0.5 Hfcrerd fSie Fewe &1, TS @ 45 T4 60 foo a1 uoify fosaa
(omg A LAR—wTS Td e |u™ Maererd, gor)

TO-2: FYM-7.5 Tonnes/ha, N: 110 Kg/ha, P2Os: 40Kg/ha, K»O:

60Kg/ha and Sulphur-15 Kg/ha and Foliar spray of Zinc
Sulphate@0.5% at 45 and 60 DAT (ICAR-DOGR, Pune)

&I & A 9§ 9§
Source of technology &
(Year)

N3 LR U9 e 3au aenerd, gor vd S8R &y
CEGIE ofd, ?:I_Gﬁ'\’ HIITIYR (ICAR-DOGR, Pune & BAU, Sabour,
Bhagalpur)

TRIETOT l ¥RAT  No. of trial

10

qifeldl 1: @IS @ d¢dR U9 U R SIRDT BT YT
Table 1: - Effect of fertilizer on growth, yield and economics of onion cultivation

DY P Thel &
CINGREE] ol
CLGH yfiera quld (6 / %’) A AT AT
il s | ([ /2) | afE % (o) ' ©/3) | ®/3)
. . Cost of Jiurd
Treatment Yield yield Bulb A Gross Net
. . cultivation B:C
(g/ha) | increased | weight (Rs./ha) return return ratio
(gm) ) (Rs./ha) | (Rs./ha)
Farmer To | 221.23 37.54 90909 265476 | 174567 | 2.92
practices
Technology T 279.44 26.31 52.56 99404 335328 235924 3.37
Assessed | T, | 26139 | 18.15 47.05 96463 | 313668 | 217205 | 3.25

Result: - To1® fdbed 1 H Swaaw IUW (279.44 fad /3) Td Af¥dHcH o™ oTd U (3.37)

IR

Y g &=, ger
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16 (@) Y& o Suarer (€S Sares) : <& (2025-26)

Season Name of Nan}e of Area Tot.al Yield Category Revenue Generated No. of farmers
crop variety (ha) production (q) (q/ha) (Lakhs) benefited
Kharif Paddy R. Sweta 3.7 88.50 23.92 C/S 4,14,990.0 156
Kharif Paddy S. Mansuri 0.1 2.8 28.00 T/L 7,605.0 10
Kharif Ragi A 404 0.1 0.55 5.50 T/L 2,805.0 5
Rabi Mustard DRMR 1165-40 2.7 25.20 9.33 T/L In stock
Rabi Wheat DBW-187 5.7 194.8 34.18 C/S In stock
Rabi Potato Yushi Map 0.2 45.50 227 50 T/L In stock
Rabi Lentil IPL-220 4.0 30.90 7.73 C/S In stock
Rabi Chickpea S. Chana 01 1.2 9.24 7.70 C/S In stock Under Processing
Rabi Barley RD-2907 0.1 3.60 36.00 T/L In stock
Rabi Pea IPFD 10-12 0.1 1.20 12.00 T/L In stock
Rabi Lathyrus Ratan 0.1 1.17 11.70 T/L In stock
Rabi Moong Shikha 4.0 19.25 4.81 C/S In stock
~ 38 ~
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(@) dre 9T A @1 STed (Planting Material Production)

Season Name of . Name of variety No (?f seedling/ Revenue generated | No of farmers
vegetable/fruit sampling prepared (Thousand) benefited
Rabi Tomato Arka Rakshak 20000 4096.0 166
Rabi Brinjal Pusa Uttam 20000 4096.0 166
Rabi Chilli Pusa Sadabahar 15000 5120.0 125
Rabi Cauliflower S. Agrim 10000 1856.0 80
Rabi Broccoli Palam Samridhi 5000 2900.0 40
Rabi Capsicum Indira 1000 2900.0 40
Kharif Lemon Purbi Kagji 1000 7280.0 56
Kharif Mango Dudhiya Maldah, Zardalu, Mallika, Amrapali 3000 40135.0 174
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17. fg) 99 : (SR 2025 ¥ 3FIRA 2026 Th)

- A R Ad s | feum o | arenfad feaE o | o wift
A B FE kel gikel (%)
EEISIE] 420 420 420 Rs. 50,750.00
18. 37 SUART :
(@) TQIR®RY T4 FH1 Bl T [REDR
VaTRreR TF FH @1 AH RN I /AT
@-W%@,Wﬁwﬁwwae_w&ﬁﬁﬁwﬁwmﬁ& .
EEIG] QERICYH ABIal 3aTe ;
Sfs NI g, g e Ul | ded ArEilie XeAr TSN
YO g S SRgeRT AR, | [REBR H S Bl U4 3Ud | [9ER Gy favafderey, |dlk
FRIHH ARG (FI0) LRI
R FCRI USAT d1 aqlbd W | AeGedfeTe—RN  Urerad]
imas(@wm)w' T yidded  ([MBR & SIRGUS) | SFYANT  SFEUE AR,
Hher H DT I B -1V, el
(@) foaml o I REPR
e &1 - REHR G [/ famT
ol SFRGIT BAR | 9% BIFR g9 divicde dIe Ursaed (17 A/
=g 2026) LSRN
9T GER 3 9IS Ureddd (17 A9 2026) | B U1 B
5 9% BIR T WIS YIS (20 3 2026) | B 7T, [98R WAR
i o TAIRI B [RER, 22 Ha¥l 2026 il GRS T
EI SRR, BT Jdl SR URWR, Ul
. TR JHR (TR M W Hererd, | [ER oY fvafderen, w6k,
A H G 272857 2026) TTYR
() faRre arffmi &1 faawor :
e fostis TRIRIGRT &1 A g
1. | 12.06.2026 St RIR™ g AAR fQuma®, 91, qe
2. | 01.06.2026 o1 €l 3R RiE Geuld, [I8R B f[deafderney, 9dik, FRTeyR
3. | 01.06.2026 Sle IRe T RE | 98 MQerd JER RIef, §1+0egs, WaR, HTAYR
4. | 01.06.2026 Sf W Ue TN &g (e, BN 3Hur WM, g
5. | 28032026 Sle fRs T RE | 98 MQerd JER Riefl, §1e0ege, WaR, HTAYR
} W de, 1.9 U~ el 3 T
6. | 25082025 S 3T FAR s
. . YO AN, 9.0 U~ HTEl 3 ST
7. | 25082025 Sl g IR RiE SR B 1V e
8. | 25082025 Sle Re T RE | 98 MQerd JER RIefl, §1+0egs, WaR, HTAGR
~ 40 ~
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19. foriy Suafer

(®) " Financial progress of KVK (2025-26)

Afe wei | R WA fafrT H?;
S FRGH BT TH | g1 goic (em) SWRINT BT g IR (o) fewofy
S. No Name of Head wise quic (?’ﬂ@) . Remarks
« N0 . Head wise
programme budget received | Head wise budget d/liabilit
(Lakhs) utilized (Lakhs) ““Sp(e]i‘akﬁz) iy
1 Salary 11588621.00 11588621.00 00
2 TA 70758.00 70758.00 00
3 HRD 00 00 00
4 Maintanace of 19007.00 19007.00 00
Building
5 Office 356217.00 356217.00 00
6 Traning 248289.00 248289.00 00
7 FLD 73309.00 73309.00 00
8 OFT 26400.0 26400.00 00
9 SCSP (Gen) 500000.00 573956.00 -73956.00
10 SCSP (Capital) 93750.00 93750.00 00
11 Natural Farming 291000.00 291000.00 00
12 Kisan Samman 00 50000.00. 250000.00
Diwas
13 PM Live 37700 67700 -30000
Programme
14 CFLD (OilSeed) 1027925.00 1036020.00 -8095.00
15 Viksit Krishi
Sankalp 160000.00 160000.00 00
Abhiyan
(&) o ¥Jui1 Revenue Generation
B9 g T SIREGARY
1 3T T BT ey (Mango Garden Auction) 3 3,75,000.00
2 3T 99 @l faey (Sale of Paddy Non-Seed) 3  3,41,544.00
3 | 45 9 fd%d (Sale of Ragi Seed) 3 2,640.00
4 | 99 4197 [d%F (Sale of Paddy Seed) 3 1,04,040.00
5 | ¥ 997 (Sale of Milk) T 90,434.00
6 REN 3] GED)] (Sale of Potato (Non-Seed) £ 28,394.00
7 | 3T WIS fd%Y (Sale of Onion NonSeed) T 12,720.00
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G g I (Bun)
8 | 9l fa® (Sale of Chicken) T 7,760.00
9 | 99 fd%F (Sale of Goat) 3 20,874.00
10 | 9ol {959 (Sale of Vegetable) 3 375.00
11 | i 9ier fa%3 (Sale of Seedlings) 3 21,343.00
12 | el 7erT Pob (Soil Testing Charge) 2 50,750.00
13 KIS REED) (Sale of Cheena Seed) % 140.00
14 | 3@ T A% (Sale of Non-Seed Cheena) z 630.00
15 | #9R 9IS fd&d (Sale of Lentil Seed) 3 5,43,780.00
16 T A faey (Sale of Mustard Seed) 3 4,06,400.00
17 3l Rt fady (Sale of Non-Seed Mustard Seed) £ 9,520.00
18 | 3T =T fd%Y (Sale of Non-seed Chick Pea) 2 98,910.00
19 LI IR fapy (Sale of Non-seed Lentil) b 134.00
20 | 3@ 7ex f9%Y (Sale of Non-Seed Field Pea) 3 1,571.00
21 | €T AT {963 (Sale of Non-Seed Soyabean) z 4,263.00
22 | TieHRE fd®T (Sale of Vermicompost) T 33,200.00
23 | 7AW fd®Y (Sale of Mushroom Seed) 3 21,650.00
24 | ®cl 3FNT A& (Sale of Cut Grain) 2 67,601.00
25 ﬁﬁ CISREED)] (Sale of Wheat Seed) 3 3,36,000.00
26 | dI T {93 (Sale of Wheat (Non-Seed) 3 62,465.00
27 | 3¢ 9191 {43 (Sale of Potato Seed) 3 1,61,280.00
28 | WARI §I9T fdBY (Sale of Lathyrus Seed) 3 3,800.00
29 | AR 4197 {989 (Sale of Field Pea Seed) z 1,080.00
30 | 99 4191 {93 (Sale of Chick Pea Seed) 3T 4,148.00
31 | 7994 fd®d (Mushroom Fruit) z 1,700.00
32 | g Ui fd@d (Sale of Lemon Plant) 3 16,350.00
33 3¥ U faBy (Sale of Mango Plant) b 44,620.00
34 | 9 941 BT 9% (Sale of Chickpea Straw) 3 8,000.00
35 | 3%E U fd%Y (Sale of Guava Plant) 3 16,440.00
36 | 9 415 993 (Sale of Moong Seed) 3 7,800.00
37 | €T WSl fd®Y (Sale of Non-Seed Lathyrus) 3 21,350.00
38 | T A% (Sale of live stock (Cow) 2 16,000.00
39 MR g Tﬁﬂ\_?l fapy (Sale of Cow Dung and Urine) 3 23,300.00
40 | 9@l ddSl fd8F (Sale of Dry Wood) 3 3,800.00
41 | 9 Y3l fdBd (Sale of Paddy Straw) 3 32,000.00
3 29,70,226.00
() | o
Resource Generation
Tq 9 T 3 (Go)
1 | fb B/ URET $& (Kisan Ghar/Training Hall) 3 61,000.00

~42 ~
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o9 § 7T SIREGRRY
2 I e (Institutional Charge) T 13,091.00
3 | §% 9 (Bank Interest) 2 2,18,205.00
4 | WARTA-UEd Tel aM &g (CRS - Sehat Sahi Laabh Kayi campaign) | 2 2,64,600.00
5 ol QQEIIG e (License Fee) % 2,700.00
Total | % 5,59,596.00
°) B QI
URAE Y (01.042025) | iord IRy Cp U IR (31.03.2026)
1,34,24,349 61
1,19,07,248.05 96,45,994.00 8,128,892.00

Kind-  22,99,950.00

@l

9

15724299.61

Y g &=, ger
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20. TTfdT aif¥es BRI TS —TaeT 2026 § fawR 2026 I

1. W HRiGH :
(@) Bu®l T AT Fudl B forg
Fe s favg TR B aE AT @ e
1. |91 faee 12 300
2. | SEH 26 638
3. | U YA Ud SAait 16 488
7 54 1426
(@) I Ja& / gafodt @ forg iR —
Fe s favg TR B aE AT @ e
1. | a1 fagm 06 160
2. | SEM 06 160
3. | U ySHA Ud ST 04 160
R 18 480
() IR FRidarn & forg :
T e fawg TR B e ArTiA @ e
1. | a1 fagm 06 150
2. | ST 04 100
3. | T ySFE Ud ST 04 105
R 14 355

2. 3iF BM A (SFaNT ¥ TR 2026)

3 B RIS —01

On Farm Trial — 01

h¥cl (Crop) YT (Chickpea)
LI (Season) K|l (Rabi)

HE THAT (Main problem)

TeHT Tl o7 &) Wl T 6390 © H @1 NN & UG A
SATEHA 1255 fad /8 § O TSR o (1142 | /38) |
A 2 | fTel 3 T 90 vferd et o BN g™ o @
T § St @ T a8 IR @ e ¥ aeu £ g
2 B @M H @ §Y, ARM D ST BT I & [uS W
UMId BT S8 B o0 3 B S GO fhar T B

In Patna district Chickpea is cultivated in an area of 6390 ha and
the average productivity is 12.55 g/ha which is above the
national average i.e., 11.42qg/ha. 90 % of the soil tested at KVK
laboratory was deficient in Boron therefore an OFT was
designed to minimise the yield gap (Potential vs existing yield).

Y g &=, ger
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(Total soil sample tested -1352, <0.5 ppm-1217, 0.5 -1.0 ppm-
133,>1 ppm -2)

Y9 @RI (Main cause)

fedt § 3° ARM 3 USRI & BRY B Hell Y9 dol g
I FHRT
Low boron content in soil leads to poor pod and grain setting.

IMF (Title of OFT)

AT & IS U9 MM FADIG W IR & SUART B Hedid
Assessment of boron application method on yield and
economics of chickpea cultivation.

ol 3 Rerfd fifere

(Farming situation) Irrigated

fawerTa &= B § e U dal Bl Bl

Thematic area Micro nutrient deficiency in crops

HYe faur N:P,Os @ 15: 37 f6IT/8 @ R ¥ SdRe TN, 9 &R —80

Farmer practice

531 /8 T4 BIg §I SYAR &
Application of N:P2Os @ 15: 37 Kg/ha., Seed rate @ 80 Kg/ha
and No seed treatment

A g I T Tl
Technology option selected
for assessment

daiial fdded 10 oFEf SR& & A @ W (
N:P205:K20@ 20:40:20 fHIT /8. + 10 fbIm IR &1 fedt
TANT, §1T €R—80 {31 /2 T FIR fafd & i1 SwaR

dae fader 20 SRR SRS @ WA & WM (
N:P205:K20@ 20:40:20 fBIT/F+ 01 Uferd aNad &1 el
I B AR H iy foeda, 99 R-80 U1/ T FIR
fafey & 991 SR

Technology Option I: Recommended dose of fertilizer i.e
N:P20s5:K20 @ 20:40:20 Kg/ha + Soil application of Borax@
10 Kg/ha (Seed rate @ 80 Kg/ha and seed treatment as per FIR
protocol)

Technology Option II: Application of recommended dose of
fertilizer i.e N:P205:K20 @ 20:40:20 Kg/ha +Foliar application
of 0.1% Borax at pre flowering stage (Seed rate @ 80 Kg/ha and
seed treatment as per FIR protocol)

T A 17y, R, 9TAR
Source of technology BAU, Sabour, Bhagalpur
TRIEOT & . 01 (No. of Farmers- 10)
No of trial

HEaqUl SUGHI 1 fdaRor
Detail of critical input

EIRGR!

Borax

HEAqUl JUIRH! PT T4 Cost
of individual critical input

IRAET — 3000 UG IR T fafdy @<

Borax-3000 and Banner and other expenses-Rs. 400.

HEAqUl SURHI $1 FI @

Rs.3400.00

Y g &=, ger
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Total cost of critical input

™ R 9 a9 weel
Hodd Performance

indicator to be recorded

1. AED! Gadid: AT &I | /e, Bell &1 | /9, 4 &
i /ell, 3T S (f9d /2), e Sut (o /®)

2. 3% qadid: Gbd @9 ($/3) Gbd IF (3/3), &
A ($/3.), oM ARTd 3T

I. Technical indicator: No. of branch/plant, No. of Pod/branch,
No. of seed/pod, Test weight (gm), Grain Yield (g/ha), Straw
yield (g/ha)

II. Economic indicator: Gross cost(Rs/ha), Gross Return(Rs/ha),

Net Return(Rs/ha) and B:C ratio.

II1. Farmer perception

3T B R —02

On Farm Trial — 02

BHd (Crop) T (Marigold)
A (Season) &l (Rabi)

HE XTHAT (Main problem)

e ol D HH U (Low yield of marigold)

YqY DRI (Main cause)

ERIRIR R el e (Cultivation of local variety)

MEF (Title of OFT)

T & 3ARE S 2 AR TRl &1 Jedidd

Evaluation of marigold varieties for higher yield

et 3 Rerfy

?'Ia\é P DR : dcfg qlHC

Farming situation U BT JHR . S0
Soil type : Sandy loam
Land type : Upland
Irrigation type  : Irrigated
fawerTa & (Thematic area) P W (Varietal Evaluation)
Y {8l (Farmer practice) | Y UNE (Local variety)
Y5 8] g T Tl | THID [ddbed 1 @ TAT g9

Technology option selected
for assessment

deeial faded 2 @ gar 48R

deeia faded 3 @ gar AR
Technology Option I- Pusa Basanti
Technology Option II- Pusa Bahar
Technology Option III- Pusa Narangi

Je-a A

Source of technology

AL UARE, T, Tg foell
IARI, Pusa, New Delhi

TRIETT BT . (No of trial)

01 (ﬁT\HT;ﬁ G| —10) (01 (No. of farmers-10)

Y g &=, ger
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TEAYU SUGHI @l fararor 41T (Seed)
Detail of critical input

eI JUGHI &1 @4 800/-

Cost of individual critical

input

HEAYUl SUIGHI BT Hof @4 | 8000/-

Total cost of critical input

T R 9 a9 weel
Hodd Performance

indicator to be recorded

1. Aha] Hebdd : AT &I F /U, Tell &I 4 /U,
S0 (4 /%),
2. AT Hodd : Ahd &I (3 /8.), Ahd M ($/2),

Y& I (%/7.), @M @RI 3uTd
3. fbd @1 ufdfdan

(i) Technical indicator: No. No. of
flowers/plant, yield (g/ha)

(i1)) Economic indicator: Cost of cultivation (Rs/ha), Gross
return (Rs/ha), Net return (Rs/ha), B:C ratio)

(ii1) Farmer perception

of branch/plant,

3 B g —03

On Farm Trial — 03

Hel (Crop) 3IMH (Mango)
LI (Season) IRHT (Summer)

HEY XTHAT (Main problem)

Bl BT IS FRA (Severe fruit drop)

Y9 @IXUT (Main cause)

M H IUYEd UINe dcd Y§E U4 B Bl SR
Improper nutrient management and hormonal imbalance in
mango

IMF (Title of OFT)

(M & Bl R R A= Uiy gfg FRIF® & 919 31 Hedlde

Assessment of different Plant Growth Regulators to control fruit
drop in Mango

el ol Rafd

(Farming situation)

feel &1 yBR : 9oz aMe

S BT JBR SR

BEIH] : R

Soil type: Sandy loam, Land type: Upland, Irrigation type:
Irrigated

fawerra &= DT B JaE

Thematic area Integrated Crop Management

BYh  fMT (Farmer | ®IcRI® U4 BHEAAD & [Behrd

practice) Insecticide and Fungicide spray

YAIBU 8] g T TG | dbldl [dbed 1 : TILT @ 20 W O WH (HeR & QM &1 Jfawell

Y g &=, ger
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Technology option selected
for assessment

H U fogshm)
Tl faded 2 0 S U3 @ 30 U1 ! U (AR & < &1 37awen
4 U fosdr)

Technology Option I. NAA @20 ppm (1 spray at Pea stage)
Technology Option II. GA3 @30 ppm (1 spray at Pea stage)

GERIEIRC ] | amg T I, e
Source of technology CISH, Lucknow

WIET Bl 4. o1 (famii @ & —10)
No of trial 01 (No. of farmers-10)

HEaqUl SUISHI T fdavor
Detail of critical input

TIUT @ 20 YT 9T UH, ST U 3 @ 30 U1 Of UH
NAA@20 ppm, GA3@ 30 ppm

HEAqUl SURHI BT T
Cost of individual critical
input

TAUY @ 20 U O TH— % 450, ST U 3 @ 30 U 4l UH —% 750
NAA@20ppm- 450/-, GA3@ 30 ppm-750/-

HEAqUl SURHI $1 FI @
Total cost of critical input

% 1200
Rs. 1200

5 6 WM ae uEl
Hepcd Performance

indicator to be recorded

1. THD Ghdd : ol @ G /AR, B @ § /U, Bl Bl
asH (@), Sut /uer (fen.am)

2. ANE Fhad : Hha @d ($/3) FHd AW (3/3), Y&
A ($/7.), AM AN AU

3. foam @ yfafea

I.  Technical indicator: No. of fruits/panicle, No. of
fruit/plant, Fruit weight (g), Fruit Yield/plant (kg)

II.  Economic indicator : cost of cultivation (Rs./ha), gross
return (Rs./ha), net return (Rs./ha), B:C ratio

III.  Farmer perception

3 B g —04

On Farm Trial - 04

R (Crop) TR (Lentil)

AN (Season) 1 (Rabi)

Y GARIT (Main problem) | IR HR & Y4 BT HH U901 HH

Low nutritive value of local lentil variety

Y9Y OIXUT (Main cause)

WA JHe R HRAT w39 (e @ dig @ 9 (Rie—35
il w1 d dllE — 45 01 9 OH)

Dependence on traditional variety and low content of Zinc and
Iron (Zn-35 ppm & Iron-45ppm)

IMF (Title of OFT)

geT el # 3 Ieuredhdl &g vid Fakld WR & A= fde
P AT

Y g &=, ger
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Assessment of different Biofortified lentil variety for higher
productivity in Patna district

el @ Rerfd TegH SHIF U 997 MM (Medium land & rainfed.)

Farming situation

v a3 (Thematic P jﬂ\??ZI'I_Cb_"T (Varietal evaluation)

area)

oS four R e (4157 ax—80 fh.IT /8, SRR @ 20140 6T/ %,

Farmer practice 9 STR- dleeivd @ 2 9M /{63 §9 1@ FaRaRee
20 % @5 e/ b 9
Desi traditional variety (Seed rate- 80 Kg/ha, N:P205@ 20:40
Kg/ha, Seed treatment with carbendazim@2 gm/kg seed and
chloropyriphos@5ml/Kg Seed)

YAIBU 8 g T TG | Tblo! fdded 1 : gHr FI WR ([e-51 W 0 v vd dls -

Technology option selected
for assessment

65 U1 U1 1H)
it faded 2 ¢ amg 0 v 220 (Nid-51 o o w7 U4 g —
73 1 1 7H)

Technology Option I - Pusa Ageti Masoor (Zn- 51 ppm & Iron —
65 ppm)
Technology Option II- IPL 220 (Zn- 51 ppm & Iron — 73 ppm)

TPl g

Source of technology

T 3T MR — 33 U 3R 378,78 faeell

31g 1 Ul 220— 3718 3718 U1 3R, HIYR
Pusa Ageti Masoor- IARI, New Delhi
IPL 220- IIPR, Kanpur

IO @ ¥, (No of trial) o1 (fami @ -10)
01 (No. of farmers- 10)
Agaqul UK &7 fdavor | 9 (Seed)
Detail of critical input
HEAqUl SURHI $1 T dI5T — 6000 ® — , 3FT— . 4000
Cost of individual critical | Seed- Rs -6000, others- Rs -4000
input
HEaqUl SURHI BT FoT @d | T 10,000.0
Total cost of critical input Rs 10000.00

T 5 SN a9 gl
Hepcd Performance

indicator to be recorded

1, TH-D Fhdd : IR DT | /U, Bell b /T, T B
< /Wetl, 1000 419 FT G791 (), T BT I fad /7),
o I (f4d /), 91 # 5 1d dig @) A

2. YT Fahdd : Fhd @9 ($/3), G IF (/) I8
A ($/3.), M ANTd 3T

3. e @ ufafear

I. Technical Indicator: No. of branch/plant, Number of pods per
plant, No. of seeds/pod,1000 seed weight(test weight), Grain

Y g &=, ger
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yield (g/ha), Straw Yield (g/ha), Zn and Iron content in seed
II. Economic Indicator: Gross cost (Rs./ha),Net return (Rs./ha),
B:C Ratio

3T B R —05

On Farm Trial — 05

h¥cl (Crop) 3Te] (Potato)
LI (Season) ! (Rabi)

HEY XTHAT (Main problem)

4s Ud g fafdy I e ol Aurg § Sfeid T BT B

High cost of cultivation in ridge and furrow planting method

YHY DR (Main cause)

B uedl & forv Jurs Rierg, WRuqaR e # 3ifYe @

High cost in planting, irrigation, weeding and harvesting leads to
low profitability

¥i¥® (Title of OFT) ST HIEHT B el B S1Urg fafey 7 Hearepo
Assessment of planting methods of Potato for higher profitability
U @ ﬁi’JﬁFarming a9 SHH g Rifera

situation Medium and irrigated land

ffRFd &3 (Thematic | TREH TR THHS

area) Resource Conservation Technology

ALY faem (Farmer ﬁ@@&j@ﬁf&@ﬂqé

practice) Ridge and furrow method of planting

TG 8] 7 T Theild | Al fadhed 1 : Qs ULAd Wd H 3Me] B gas U YN

Technology option selected
for assessment

Hed BT YAN
ddia! fadheq 2 : 1 STs gU ©d H 3e @ ga1s Ud gamd
qed B JAN

Technology option I: Planting potato in ploughed field followed
by paddy straw mulch
Technology option II: Planting potato in zero tilled field followed
by paddy straw mulch

TPl g

Source of technology

IR 3] 7, US

M RNTRIR— 31 U IR 318, e
International Potato Centre, Peru
ICAR-CPRI, Shimla

e BT . 01 (famt @1 & —10)
No of trial 01 (No. of farmers-10)
HgaqUl SUGHl T faaror | Afos g

Detail of critical input

Mulching material

HEAqUl SURHI $1 T
Cost of individual critical

3 GI— %. 5000.0
others- Rs 5000

Y g &=, ger
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input

WEAqUl SURH P ol G

Total cost of critical input

%. 5000.0
Rs 5000

T 5 WM de gl
Hepcd Performance

indicator to be recorded

1. THIID] Hebel : ba B | /U, Bl s dl IUSl /8
2. A& Wadd : T @9 (/) GFd I ($/3) I8
A ($/3.), M ANTd 3T
3. foar @ yfcrfear
1. Technical indicator: Tubers per plant, Total tuber yield
(tonnes/ha)
2. Economic indicator: Gross cost (Rs/ha), Gross return (Rs/ha),

Net return (Rs/ha), B:C Ratio
3. Farmers feedback

3. T ufeky vregeror 2026—27 :

i dfed vcerr —o1
FLD- 01
: e @1 sitaa Sud T BT A
e ¥ woa @1 &Fwd (o) . .
Crop area of district in (ha) 29480 . (ﬁﬂ/ %) 8.84 Sl (ﬁﬂ/ g) 8.13
District yield (Q/ha) State yield (Q/ha)

g9 & UG UG B T R b & YA BT YgeTo

T Bl e . . . .
. Demonstration of Zn application on yield and economic of
Title of FLD .
Paddy cultivation.
GIGLRCIGH % 2026
Season & Year Kharif 2026

HEY qHA
Main Problem

94 gl Medl & T i & AMel | 37ed grar S
94% of the soil tested at KVK laboratory is deficient in Zn and
its deficiency leads to low yield of Paddy.

AT Pl & dR
Main cause of problem

Aeel ¥ fofd o o

Zn deficiency in soil.

7P 1361 T W X M B WA H TR @ 120:60:40 f5.IT/8 &1 WM
5““ detail of farmer's Use of N:P205:K20@120:60:40K g/ha.

ractice
T H YA A&d BT YR | IR SRe YA @ 120:6040 BT/ 7 + Rid dewe @
fereror 25 fb3T /8

Full detail of technology to be
demonstrated

Application of RDF i.e., N: P205@120:60:40+Zinc
sulphate@25Kg/ha

dH-Id & Fid U9 99

Source of Technology with
year

1. T g &R, AR (2014)
BAU, Sabour, Bhagalpur. (2014)

Y g &=, ger
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dH-p BT M g9 @I el § fS qI9or 37 Aeed

Name of the Technology Importance of Zinc nutrition in Paddy cultivation.
fawerTa &= Hoc § e U dal d BHl
Thematic area Micro nutrient deficiency in crops
g <1 - feeeR 4 awrE, Jeol
Name of villages Tilhar & Barah, Belchhi
& %1 e Hraeht ft v Rifera
Farming situation Low land, Irrigated
( o) . 08 . Bl DT | No of farmers 20
Area (ha)/Unit (No.)

1, TED dodd : WG Bedl b [ /HE W OTE B
W/ dTell, 3T S (9 /®), gerat St (fd /2)

_ 2. e ddaw : Fha Td ($/T) Thd AW (B/T),

T HHTD g I (5/2), AW ART FgUTd

Performance indicator 3. Technical indicator-No. of effective tiller/m2, No. of filled

grain/ Panicle, Grain yield(g/ha), Straw yield (g/ha).

4. Economic indicator: Cost of cultivation (Rs/ha), Gross
return (Rs/ha), Net Return (Rs./ha), B:C Ratio.

foa dfexT o —02
FLD- 02
fSret &7 3iter Sut

. . oG BT A1
el 3 et BT &er (£9) |y, (/%) 884 | uUW (a§/2) | 813
Crop area of district in (ha) District yield State vield (O/h

(Q/ha) ate yield (Q/ha)

YIET BT e TR B H old RS D YIRT BT JeIeoT
Title of FLD Demonstration of biofertilizer application on yield of Lentil.
GINCRGHCH &l 2026
Season & Year Rabi 2026
q&y Hae TR B HH Iu
Main Problem Low yield of lentil

W SRD B G el Hed T BAd DI A STl g

No application of biofertilizer leads to poor growth and yield of
lentil.

THAT DI &g DRI
Main cause of problem

I e 1 R faawr R B Tl H TR @ 20140 BT/ T BT WA

Full detail of farmer's

Practice Use of N:P205@20:40K g/ha.

T W AT AHNE BN T | SRR SR WA @ 2014020 fA1/7 + dRA@ 3 I/

faaRor T 99 S 12 T 918 FARURIRGRT 20 Ufaerd @s .
~52 ~
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Full detail of technology to KIVACEIEIGRE] g'cﬂ's; 7 tﬁ TS deak @ 5 At /.
be demonstrated U7 4197 BT X G 991 STIR

Application of RDF i.e N:P205:K20@20:40:20 + Seed
treatment with Thiran@3 gm/Kg seed after 12 hr seed treatment
with Chlorpyriphos 20%@ 6 ml/Kg seed and before sowing
Seed treatment with Rhizobium culture @ 5 ml/ Kg Seed.

q&iId &1 AId gd 99 9y TR, AR

Source of Technology with BAU, Sabour, Bhagalpur (2014)

year

S N — S A9 TR B AR B d8gR Ud IUS W UM
Importance of proper seed treatment on growth and yield of

Name of the Technology .
Lentil.

e & TG NS T Jae

Thematic area Integrated Nutrient Management.

g B M [CRR, 9efel Ud FIoiidd del SHTal, TSR

Name of villages Tilhar, Kajichak and Dabhawan

&d @ Refd el Y, oot o

Farming situation Low land, Rainfed

&5 (o) 20 febaral b1 4 50

Area (ha)/Unit (No.) 20 ha. No of farmers

1. To-al Ghad : AR B |G /0, Bl df F /IR,
T SwRe/3), e (/Y T W
Ferg IS fAedt dE

2. e Wodd : Aad €4 ($/3), 9bd I (%/2),

TR Hadd Y& 3 ($/7.), aM T U

Performance indicator

I.  Technical indicator- No. of branch/plant, No. of
pod/branch, No. of seed /pod, Grain yield(g/ha), Straw
yield (g/ha), pre sowing and post harvest soil analyses.

II.  Economic indicator: Cost of cultivation (Rs/ha), Gross
return (Rs/ha), Net Return (Rs./ha), B:C Ratio.

A wfeRT Feror —03
FLD-03
RTelT  Weel BT &5 (Bo) | 70360 | FTel @7 3t 3384 | 9Y @ 3iAd 3211
Crop area of district in (ha) R (ﬁa / %) U (ﬁ%{ / %)
District yield (Q/ha) State yield (Q/ha)

g BT SUN d 37w T W URIRRA A8ge @ qUi
T BT I H fBSHIT BT YeeTol
Title of FLD Demonstration of Potassium Nitrate (Foliar Spray) on yield and

economic of Wheat cultivation
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AW 19 99

Season & Year

& 2026
Rabi 2026

HE XA
Main Problem

TERT H e AUHM & BRYT ST Bl RIS Td g, Bl
& S B

Shrinkage of grain due to high temp. during milking stage leads
to poor yield of Wheat.

THAT DI &g DRI
Main cause of problem

TR | T4 U4 qE! g4l H1 981d
Hot and dry wind flow during milking stage.

By foum &1 Q7 faavu
Full detail of farmer's
Practice

TATTRBLUICTT @ 100:60:40 53T /7 BT YIRT
Use of N:P205:K20@100:60:40K g/ha.

YT W TG T bl G
fererr

Full detail of technology to
be demonstrated

AR TR JANT AT BRI @ 1006040 b7 /8 I
AT + T U qTell 9 BT el H 0.5 Hferd qrerirm
TEee B qUity fedma

Application of RDF i.e N:P205@100:60:40+foliar spray of
0.5% Potassium Nitrate at booting and anthesis stage.

qH-ip BT W 9 a9

Source of Technology with
year

0y FER, AR
BAU, Sabour, Bhagalpur (2018)

SN TG BT HH B H GeIlRRE d5ee & quiy fPeae

qBiId BT TH T Hecd
Name of the Technology Importance of Foliar spray of Potassium Nitrate in mitigating
heat stress.
fawTa &= NG T SYIRT Sere]
Thematic area Nutrient Use Efficiency
Tifq &1 M fyeeli, TomfeTeT, edi(are)
Name of villages Bellour, Ranabigha and Nadawan
ot o Rerfa e o, R
Farming situation Medium land , Irrigated
T (o) 8 i 15 |
Area (ha)/Unit (No.) 8 ha. No. of farmers
1, ThAd dodd : YT Boall bl F/HE R TET DI
W /qTell, e Iu (o /7), goel Sut (ki /)
2. e Haae : Wod @d ($/3), 9hd I ($/3), IS
UesN dodd A (%/8.), oM AN 3UT

Performance indicator

I. Technical indicator- No. of effective tiller/m2, No. of filled
grain/ spike, Test weight(gm), Grain yield(q/ha), Straw yield
(g/ha).

II.  Economic indicator: Cost of cultivation(Rs/ha), Gross
return(Rs/ha), Net Return (Rs./ha), B:C Ratio.

Y g &=, ger
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1 dfeRT FreTor —04

FLD -04
1T # Ba @1 &A% (2o) A A
o 7450 | Ul (fdE/®) | 1874 | U (/) | 180.0
Crop area of district in (ha) N .
District yield (Q/ha) State yield (Q/ha)
UGeToT &1 MY (Title of FLD) RFTIHT SO R AR & AR BT T

Demonstration of Boron on yield of Cauliflower

LI 7q Gl (Season & Year)

4l 2026 (Rabi 2026)

HE] HHYT (Main Problem)

Ml H WG T T Bl @ T 8 B T

High incidence of hollow stem and browning

XTHHT &l X DR
Main cause of problem

UG U Ied Yae

Improper nutrient management

HEF T &1 QR fawo AT ERRUICT @ 100:60:40 {537/ 2 BT YANT

Full detail of farmer's Practice FP: N:P,05:K>0 :: 100:80:80 kg/ha

YT W TGS ThAD Bl G PRI TR YANT (TSR @ 100:80:80 b,
faaRor /B + MR A & U § aRFA@ 1 {67/ T T

Full detail of technology to be
demonstrated

RDF (N:P205:K>0 :: 100:80:80 kg/ha) + B @ 1kg/ha as
basal dose

eI GG CE] 17y, FEIR, ATAR (2014)

Source of Technology with year B.A.U, Sabour (2014)
a1 GIRGRS (Borax)

Name of the Technology

fawerTa &= UIye T Jae

Thematic area Nutrient management

g B M AT, ADTATRT

Name of villages

Navada, Chaknavada

ol ol Rafd

Soil type : Sandy loam
Farming situation Land type : Upland
Irrigation type  : Irrigated
&% (o) 02 &. foamr @1 & 20
Area (ha)/Unit (No.) 02 ha. No of farmers
1. THIS) Hoad : B BT 9o /S, He U / THe
_ 2. fdd Wodd : WA @A (T/B), Ihd AW
YS Ghad (5/3) I€ I (3/%), I AT U

Performance indicator

Technical indicator: weight of curd (g) per plant, curd yield
per acre
Economic indicator : Gross cost(Rs/ha),Net return(Rs/ha),

Y g &=, ger
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B:C Ratio

3 dfdd wger —o05
FLD-05
Foell 3 el 1 4 e @1 sitaa suot T BT AN ST
©) | 300 (/=) 136.6 (fo /) 1450
Crop areaz l(l):)dlstrlct in District yield (Q/ha) State vield (O/ha)
T BT IS (Title of FLD) S A & fore T @I T e

Demonstration of Kharif Onion for higher profitability

LI 7q Gl (Season & Year)

NI, 2026 (Kharif, 2026)

HE XHAT (Main Problem)

Rl @S B Gl § DHH G

Low profit in Rabi onion cultivation

AT ®f & dRIT
Main cause of problem

IR H AT B e AaH D HRU A BT HH TR
g BT

Low market price of Rabi onion due to higher supply in
market

HYe faur &1 gR1 fdavu EESICIRS I ICIICK|
Full detail of farmer's Practice Cultivation of Rabi onion only
u‘qﬁc&mﬁqgaf I BT R SRINT JaRd YART & A1 WG QN & YiE TA.GaAR,

Full detail of technology to be
demonstrated

$1.Uh-883
Kharif onion variety NHRDF-883 with RDF

il BT AId U Y TA.VAIREITE (2024)

Source of Technology with year NHRDF (2024)

Theitd BT 8 3 IUST aTel YN (TF.09.3TR.S1.UH—883)
Name of the Technology HYV (NHRDF-883)

fawrTg &= (Thematic area) BT W (Varietal Evaluation)

Tifq &1 M (Name of villages)

‘JQE-TER, GER® (Chhaperatar, Pandarak)

e B Rerfa (Farming

situation)

SR ﬂ'ﬁ Jferd (Upland Irrigated)

8B (80) (Area (ha)/Unit (No.)

01 & foari @ 4. (No of farmers) 15

yeele dbdd

Performance indicator

1. THID] Aodd © He B a9 (TM), B T AR(HHL),
Ssi(fad /2
2. e Hodd : Ahd @9 (B/7), G I (B /),
IE I (¥ /7), AM NI SFUT

(I) Technical indicator- Bulb weight (g), Bulb equatorial

Y g &=, ger
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diameter (cm) & yield (q/ha)
(I) Economic indicator: Cost of cultivation (Rs/ha), Net
Return (Rs/ha), BC Ratio

31 dfdT uaeT —06
FLD-06
forer ol a1 &l e &7 ofed Suw T T G S
(80) o 910 (& /3) 548 fed /) 7.08
Crop areil‘l’;)d‘“““ n District yield (Q/ha) State yield (Q/ha)
STl 1 e Wheatcrp
Title of FLD emonstration of green gram in Paddy- Wheat cropping
system
A% U4 a9 TRAT, 2026
Season & Year Summer, 2026
T AR g @ BHA & 918 WA Bl Ul I
Main Problem Land remains fallow after wheat crop
TR B & HRYT oM g, A Ugld H BH IUS B

Main cause of problem

Low system yield in Paddy- Wheat cropping system

e fouT B Q7 faav

Full detail of farmer's Practice

R TE( BIca! 1), 919 25 [BI7/3, $lg Savd
TN T2, 3feraaiis 17.8 Ufoerd U9 T @ 1 fael /=
T @ O @ fsae

Local variety(chotki moong), seed rate - 25 kg/ha, No
fertilizer, 1 Spray of Imidacloprid 17.8% SL @ 1ml/ lit of
water

T H WA G d BT ORI
farereor

Full detail of technology to be
demonstrated

Te— foRre / Bran, 9 @x-25 6.1 /7, 991 SuaR(
Bl 50 Tfaed WP@ 2 I /fhall 991, S a1
TARURIRGIT 20 U9 20% EC @ 6 el /fbam 4
T4 9478 qd Igelfead deaR @ 5 Ml /fEam 9w & @
Y SYIR, SRR IeRd TN (TR @
20:40:20 .37 /B)

Variety- Virat/Shikha, seed rate- 25 kg/ha, Seed treatment
with Carbendazim 50 % WP @ 2gm/ kg of seed followed
with chlorpyriphos 20% EC @ 6 ml/ kg of seed , treatment

with Rhizobium Culture @5ml/ kg seed before sowing,
RDF- N:P:K::20:40:20 Kg/ha

il BT AId U Y 3173 1.0 3R—3173 3775 413, $YR (2018)
Source of Technology with year ICAR- IIPR, Kanpur (2018)

qH-p BT M T 3w fvre /R

Name of the Technology Green gram variety Virat/Shikha

Y g &=, ger
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fawTg &=

Thematic area

B TGl

Croping system

Tifq o1 M AT, AdhoTelel U4 Bloiad
Name of villages Moglani, Chakjalal and Kajichak
o B Refd e oy @ R

Farming situation

Medium and irrigated land

&G (80) (Area (ha)/Unit (No.)

6 T GGG (No of farmers) 30

Ue3e edd

Performance indicator

1. Thd] Aodd - Tell @ W /U, TR R,
Sui(fd /2)
2. e Hodd : Abd @A ($/3), Ahd AW (B/T),
Y& I (¥ /7.), ™ N 3UTd
I. Technical indicator: Number of pods per plant, Test
weight, Yield (q/ha)
II.Economic indicator : Gross cost (Rs./ha), Net return
(Rs./ha), B:C Ratio

4. HfY {45 &5, 916 31 FP 1T THRAN —

e TC UGN U I §R & HRHA B MALIHT ¢ |
o TN IS T o oMarid URwEwr & FeeM =g P8 W & YoM dd W SRACY

TG B DI IR |

o BN 09 @ 4 aY JeNe Vg & Farck Ud diel [l dw o SfTavad AR

B IRIDAT 2 |

o TR T &g # WG @R B ATIIHAT 2 |
o B & Y U U UG U TP ASHh b W Bl AGIIHI ¢ |

Y g &=, ger

gdlq

kokoskokoskokoskok sk
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