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Effect of tillage and planting methods on soil physical properties, grain yield
and milling recovery of rice (Oryza sativa L. cv. Hashemi)
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Table 1. Physical and chemical properties of the soil in experiment site
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Fig. 1. Monthly mean temperature and rainfall during rice plant growth (2017-2018)
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Table 2. Mean comparison of penetrating depth of falling cone and bulk density in tillage treatments in puddled soil

i by 3 i Al JE
Treatments ialeiT layles Penetrating depth of falling cone (cm) Bulk density (kg.m?)
Rotary tractor SosS1 5 s, 10.86a 0.86b
Power tiller rotary puddler S Sl s 9.15b 0.96a
Power tiller conventional puddler S5 pg o O jencS 9.09b 0.95a
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Means in each column followed by similar letter(s) are not significantly different at 5% probability level, using Tukey’s test
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Table 3. Mean comparison of grain yield and yield component of rice (cv. Hashemi) in planting treatments
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Means in each column followed by similar letter(s) are not significantly different at 5% probability level, using Tukey’s test

Table 4. Mean comparison of grain yield and yield components of rice (cv. Hashemi) in planting method treatments (2017 and 2018)
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Effect of tillage and planting methods on soil physical properties, grain yield and
milling recovery of rice (Oryza sativa L. cv. Hashemi)

Ebrahimi, M.,! M. Majidian? and M. R. Alizadeh®

ABSTRACT

Ebrahimi, M., M. Majidian, M. R. Alizadeh. 2020. Effect of tillage and planting methods on soil physical properties,
grasin yield and milling recovery of rice (Oryza sativa L. cv. Hashemi). Iranian Journal of Crop Sciences. 22(1): 66-80.

(In Persian).

To evaluate the effects of tillage and planting systems on soil physical properties, grain yied and its
components, and milling recovery of rice (cv. Hashemi), an experiment was conducted at Rice Research Institute
of Iran in 2017 and 2018 cropping seasons-using split plot arrangements in randomized complete block design
with three replications. The experimental factors were; tillage methods (main plots) at three levels (rotary tractor,
power tiller conventional puddler and power tiller rotary puddler), planting methods (sub plots) in three levels
(manual transplanting, mechanized transplanting and direct seeding). Results of combined analysis of variance
showed that fall-cone penetration depth and bulk density were significantly affected by tillage methods.
Maximum penetration depth of fall-cone (10.86 c¢cm) and minimum bulk density (0.86 g.cm3) were observed in
tillage rotary tractor.Plant height (144.01 c¢m) and number of tillers per m2 (344 tillers.m?) in direct seeding
were significantly higher than mechanized and manual transplanting methods. Maximum harvest index (49.29%)
and pushing resistance (5.73 N) in mechanized transplanting was significantly diffirent in comparison to manual
transplanting and direct seeding. Maximum number of panicles.m obtained in direct seeding (288 panicles.m?)
followed by mechanized transplanting (284 panicles.m™) which were significantly diffirent from panicle number
per unit area in manual transplanting (261 panicles.m?). Effect of tillage methods, planting methods and their
interaction on head rice, broken rice and milling recovery were not significant. It can be concluded that power
tiller puddler, mechanized transplanting and direct seeding may improve grain yield components with

maintaining the the soil physical properties.

Key word: Direct seeding, Mechanized transplanting, Pushing resistance, Rice and Tillage systems.
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