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Introduction
The rice (Oryza sativa L.) wheat (Triticum aestivum L.) system 

(RWS) is the major annual crop rotation covering about 13.5 million 
ha in South Asia with a major fraction (78%) in the Indo-Gangetic 
Plains (IGP) of India [1]. It is one of the most important crop rotations 
for food self-security in India, contributing about 40% of the country’s 
total food grains. Rice and wheat crops differ in response to tillage due 
to differences in their optimum growing conditions. Puddling is the 
most common practice of rice establishment to prepare the seedbed, 
control weeds and reduce water infiltration rate in rice fields [2]. The 
traditional practice of growing rice (puddled transplanting, PTR) 
and wheat (conventional till, CT) each involving four to six tillage 
operations widely practiced by farmers in South Asia is highly input- 
and energy-intensive [3-6]. Puddling in rice is known to cause subsoil 
compaction (traffic pan), destroys soil structure in surface soil, and 
lowers permeability in the subsurface layer, resulting in restricted root 
penetration, poor soil nutrient-moisture-crop root interactions, and 
low productivity of the following wheat crop [7-10]. A traffic pan is, 
however, important to preserve surface water in rain fed and irrigated 
rice on permeable soils with a low groundwater table [11]. 

Limited practices of using organic manure, legume, and green 

manure based cropping patterns have led to depletion of SOM content 
in soils under RWS [12]. The depletion of SOC and N can be managed 
by including an N-fixing green manure (e.g., Sesbania aculeata) in the 
crop rotation, which can fix N in the range of 60-120 kg N ha−1 in 50-60 
days [12]. However, in high intensive cropping systems, the situation 
may not induce the farmers to set apart six to eight weeks exclusively for 
a green manure with small direct benefits because N fertilizer (urea) is 
highly subsidized [12]. Requirement of sufficient irrigation for raising a 
green manure crop also stands in the way. Under these situations, green 
manure crops can be grown as an intercrop in both direct seeded rice 
(DSR) as well as transplanted crop. Sesbania as “brown manuring” can 
be practiced to control weeds, increase soil N supply on decomposition 
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Abstract
Resource conservation technologies (RCTs) such as zero tillage (ZT), dry direct seeded rice (DSR) and crop 

residues as mulch are known to increase productivity and profitability of rice-wheat system (RWS) in South Asia. 
There are, however, few studies on assessing the effect of RCTs on physical and chemical properties of soil under 
RWS.

A field experiment on a sandy loam soil was conducted on RWS for two years at Modipuram, India involving six 
treatment combinations of three tillage and crop establishment methods in rice, (i) conventional puddled transplanted 
rice (CT-PTR), (ii) conventional dry tillage followed by direct seeding of rice (CT-DSR), and (iii) zero tillage followed 
by direct seeding of rice (ZT-DSR), and two green manuring options (with and without intercropping of Sesbania 
aculeata, -S or +S). In the succeeding wheat, rice residue (RR) was retained in sesbania green manure treatments 
and it was removed from no sesbania plots. Wheat was direct sown after ZT (DSW) in all the plots. Substituting PTR/
DSW without crop residues with ZT-DSR/DSW plus residue cycling reduced electrical conductivity from 0.146 dS m‒1 

to 0.128 dS m‒1 and increased soil organic C from 5.72 g kg-1 to 6.25 g kg-1 in 0-15 cm layer. Similarly, water-stable 
aggregates (WSAs) >0.25 mm were 28% higher and their mean weight diameter increased by 11.9% in ZT-DSR/
DSW plus residues compared to PTR/DSW without crop residues plots. On average, there was a 23.6% increase 
in large (4.75-8.00 mm) aggregates and a reduction of 15.8% in finer (0.106‒0.25 mm) aggregates in residue 
retention treatments over the no-residue treatments. In plots without puddling (ZT-DSR), the infiltration rates were 
higher (2.97-3.34 mmh-1) than in the CT-PTR (2.41-2.62 mmh-1). Residue retention compared to residue removal 
not only increased available K contents from 110.5 to 129.2 kg ha-1 but also showed favorable effects on soil matric 
potential and soil temperature during the wheat season. These beneficial effects on soil quality in just two years after 
introducing conservation tillage and residue management practices demonstrate potential to improve the long-term 
productivity and profitability of the RWS. However, the increased rate of infiltration under ZT with residue retention 
needs new irrigation techniques to minimize the loss of water through percolation during rice season.
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of live mulch and crop yields in DSR [13]. Studies showed that grain 
yield of DSR with sesbania brown manuring was generally higher than 
without brown manuring [13,14]. 

In addition, burning/removal of crop residues, which is widely 
practiced in the rice-wheat system, not only adversely affects soil organic 
matter reserves and nutrient flows but also pollutes the environment 
[8,15]. The use of crop residues and ZT may be the most promising way 
to improve the soil quality and sustain/ improve crop production in RWS. 

The ZT without straw retention generally increases the risk of yield 
loss [16]; thus, it should be applied in combination with crop straw 
retention if high yield is targeted [17]. Field experiments with ZT in 
wheat at several locations in the Indo-Gangetic plains have shown 
encouraging results in terms of increase in yield (due to more timely 
sowing of wheat) and profitability due to reduced cultivation costs, 
build-up of SOC in the surface soil and improvement in soil physical 
conditions [1,4,18,19]. Demonstrated that omission of puddling 
in DSR improved physical soil properties such as bulk density, 
penetration resistance, aggregation stability and cracking behavior, 
average mean weight diameter and water stable aggregates in rain 
fed rice [20]. Literature review by suggested that for exploiting the 
advantages of conservation agriculture (CA) on crop production, site-
specific CA practices should be applied in different crops according 
to the annual air temperature and precipitation [21]. Therefore, a 
better understanding of the impact of tillage and residue management 
systems on soil physical properties, soil temperature and soil water 
availability is necessary for the further development of conservation 
tillage practice to improve crop yields under RWS in different soils and 
agro-ecological conditions in the IGP of India. 

Management practices that are known to enhance resource-use 
efficiency and crop productivity with lower environmental footprints 
are crucial to enhancing the sustainability of an intensive cropping 
system such as rice-wheat in South Asia [22-24]. Over the past couple 
of decades, resource-conserving tillage (e.g., zero tillage, ZT) along 
with complementary crop establishment (CE) methods (e.g., dry 
direct seeding of rice, DSR) and crop residue recycling (e.g., mulching) 
have received increasing attention to (i) improve crop productivity, 
(ii) improve soil health, (iii) reduce the cost of production, and (iv) 
maintain or improve air quality [1,3,4,9]. In a comprehensive multi-
location study, large benefits in crop productivity, economics, resource 
use, and global warming intensity have been reported [22]. As the 
conservation tillage practices have been reported to improve soil 
quality in non-rice-based cropping systems [25], they could also be 
a solution of poorly managed soil condition in RWS of northwestern 
India. Although conservation agriculture (CA) based practices have 
been evaluated in wheat, precise information on rice is still lacking 
[4]. The effects of puddling on soil properties depend on texture and 
type of clay mineral, structure, organic matter content, and sesquioxide 
content, and cultivation is done under variable conditions of climate 
(air temperature and precipitation), soils and management [11]. In 
addition, past studies have largely ignored the role of tillage and residue 
in the RWS, and systematic studies to monitor changes in soil quality 
parameters are lacking. This study was therefore, designed to evaluate 
the effect of CA based management practices (ZT, DSR, residue 
management and brown manuring) on key soil quality parameters in a 
RWS in northwestern India.

Materials and Methods
Experimental site

A field experiment was conducted for two cycles of rice-wheat 

sequence in 2005-06 and 2006-07 on a sandy loam soil on the research 
farm (29°4’ N and 77°46’ E, 237 m above mean sea level) of the Indian 
Institute of Farming Systems Research (IIFSR), Modipuram, India. The 
climate of the area is semi-arid, subtropical, characterized by very hot 
summers and cold winters. The hottest months are May and June, when 
maximum temperature reaches 45‒46°C, whereas, during December 
and January, the coldest months of the year, the temperature often goes 
below 5°C. The average annual rainfall is 863 mm, 75‒80% of which 
is received through the northwest monsoon during July-September. 
There was no large variation in air temperature, sunshine hours and 
rainfall during the wheat season during the two years of the study, but 
rainfall during the rice season in 2005 was higher (815 mm) than in 
2006 (449 mm).

According to initial samples collected in 2005, the soil (0–15 cm) is 
Taxonomically classified as Inceptisol (Typic Ustocrept), alluvial soils 
developed under warm soil temperature regime and ustic soil moisture 
regime with 620, 205, and 165 g kg-1 sand, silt, and clay content, 
respectively [26,27]. It had pH 8.1(1:2, soil: water ratio), electrical 
conductivity (EC) 0.40 dS m-1, 8.3 g organic C kg-1 [28], 0.88 g total 
N kg-1 (Kjeldahl digestion), 0.36 cmol Olsen-P kg-1 (0.5 M NaHCO3 
extractable) and 1.38 cmol 1 M NH4OAc-extractable K kg-1 [29,30]. 

Experimental details and management

The experiment was laid out in a randomized complete block 
design with six treatments involving combinations of three tillage 
and crop establishment treatments (i) conventional puddling (wet 
tillage) followed by transplanting of rice (CT-TPR), (ii) conventional 
dry tillage followed by direct seeding of rice (CT-DSR), and (iii) zero 
tillage followed by direct seeding of rice (ZT-DSR) and two treatments 
of sesbania (Sesbania aculeata) as green manure (intercropped with 
rice, +S in T2, T4 and T6, and not intercropped, ‒S in T1, T3 and T5). 
Land preparation for CT-TPR included pre-puddling dry tillage (two 
cross harrowing and two passes of tyne plough) and puddling was 
done twice in 8-10 cm of standing water using a tractor-mounted disc 
harrow followed by planking. Land preparation for CT-DSR included 
two harrowing (12-15 cm depth) and two passes of tyne plough (12-
15 cm depth) followed by planking. The DSR, both CT and ZT, was 
planted using a seed-cum-fertilizer planter.

After rice, zero till wheat was directly sown (ZT-DSW) in all plots. 
In –S treatments (T1, T3 and T5) rice residue was removed (‒RR) but 
retained (+RR) in +S treatments (T2, T4 and T6) in wheat. Wheat 
residue was removed (‒WR; T1, T3 and T5), but incorporated (15 cm 
stubbles) with puddling or dry tillage (+WR; T2 and T4), or left on the 
soil surface (+WR; T6). The treatments were replicated three times. The 
plot size was 6 m wide and 20 m long (120 m2). The treatment details 
with tillage and residue management operations are given in Table 1. 
The treatments were repeated in the same plots for two years.

Crop residue and sesbania aculeata management 
Rice was harvested manually after leaving 30 cm anchored crop 

stubbles in residue-retained plots and after threshing loose residue 
uniformly spread back before wheat seeding in treatments T2, T4 
and T6. Rice residue amounted to about 8 Mg ha−1 (dry weight basis, 
averaged across all treatments) at harvest. On the other hand, in the rice 
residue removal plots (T1, T3 and T5), the crop was harvested from the 
ground level (at 2-3-cm height). The wheat crop was harvested at 15 
cm height in residue retention plots (T2, T4 and T6) adding about 2.25 
Mg ha−1 of stubbles and rest of the wheat straw was removed. Although 
wheat stubble was retained on the soil surface in rice ZT plots (T6), 
they were incorporated into the soil in the CT-PTR (T2) and CT-DSR 
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(T4) plots. In residue removal plots (T1, T3 and T5), the wheat crop 
was harvested at ground level and residue was not returned to the plots. 

In T2, T4 and T6, seeds of Sesbania aculeata (50 kg ha-1) were 
broadcasted immediately after the transplanting or seeding of DSR and 
were raised for 30 days as an intercrop with rice followed by knocking it 
down using 2, 4-D herbicide and leaving it on the soil surface. Sesbania 
at 30 days had an average of 1 Mg ha‒1 of dry biomass. 

Seeding and seed rate

Rice (PHB-71) was transplanted manually in T1 and T2 in the last 
week of June in both the years, and direct drill-seeded in T3‒T6 using a 
ZT seed and fertilizer planter in the first week of June in both the years. 
The seed nursery for transplanting was raised the same day as that of 
direct seeding to maintain the same date of seeding in all treatments. 
The seeding rate for raising the nursery for transplanted rice was 15 
kg ha‒1, and was 25 kg ha-1 for direct seeding. Wheat (PBW 343 at the 
rate of 100 kg ha‒1) was sown in the first week of November in all plots.

Water application and management 

In puddled transplanted rice (T1 and T2), the plots were flooded 
(70 mm of irrigation water) initially for 2 weeks to establish the 
seedlings, and subsequent irrigations (70 mm of irrigation water) were 
applied when the soil matric potential (using a tensiometer) decreased 
to about ‒20 kPa in the 15-18 cm soil layer. To the direct-seeded rice 
(T3‒T6), light irrigations (50 mm of irrigation water) were given at a 
day after seeding and then at 4-day to 5-day intervals for 3 weeks after 
germination, followed by subsequent irrigations (70 mm of irrigation 
water) when the soil matric potential decreased to about ‒20 kPa in the 
15-18 cm soil layer.

To wheat, five irrigations (60 mm each) were applied at crown 
root initiation (21 days after seeding, DAS), maximum tillering (35–50 
DAS), flowering (50–70 DAS), dough (85–100 DAS), and late dough 
(115–125 DAS) stages in all the treatments.

Fertilizer application

In rice, all plots received 150 kg N (as di-ammonium phosphate 
and urea)+26 kg P (as di-ammonium phosphate)+50 kg K (as muriate 
of potash) + 8.75 kg Zn (as ZnSO4) ha‒1. Full doses of P and K and a one-
fourth dose of N were applied using a zero-tillage seeder with fertilizer 
drill planter at the time of seeding in DSR, and these were broadcast 
manually at the time of transplanting in TPR. The remaining N was 
applied in three equal splits at 35 to 40, 45 to 50, and 60 to 70 DAS, 
respectively. Zinc was broadcast at seeding in DSR and at transplanting 
in PTR plots. In wheat, all treatments received 120 kg N+26 kg P+50 
kg K ha‒1; the whole of P and K and one-half of N were applied using 
a zero-tillage seeder with fertilizer drill at sowing. The remaining one-
half of N was applied in two equal splits at just before first irrigation 
(CRI) and second irrigation (tillering), respectively.

Weed management

Weeds in ZT-DSR and ZT-DSW plots before the seeding were 
killed by spraying glyphosate at 900 g a.i. ha−1. In DSR (CT/ZT) plots, 
pendimethalin (1000 g a.i. ha−1) was applied at 2 DAS, followed by 
one post-emergence spray of 2,4-D ester (500 g a.i. ha−1) at 30 DAS 
to knock down sesbania and broadleaf weeds. In CT-TPR, butachlor 
(1000 g a.i. ha−1) was applied 2 days after transplanting (DAT). One 
hand weeding was also done in TPR and DSR (CT/ZT) to keep the 
plots weed-free. In wheat, grassy and broadleaf weeds were controlled 

Treatment no Crop Tillage method Crop establishment 
method

Sesbania as an intercrop 
in rice

Crop residue removed or 
retained

Abbreviation

T1 Rice Conventional till (two-disc 
harrowing+two-cultivator) or 
puddling (two-disc harrowing + 
laddering) (CT)

Transplanting of rice (TPR) No sesbania (‒S) Wheat residue; Crop 
harvested from the ground (at 
2-3 cm) and  removed (‒WR)

CT-TPR (‒S,‒WR)

Wheat Zero till (ZT) Direct-/drill-seeded wheat 
(DSW)

- Rice residue removed (‒RR) ZT-DSW (‒RR)

T2 Rice CT (puddling) as in T1 TPR Sesbania intercropped for 
30 days. (+S)

Wheat residue (15-
cm anchored stubbles 
incorporated during puddling 
(+WR)

CT-TPR (+S,+WR)

Wheat ZT DSW (Turbo Happy 
Seeder*)

- Rice residue retained as 
mulch in wheat (+RR)

ZT-DSW (+RR)

T3 Rice CT (dry tillage; two-disc 
harrowing+two-cultivator+planking)

Direct-/drill-seeded rice 
(DSR) 

‒S ‒WR CT-DSR (‒S,‒WR)

Wheat ZT Same as in T2 - ‒RR ZT-DSW (‒RR)
T4 Rice CT (dry tillage) as in T3 DSR (drill) +S Wheat residue (15-

cm anchored stubbles 
incorporated during dry tillage 
(+WR)

CT-DSR (+S,+WR)

Wheat ZT Same as in T2 - Rice residue retained as 
mulch in wheat (+RR)

ZT-DSW (+RR)

T5 Rice ZT DSR ‒S ‒WR ZT-DSR (‒S,‒WR)

Wheat ZT Same as in T2 - ‒RR ZT-DSW (‒RR)
T6 Rice ZT DSR +S Wheat residue (15-cm 

anchored stubbles retained 
on soil surface (+WR)

ZT-DSR (+S,+WR)

Wheat ZT Same as in T2 - Rice residue retained as 
mulch in wheat (+RR)

ZT-DSW (+RR)

*The Turbo Happy Seeder is a power-operated machine that is capable of placing seed and fertilizer in a single operation by managing any crop residue (up to 10 t 
ha‒1) just in front of the seed and fertilizer tines.

Table 1: Description of treatments used in the study.
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by spraying sulfosulfuron+metsulfuron methyl at 35 g a.i. + 4 g a.i. ha−1 
at 25 to 30 DAS.

Soil sampling and measurement of soil properties 

Soil chemical properties: Soil cores (7.6 cm in diameter) in 
triplicate from each plot were obtained from 0–15- to 15–30 cm soil 
depths after the wheat harvest in April 2007 (2 years after the initiation 
of the field experiment). The soil subsamples from each depth of each 
plot were then mixed to form one composite sample and air-dried. 
Roots and litter were removed from the soil samples before air drying. 
Subsamples from all the plots were ground to pass through a 2-mm 
sieve, and stored in plastic jars for analysis. The soil samples were 
analyzed for organic C [28], 0.5 MNaHCO3-extractable P [29], and 1 N 
neutral NH4OAC-extractable K by emission spectrophotometry [30].

Soil physical properties: Soil samples for the determination of soil 
physical parameters were collected after the wheat harvest in April 2007. 
Soil parameters, such as bulk density (Db), aggregate size distribution, 
mean weight diameter (MWD) of aggregates, soil penetration 
resistance (SPR), and steady-state infiltration, were determined. Other 
soil properties measured were soil thermal regime during the rice and 
wheat seasons and soil matric potential during the wheat season.

Soil aggregate analysis: Duplicate undisturbed soil subsamples 
(0‒15-cm depth) were collected with the help of a spade, air-dried, and 
passed through 8 mm and 4.75 mm sieves, by gently breaking apart 
the clods. Samples retained on 4.75 mm sieves were used for analysis 
and clods, aggregates, and residues >8 mm in diameter were discarded. 
The air-dried samples were placed in plastic bags, stored at ambient 
temperature, and transferred to the laboratory for analysis. Aggregate 
size distribution of the soil was determined by the wet-sieving method 
using a Yoder apparatus, as described by Kemper et al. [31]. The air-
dried soil sample (50 g) was placed on a 4.75 mm sieve and submerged 
in water on a nest of six sieves (4.75, 2.0, 1.0, 0.5, 0.25, and 0.106 mm) 
for 10 minutes before the start of wet-sieving action. The sieve nest 
was then clamped and secured to the drum. The sieve assembly was 
oscillated up-down by a pulley arrangement for 20 min at a frequency 
of 30–35 cycles/min with a stroke length of 4 cm in salt-free water 
inside the drum. The water-stable aggregates (WSA) retained on the 
sieves were collected carefully by gentle washing using a washing 
bottle into pre-weighed containers, oven-dried at 105°C for 48 h, and 
weighed. The water-stable aggregates were expressed as percentage 
aggregation (aggregates >0.25 mm in size), mean weight diameter, and 
size distribution. The MWD of aggregates was calculated as:

MWD = Σ xi wi,

Where wi is the proportion of each aggregate class in relation to the 
bulk soil and xi the mean diameter of the aggregate class (mm) [31].

Infiltration rate: Double-ring infiltrometers were used to measure 
the infiltration rate of water into the soil by recording the amount of 
water needed to maintain a constant level in the inner ring as a function 
of time [32]. The infiltrometers were pushed into the soil to 10 cm 
depth. Infiltration measurements were made at two separate randomly 
selected points in each plot and a constant water level (20 cm) was 
maintained in both the rings of the infiltrometer. Measurements were 
continued until a steady-state infiltration rate was achieved. Infiltration 
measurements were made at two separate randomly selected points in 
each plot.

Bulk density and soil penetration resistance: The soil bulk density 
was determined by collecting soil cores at 0‒5-, 6‒10-, 11‒15, and 

16‒20 cm depth, and using 3 cm-long and 5 cm-diam metal cores by 
placing the core in the middle of each soil layer at the same time as 
the soil resistance was measured [33]. Bulk density was obtained from 
the gravimetric weights of the cores after oven drying, and from core 
volume.

Soil penetration resistance was determined to a maximum depth 
of 45 cm of soil at every 5 cm depth interval when the profile moisture 
content was near field capacity using a manual cone penetrometer 
(Eijkelkamp Agrisearch Equipment). The soil moisture percent 
variance was less than 5% at soil penetration resistance measurement 
and it was 15.85-16.39, 16.42-16.94, 14.07-14.55 and 14.38-14.91% at 
0-5, 6-10, 11-15 and 16-20 cm, respectively. The cone had a 30° apex 
angle and base of the cone had 1-cm2 surface area. Simultaneously, soil 
samples from the same depths were also collected for gravimetric soil 
moisture determination. 

Soil temperature: Soil temperature at 5 cm depth was measured 
daily at 0700 h (minimum) and 1500 h (maximum) during both the 
rice and wheat seasons using a digital soil thermometer (HI 93510 
Thermistor thermometer, Hanna Instruments, Inc., USA). Since the 
soil temperature trends in different treatments during the two seasons 
were not different, weekly temperatures averaged over two years for 
rice and wheat were calculated.

Soil matric potential: Soil matric potential during crop growth 
was measured by Jet-fill gauge-type tensiometers (Eijkelkamp 
Agrisearch Equipment). The tensiometers with ceramic cups were 
installed vertically, in a hand-augered hole, to a depth of 0.18 m after 
establishment of the wheat crop. Tensiometer readings were monitored 
daily in the morning during the crop season, but, for simplicity, weekly 
averaged data are presented and discussed.

Statistical analysis

The data were subjected to analysis of variance (ANOVA) and 
analyzed using the general linear model (GLM) procedures of the 
statistical analysis system [34]. Treatment means were compared 
by Tukey’s honest significant difference (HSD) test. Unless stated 
otherwise, differences were considered significant only when P<0.05. 
The crop residue mean effects were separated by factor of -residue (T1, 
T3 and T5) and +residue (T2, T4 and T6) treatments and compared 
by HSD. 

Results and Discussion
Soil fertility parameters

Of the soil fertility parameters monitored, only EC, organic C, and 
NH4Ac K were influenced by various tillage and residue treatments, 
and the effects were restricted to the 0‒15 cm soil layer (Table 2). Soil 
pH (varying from 7.72 to 7.80 in both soil layers) and Olsen-P (varying 
from 14.7 to 14.9 kg ha‒1 in 0‒15 cm and from 10.4 to 11.6 kg ha‒1 in 
15‒30 cm) remained unchanged (data not shown) in all the treatments. 
In contrast, most of other studies have found that the pH of the topsoil 
was lower for ZT than for CT [25,35]. The greater SOM accumulation 
in the topsoil with ZT led to acidity from decomposition (largely due 
to the organic acid and CO2) [35,36]. It has also been proposed that 
greater leaching under ZT was responsible for the higher removal of 
bases, which led to a lowering of pH [37,38]. The rather small effects on 
soil pH were associated with the shorter duration of our study. On the 
other hand, it is also likely that pH did not change because of improved 
buffering under ZT, especially where residue is mulched [38]. Thus, 
tillage may not directly affect soil pH but its effects on pH will depend 
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on the prevailing climatic condition, soil type and management factors 
(e.g., depth of placement of fertilizers). Consistent with our study, [39] 
reported that EC and pH were not affected by the tillage practices. 

Likewise, the low amount of total P (10‒12 kg P ha‒1) recycled 
through crop residues was not enough to show a detectable change 
in Olsen-P after two years. Consistent with our results, [39] found 
no increases in the soil P levels in the surface layer in ZT and straw 
incorporation treatments compared to CT with no straw, possibly 
because the amounts of P in the residues were low compared with the 
total levels in the soil and some of the residue P may have fixed by clay 
minerals in the alkaline soil. Controversial results have been observed 
for tillage and residue management effects on soil P availability. While, 
Jiang et al. [40] and Hu et al. [41] reported that residue retention 
increased the total P content, Wang et al. [42] found a decrease in 
the total P content at the 0- to 0.10 m depth after 11 years of residue 
retention. 

The EC in T1 with soil puddling without residue in rice [CT-TPR 
(‒S, ‒WR)] was, on average, higher by 13.35% than in other treatments 
(except T5). Organic C, on the other hand, was higher by 7.94% in T6 
than in other treatments (T2, T3 and T5) except T4. Overall, residue 
mulch had positive effects on EC, which decreased by 6.6% and 
on organic C and NH4-AC K, which increased by 4.7% and 15.0%, 
respectively (Table 2). Normally, greater percolation of water because 
of the high infiltration rate with residue mulch is responsible for the 
higher removal of bases, leading to a lowering of EC in sandy loam soil 
[43]. However, reported that EC was not affected by the tillage practices 
in maize-based rotation, where amount of irrigation water input was 
much lower than that in our study with RWS [39]. 

Increases in C concentrations, especially in surface soil, in response 
to ZT and residue mulch are known [44-46]. From a literature review, 
showed that in 40 of 78 cases, the SOC content was higher in ZT 
compared to CT; in 7 cases it was lower and in 31 of the cases there 
was no significant difference [47]. Higher mineralization rate could be 
implicated for reduction in organic C and total N under CT plot due 
to soil structure deterioration following tillage. Zero tillage reduces 
breakdown of macro-aggregates where C is sequestered [48,49]. 
Therefore, the higher C in T6 (ZT-DSR+S, +WR/ZT-DSW+RR) in this 
study is consistent with published reports. However, these differences in C 
concentration disappeared when calculated on a total content basis because 
of the reduction in bulk density in T6 (data not shown). Found that tillage 
impacts on changes in SOC were larger in tropical moist and tropical dry 
compared to temperate moist and temperate dry climates [50].

Unlike P, treatments showed significant effect on NH4-Ac K 
content in soil. Irrespective of tillage and crop establishment, all the 
treatments in which residue was mulched increased NH4-Ac K. The 
treatments without residue (T1, T3 and T5) and those with residue (T2, 
T4 and T6) did not differ among themselves. Crop residues are rich 
sources of K and its major fraction is released within a short time after 
their application to the soil [51].

Soil physical parameters

Soil bulk density (Db): The effect of tillage, CE, and residue 
management on Db was significant at all depths (Figure 1). Generally, 
irrespective of treatments, Db increased with an increase in depth. At 
the 0–5-cm and 6–10-cm soil depths, Db was higher in T5 (ZT-DSR 
(‒S,‒WR)/ZT-DSW (‒RR)) than in T2 (CT-PTR (+S,+WR)/ZT-DSW 
(+RR)), whereas it was not significantly different from the rest of the 
treatments except T4 (CT-DSR (+S,+WR)/ZT-DSW (+RR)) at 6‒10 cm 
depth (Figure 1). The difference in Db between CT-DSR and ZT-DSR 
was not significant at 0–5 cm and 6–10 cm soil depths, whereas, at both 
11–15 cm and 16–20 cm soil depths, T3 and T4 had 4‒5% higher Db than 
T5 and T6 (Figure 1). Several studies have reported higher Db under ZT 
at the soil surface compared with tilled soil [49,52,53]. Our results are 
in variance with the findings of other researchers who showed lower Db 
with ZT and residue retention than with CT in top layers, particularly 
in fine-textured soils, which is attributed to the development of an 
organic-rich mulch and possibly enhanced faunal activity, and no 
difference or higher Db in CT in the deeper layers [54-57]. The presence 
of crop residues over the soil surface prevents aggregate breakdown by 
direct raindrop impact as well as by rapid wetting and drying of soils. 
There are also reports showing slight or no differences in Db values 
between CT and ZT in the surface soil layers [58-60]. At 11–15-cm and 
16–20-cm depths, Db was significantly higher in T1, T2, T3 and T4 than 
in ZT-DSR (T5 and T6). Compared to initial values, Db at lower depths 
generally increased in CT-PTR (T1 and T2) and CT-DSR (T3 and T4) 
plots. A plow pan may be formed by puddling/tillage immediately 
underneath the tilled soil, causing higher Db in this horizon in tilled 
conditions. Sharma [8], Yang et al. [54], Tripathi et al. [ 61] reported 
that puddling is known to increase Db in soil immediately below the 
plow layer due to (i) destruction of soil aggregates The greater Db in 
15-30 cm layer of the CT treatment indicates the development of a 
compacted “hard pan” beneath tillage depth, caused by the compacting 
and shearing action of tillage implements [7,54,62]; (ii) filling of macro-
pores with finer soil particles, which ultimately reduces the porosity; 
and (iii) direct physical compaction caused by implements. Puddling 
provides favorable conditions for soil compaction and reducing 

a Treatment EC (dS m‒1) Organic carbon (g kg-1) NH4O Ac extractable K (kg ha‒1) Aggregate size distribution (%)
8.00‒4.75 (mm) 4.00‒2.00 (mm) 0.106‒0.25 (mm)

T1 0.146a 5.72b 110.5b 9.5b 8.4b 22.13
T2 0.124b 5.88b 126.2a 10.6b 10.1ab 16.93
T3 0.127b 5.78b 111.3b 9.2b 10.7ab 20.47
T4 0.127b 5.97ab 125.4a 10.5b 11.1ab 20.13
T5 0.134ab 5.78b 109.4b 11.3b 10.9ab 20.67
T6 0.128b 6.25a 129.2a 16.0a 12.5a 16.20
No residue 0.135a 5.76b 110.4b 10.0b 10.0a 21.09a
Residue 0.126b 6.03a 126.9a 12.4a 11.2a 17.76b
Source Analysis of variance (ANOVA)
Replication 0.042 NS NS NS NS NS
Treatment 0.002 0.001 <0.001 <0.001 0.048 NS
Residue 0.002 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 NS 0.027

Table 2: Effect of different tillage/crop establishment and residue retention on soil electrical conductivity (EC), organic carbon, ammonium acetate extractable K, and 
aggregate size distribution (%) in 0-15 cm layer at wheat harvest after two cycles of rice-wheat cropping.
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percolation losses, which decreases with a decrease in moisture 
content [53]. 

Overall, Db in the no-residue (T1, T3 and T5) plots was significantly 
greater than in plots with residue retention (T2, T4 and T6). Reported 
lower Db with residue incorporation than with either residue burning 
or residue removal, particularly in the 0‒5 cm layer [63,64]. 

Soil aggregation: Treatment 6 (ZT-DSR (+S+WR)/ZT-DSW 
(+RR)) attained significantly higher water-stable macro-aggregates 
(8.0–4.75 mm and 4.0–2.0 mm size) than those of the rest of the 
treatments (T1‒T5). Aggregates of less than 1.0 mm in size, though, 
tend to be in greater proportion with puddling or dry tillage, and there 
were no significant differences among treatments. This confirms that 
avoiding tillage favors macro-aggregation by either binding the micro-
aggregates or protecting them against destruction, or both [9,53,65]. ZT 
increases soil aggregation by reducing soil disturbance and increasing 
soil organic matter, and possibly the growth of fungi that bind soil 
particles and micro-aggregates together [66]. Pooled over tillage and 
CE treatments, residue retention increased the proportion of larger 
aggregates (8.0–4.75 mm) by about 24.0% (Table 2). ZT without residue 
mulch (T5) was not sufficient to improve structural stability probably 
because of a lack of organic carbon input. Zhang et al. [67] reported 
that zero tillage with residue mulching had the lowest proportion 
of smaller WSA (<0.83 mm diam) and greatest proportion of larger 
(>12.7 mm diam) aggregates, compared to corresponding aggregates 
in conventional tillage without residue, indicating improvement in soil 
structure when tillage was omitted and crop residues were retained [68].

Likewise, T6 without tillage and residue mulch exhibited the 
greatest proportion of >0.25 mm-size aggregates, whereas T1 and T3 
with tillage and no residue resulted in the lowest proportion of >0.25 
mm-size aggregates (Figure 2). The beneficial influence of T6 was also 

reflected in its mean weight diameter (MWD) of aggregates, which 
was significantly higher than that of other treatments (Figure 2). The 
effect of tillage and crop residue on WSA with an increase in MWD 
from wet sieving has been reported for a wide variety of soils and 
agro-ecological conditions [46,48,53,69]. Since organic matter is a key 
factor in soil aggregation, the management of previous crop residues is 
important to soil structural development and stability. In our study, the 
increase in SOC with ZT and residue retention would support higher 
soil aggregation in ZT with residue. Under ZT conditions in northern 
China, 5 years of residue mulching increased the topsoil water-stable 
aggregate (≥ 0.25 mm) by 104.5%, and increased the topsoil SOM 
content by 31.4 % compared with soils without mulching [70].

Singh et al. [63] reported an increase in the aggregate stability and 
MWD of aggregates with residue amendment due to an increase in 
SOC after 5 years of rice-wheat cropping on a sandy loam soil. Small 
changes in SOC can influence the stability of macro-aggregates.

Soil penetration resistance: Soil penetration resistance (SPR) 
was significantly influenced by tillage, CE methods, and residue 
management up to 25 cm depth, except at 15 cm depth (Figure 3). 
Irrespective of treatment, SPR increased with the increase in depth up 
to 20 cm. In surface soil (5 cm depth), SPR was significantly higher 
in T5 [ZT-DSR (‒S, ‒WR)/ZT-DSW (-RR)] compared to the other 
treatments. At 10-cm depth, SPR was significantly lower in T4 (CT-
DSR (+S, +R)/ZT-DSW (+RR)) than in T5 (ZT-DSR (‒S, WR)/ZT-
DSW (‒RR)), whereas the rest of the treatments did not differ from 
either T4 or T5. This differs from the results of [71], who reported 
lower SPR in ZT than in CT in the surface (0‒15 cm) layer. The 
changes in SPR also depend on the method of residue management 
(incorporation vs. surface mulch). Although several researchers have 
reported a decrease in SPR due to straw incorporation in the surface 
layer, a similar trend was observed in our study when residue was 

Figure 1: Effect of different tillage/crop establishment and residue retention on soil bulk density at wheat harvest after two cycles of rice-wheat cropping. T1, CT-PTR 
(‒S,‒WR)/ZT-DSW (‒RR); T2, CT-PTR (+S,+WR)/ZT-DSW (+RR); T3, CT-DSR (‒S,‒WR)/ZT-DSW (‒RR); T4, CT-DSR (+S,+WR)/ZT-DSW (+RR); T5, ZT-DSR 
(‒S,‒WR)/ZT-DSW (‒RR); T6, ZT-DSR (+S,+WR)/ZT-DSW (+RR). Within a horizontal, means followed by the same letter are not significantly different at P < 0.05. 
NS stands for non-significant [6].
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Figure 2: Effect of different tillage/crop establishment and residue retention on soil aggregates (>0.25 mm) and mean weight diameter (mm) at wheat harvest after 
two crop cycles of rice-wheat cropping. T1, CT-PTR (‒S,‒WR)/ZT-DSW (‒RR); T2, CT-PTR (+S,+WR)/ZT-DSW (+RR); T3, CT-DSR (‒S,‒WR)/ZT-DSW (‒RR); T4, 
CT-DSR (+S,+WR)/ZT-DSW (+RR); T5, ZT-DSR (‒S,‒WR)/ZT-DSW (‒RR); T6, ZT-DSR (+S,+WR)/ZT-DSW (+RR). Within a horizontal, means followed by the same 
letter are not significantly different at P <0.05. NS stands for non-significant [10].
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Figure 3: Effect of different tillage/crop establishment and residue retention on soil penetration resistance at wheat harvest after two cycles of rice-wheat cropping. 
T1, CT-PTR (‒S,‒WR)/ZT-DSW (‒RR); T2, CT-PTR (+S,+WR)/ZT-DSW (+RR); T3, CT-DSR (‒S,‒WR)/ZT-DSW (‒RR); T4, CT-DSR (+S,+WR)/ZT-DSW (+RR); T5, 
ZT-DSR (‒S,‒WR)/ZT-DSW (‒RR); T6, ZT-DSR (+S,+WR)/ZT-DSW (+RR). Within a horizontal, means followed by the same letter are not significantly different at 
P <0.05. NS stands for non-significant [23].
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retained at the surface under ZT at 5.0 cm soil depth. SPR in T1, T2, T3 
and T4 at 20 cm depth was significantly different from that in the T5 
and T6 [6,71], (T3 and T4) (Figure 3). At 20 cm depth, SPR was about 
0.62 MPa lower in T5 and T6 than in T1 and T2. Beyond 30 cm depth, 
however, different treatments did not influence SPR. SPR is directly 
related to Db and inversely related to soil water content [72]. Also in 
our case, higher SPR below tillage depth (especially in the 15- to 25 
cm soil layers) under puddling (T1 and T2) was associated with higher 
Db, as soil water content was similar in different treatments at the time 
of SPR measurements. Published studies corroborate these results that 
SPR remains higher under puddling than under ZT [9,53,73] reported 
that ZT and residue management had a positive effect on soil physical 
parameters, notably soil aggregation, Db, SPR, and infiltration rate. In 
medium-textured soils, the critical mechanical impedance for wheat 
root development is around 1.75 to 2.00 MPa [74]. In our study, SPR in 
the 10‒30 cm layers was greater than the critical value (1.75 MPa) for 
wheat root development under all the treatments. 

Infiltration rate (IR): The steady-state IR measured at wheat 
harvest was significantly affected by different treatments (Figure 
4). It was consistently higher with an average of 3.1 mm h‒1 in DSR 
(T3-T6) compared with an average value of 2.7 mm h‒1 in TPR (T1‒
T2). Puddling in T1 and T2 decreased IR directly by destroying soil 
aggregates, increasing Db, and causing subsoil compaction (as discussed 
in preceding sections). Our results support earlier findings [9,53], which 
also reported higher steady-state IR under ZT than in CT on different 
soil types. Other studies have found higher infiltration rates under ZT 
than CT because of the presence of fast draining macro-pores created 
in ZT plots and increased large (>2 mm) aggregate stability [75,76].

However, in a Gray Luvisol, found that the steady-state infiltration 
rate was not significantly affected by tillage and residue management [77].

Reported that ZT resulted in higher IR (initial as well as steady 
state) where residue was retained than where residue was removed 
[71,78]. In our study, the pooled average result shows that residue 
retention had significantly higher IR than the residue removal 
treatment. This is probably due to the more stable aggregates resulting 
from improved soil porosity and water retention in ZT with residue 

retention than in CT and ZT without residue [46,69]. The higher rate 
of infiltration in ZT with residue retention treatment compared to TPR 
may not be desirable in rice when using flood irrigation because of high 
percolation losses of water. The solution to such a problem lies in the 
use of soil matric potential based irrigation approach and sub-surface 
drip irrigation method in RWS reported similar infiltration rates for CT 
and ZT plots, probably due to the similarity of soil physical properties 
in the upper layer [59,79]. However, when water infiltrated into deeper 
soil layers, ZT plots showed significantly higher infiltration rates than 
the ZT plots. Consequently, final (steady state) infiltration rate for ZT 
plots were 4-times that of the CT plots (4.25 mm min-1). 

Soil matric potential (SMP): There was no significant effect of 
tillage and CE on SMP in both rice and wheat; hence, a combined analysis 
was done to examine the effects of sesbania and residue retention. SMP 
at 15-18-cm soil depth was not affected by residue mulch treatment 
in rice during the initial 11 weeks after sowing (Figure 5a). Residue 
mulch increased SMP by 2‒6 MPa compared with no residue 12 to 14 
weeks after rice planting. The effect of residue mulch on SMP in wheat 
was significant (P<0.05). SMP was higher by 3 to 8 MPa (average of 
5.7 MPa) with residue than without residue throughout the 14-week 
period after the sowing of wheat (Figure 5b). The effect of mulch on 
SMP was stronger during the early growth period than in the latter part 
of the season. This is expected because the mulch had a greater effect in 
conserving soil moisture during the initial growth period in comparison 
with the latter part of the crop season. Decomposition of rice residue 
over time and the application of a first post-sowing irrigation (75 
mm) at 3‒4 weeks after sowing possibly decreased the positive effect 
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Figure 4: Effect of different tillage/crop establishment and residue retention on 
steady-state infiltration at wheat harvest after two cycles of rice-wheat cropping. 
T1, CT-PTR (‒S,‒WR)/ZT-DSW (‒RR); T2, CT-PTR (+S,+WR)/ZT-DSW 
(+RR); T3, CT-DSR (‒S,‒WR)/ZT-DSW (‒RR); T4, CT-DSR (+S,+WR)/ZT-
DSW (+RR); T5, ZT-DSR (‒S,‒WR)/ZT-DSW (‒RR); T6, ZT-DSR (+S,+WR)/
ZT-DSW (+RR). Within a horizontal, means followed by the same letter are not 
significantly different at P ≤ 0.05. NS stands for non-significant [24].

Figure 5: Effect of crop residue mulch on soil matric potential (mean of 2 
years) during wheat crop season in rice-wheat system. Within a vertical, means 
followed by the same letter are not significantly different at P <0.05. NS stands 
for non-significant [53].
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of residue retention on SMP. Earlier reports have shown higher water 
holding capacity or moisture content in the topsoil (0–10 cm) under 
ZT and straw mulching than after ploughing/puddling [55,80-82]. Soil 
management practices that increase the soil organic matter content 
could have a positive impact on the soil water holding capacity [83]. 
Therefore, replacement of traditional tillage with conservation tillage 
will improve soil water storage and increase water use efficiency [84].

Soil thermal regime: Tillage and CE had no effect on soil thermal 
regimes in both crops and years. Hence, the time trends of two-year 
averages showing residue effects for rice and wheat are shown in Figures 
6 and 7, respectively. Both minimum and maximum soil temperatures 
were significantly lowers by 0.4‒0.8°C and 1.4‒1.8°C, respectively, 
with residue vis-à-vis without residue during early (3 weeks) rice 
establishment (Figure 6). No such effect of residue mulching was noted 
thereafter until 11 weeks after planting, except that minimum soil 
temperature was 0.5°C higher during week 11 in the residue treatment. 
In contrast to reported observations of lower temperatures in ZT 
with straw mulch compared to the CT system [53], no such effect was 
observed in our study on irrigated rice. This was perhaps due to the 
lower mass of residue (1‒1.5 t ha‒1) retained in rice coupled with high 
soil moisture conditions maintained during the rice growth season in 
comparison to other upland crops. 

Soil temperature at 0700 h and at 1500 h during the wheat season 
varied between 8.1 and 18.5°C and 15.5 and 23.1°C, respectively (Figure 
7). During the initial 6 weeks after sowing of wheat, the minimum 
temperature was 1.12 to 2.21°C higher with residue than without 
residue, and thereafter the soil temperature remained similar until week 
8. The trend was reversed between the two treatments during weeks 
9 to 11 when the minimum soil temperature was 1.74°C lower with 
residue (Figure 7). The maximum soil temperature was always lower 
with residue than without residue. Early in the crop cycle (4 weeks after 
seeding), maximum temperatures were 2.2 to 2.8°C lower with residue 

than without residue (Figure 7). Residue mulch decreased maximum 
soil temperatures by 1.7 to 4.2°C during the latter part of the cropping 
season (weeks 9 to 11). Similar increases in minimum temperature and 
decreases in maximum temperature with residue mulch, particularly 
at the beginning of the crop cycle, have been reported [19,80,81,85]. 
Our data, which are more comprehensive than previously published 
data, clearly show that residue mulch modifies the soil temperature and 
provides an optimum soil thermal regime with lower fluctuations for 
better crop growth and development. 

Conclusion
Our results from a rice-wheat rotation demonstrated that avoiding 

puddling and dry tillage, and adopting brown manuring in rice followed 
by zero till (ZT) wheat with residue retention improved soil structural 
stability, soil infiltration, soil penetration resistance, soil thermal regime, 
and soil organic C. These improvements were significant in the surface 
0-15 cm layer, but the differences were small at the 15-30 cm depth. 
The residue mulch provides an optimum soil thermal regime, allowing 
better seedling emergence and subsequent rooting. The improvements 
in soil physical properties and water infiltration under ZT with residue 
retention have profound implications for crop production in rice-wheat 
system in the northwestern India, which is presently experiencing 
soil degradation and decreasing water availability. However, from a 
sustainable development perspective, long-term studies are needed 
on the impact of alternate tillage and crop establishment, and residue 
management practices on crop productivity, soil properties, and 
accompanying factors such as greenhouse gas emissions in different 
soil types and climatic conditions.
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a vertical, means followed by the same letter are not significantly different at 
P<0.05. NS stands for non-significant [23].
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P ≤ 0.05. NS stands for non-significant [24].



Citation: Gathala MK, Jat ML, Saharawat YS, Sharma SK, Yadvinder S, et al. (2017) Physical and Chemical Properties of a Sandy Loam Soil Under 
Irrigated Rice-Wheat Sequence in the Indo-Gangetic Plains of South Asia. J Ecosys Ecograph 7: 246. doi: 10.4172/2157-7625.246

Page 10 of 12

Volume 7 • Issue 3 • 1000246J Ecosyst Ecography, an open access journal 
ISSN: 2157-7625 

staff and authorities of the Indian Institute of Farming Systems Research (IIFSR) 
and Indian Council of Agricultural Research (ICAR) for supporting the execution 
of this experiment. We are extremely grateful to Dr. Raj Gupta, ex-facilitator of 
the Rice-Wheat Consortium for the Indo-Gangetic Plains/CIMMYT-India, for his 
kind technical support in the conduct of this study. The authors also acknowledge 
technical support from the CGIAR Research Program (CRP) on Climate Change, 
Agriculture and Food Security (CCAFS) and SRFSI-ACIAR project in the synthesis 
of results.

References

1.	 Gupta R, Sayre K (2007) Conservation agriculture in South Asia. J Agric Sci 
145: 207-214.

2.	 De Datta SK (1981) Principles and practices of rice production. John Wiley and 
Sons, New York. p: 618.

3.	 Ladha JK, Pathak H, Padre AT, Dawe D, Gupta RK (2003) Productivity trends in 
intensive rice–wheat cropping systems in Asia. In: Ladha JK, Pathak H, Padre 
AT, Dawe D, Gupta RK (eds) Improving the productivity and sustainability of 
rice–wheat systems: Issues and impacts. ASA Spec Publ 65 ASA, CSSA and 
SSSA, Madison, WI. pp: 45-76.

4.	 Ladha JK, Kumar V, Alam MM, Sharma S, Gathala MK, et al. (2009) Integrating 
crop and resource management technologies for enhanced productivity, 
profitability and sustainability of the rice–wheat system in South Asia. In Ladha 
JK et al. (eds) Integrated crop and resource management in the rice–wheat 
system of South Asia IRRI, Los Baños, the Philippines. pp: 69-108.

5.	 Kumar V, Saharawat YS, Gathala MK, Jat AS, Singh SK, et al. (2013). Effect of 
different tillage and seeding methods on energy use efficiency and productivity 
of wheat in the Indo-Gangetic Plains. Field Crops Res 142: 1-8.

6.	 Gathala MK, Kumar V, Sharma PC, Saharawat YS, Jat HS, et al. (2013) 
Optimizing intensive cereal-based cropping systems addressing current and 
future drivers of agricultural change in the Northwestern Indo-Gangetic Plains 
of India. Agric Ecosyst Environ 177: 85-97.

7.	 Sur HS, Prihar SS, Jalota SK (1981) Effect of rice-wheat and maize-wheat 
rotations on water transmission and wheat root development in a sandy loam 
of the Punjab, India. Soil Till Res 1: 361-371. 

8.	 Sharma PK, Ladha JK, Bhushan L (2003) Soil physical effects of puddling in 
rice–wheat cropping system. In: Ladha JK et al. (eds) Improving the productivity 
and sustainability of rice–wheat systems: Issues and impacts, ASA Spec Publ 
65 ASA, CSSA and SSSA, Madison, WI. pp: 97-114.

9.	 Jat ML, Gathala MK, Ladha JK, Saharawat YS, Jat AS, et al. (2009) Evaluation 
of precision land levelling and double zero-till systems in the rice–wheat 
rotation: Water use, productivity, profitability and soil physical properties. Soil 
Till Res 105: 112-121. 

10.	Gathala MK, Ladha JK, Kumar V, Saharawat YS, Kumar V, et al. (2011) Tillage 
and crop establishment affects sustainability of South Asian rice-wheat system. 
Agron J 103: 961-971.

11.	Sharma PK, De Datta SK (1985) Effects of puddling on soil physical properties 
and processes. In: Soil Physics and Rice, IRRI, Los Banos, Philippines. pp: 
217-234.

12.	Yadvinder S, Bijay S, Thind HS (2011) Green manure approaches to crop 
production and sustainable agriculture. Bulletin No 14 ING- SCON, New Delhi. 
i-iv and 1-130.  

13.	Singh S, Singh SS, Jat ML (2008) Effect of brown manuring on weed density 
and rice yield. Research experiment at PDCSR, Modipurum, UP, India. http://
www.rwc.cgiar.org

14.	Sharma DP, Sharma SK, Joshi PK, Singh S, Singh G (2008) Resource 
conservation technologies in reclaimed alkali soils. Technical Bulletin 1/2008. 
Central Soil Salinity Research Institute, Karnal. 

15.	Yadvinder S, Bijay S, Timsina J (2005) Crop residue management for nutrient 
cycling and improving soil productivity in rice-based cropping systems in the 
tropics. Adv Agron 85: 269-407.

16.	Pittelkow CM, Liang Xinqiang, Linquist BA, Kees Jan van G, Juhwan L, et 
al. (2014) Productivity limits and potentials of the principles of conservation 
agriculture. Nature 517: 365-368. 

17.	Yadvinder S, Thind HS, idhu HS (2014b) Management options for rice residues 
for sustainable Productivity of rice-wheat cropping system. J Res Punjab Agric 
Univ 51: 239-245.

18.	Erenstein O, Laxmi V (2008) Zero-tillage impacts in India’s rice-wheat systems: 
A review Soil Till Res 100: 1-14.

19.	Sidhu HS, Manpreet S, Humphreys Yadvinder ES, Balwinder S, et al. (2007) 
The Happy Seeder enables direct drilling of wheat into rice stubble. Aust J Exp 
Agric 47: 844-854. 

20.	Mondal S, Kumar S, Haris A, Dwivedi S, Bhatt B, et al. (2016) Effect of different 
rice establishment methods on soil physical properties in drought-prone rainfed 
lowlands of Bihar, India. Soil Res 54.

21.	Zheng C, Jiang Y, Chen C, Sun Y, Feng J, et al. (2014) The impacts of 
conservation agriculture on crop yield in China depend on specific practices, 
crops and cropping regions. The Crop J 2: 289-296.

22.	Ladha JK, Rao AN, Raman AK, Padre AT, Dobermann A, et al. (2016) 
Agronomic improvements can make future cereal systems in South Asia far 
more productive and result in a lower environmental footprint. Global Change 
Biol 22: 1054-1074.

23.	Gathala MK, Timsina J, Islam S, Rahman M, Hossain I, et al. (2015) Conservation 
agriculture based tillage and crop establishment options can maintain farmers’ 
yields and increase profits in South Asia’s rice-maize systems: Evidence from 
Bangladesh. Field Crops Res 172: 85-98.

24.	Gathala MK, Timsina J, Islam S, Krupnik TJ, Bose TR, et al. (2016) Productivity, 
profitability and energetics: A multi-criteria assessment of farmers’ tillage and 
crop establishment options for maize in intensively cultivated environments of 
South Asia. Field Crops Res 186: 32-46. 

25.	Verhulst N, Govaerts B, Verachtert E, Castellanos-Navarrete A, Mezzalama 
M, et al. (2010) Conservation agriculture, improving soil quality for sustainable 
production systems? In: Lal, R, Stewart, BA (eds) Advances in Soil Science: 
Food Security and Soil Quality. CRC Press, Boca Raton, FL, USA. pp: 137-208.

26.	Pal DK, Bhattacharyya T, Srivastava P, Chandran P, Ray SK (2009) Soils of 
the Indo-Gangetic Plains: Their historical perspective and management. Curr 
Sci 9: 1193-1201.

27.	Bouyoucos GJ (1962) Hydrometcr method improved for making particle size 
analysis of soils. Agron J 54: 464-465. 

28.	Walkley A, Black IA, (1934) An examination of the Degtjareff method for 
determining soil organic matter and a proposed modification of the chromic 
acid titration method. Soil Sci 37: 29-38.

29.	Olsen SR, Cole CV, Watanabe FS, Dean LA (1954) Estimation of available 
phosphorus in soils by extraction with sodium bicarbonate. USDA Circular 939 
US Gov Print Office, Washington, DC. 939: 18-19.

30.	Page AL, Miller RH, Keeney DR (1982) Methods of soil analysis. Part 2. 
Chemical and microbiological properties. 2nd ed. Agronomy Monograph 9.2. 
ASA, CSSA, and SSSA, Madison, WI.

31.	Kemper WD, Rosenau RC (1986) Aggregate stability and size distribution. In: 
Klute A, Campbell GS, Jackson RD, Mortland MM, Nielson DR (eds) Methods 
of soil analysis. Part 1. Physical and mineralogical methods, ASA and SSSA, 
Madison, WI, USA. pp: 425-442.

32.	Bouwer H (1986) Intake rate: Cylinder infiltrometer. In: Klute A ed. Methods 
of soil analysis, Part 1. Physical and Mineralogical Properties, Monograph 9. 
American Society of Agronomy and Soil Science Society of America, Madison, 
USA. pp: 825-843.

33.	Blake GR, Hartge KH, (1986) Bulk density. In: Klute A (eds) Methods of Soil 
Analysis, Part 1, Physical and Mineralogical Properties, monograph 9 ASA, 
Madison, WI. pp: 363-376. 

34.	SAS Institute. 2001. SAS/STAT user’s guide v 9–1. SAS Inst, Cary, NC.

35.	Rahman MH, Okubo A, Sugiyama S, Mayland H F (2008) Physical, chemical 
and microbiological properties of an Andisol as related to land use and tillage 
practice. Soil Till Res 10: 10-19.

36.	Rhoton FE (2000) Influence of time on soil response to no-till practices. Soil Sci 
Soc Am J 64: 700-709.

37.	Blevins RL, Thomas GW, Cornelius PL (1976) Influence of no-tillage and 
nitrogen fertilization on certain soil properties after 5 years of continuous corn. 
Agron J 69: 383-386.

38.	Duiker SW, Beegle DB (2006) Soil fertility distributions in long-term no-till, 
chisel/disk and moldboard plow/disk systems. Soil Till. Res 88: 30-41.

39.	Roldan A, Salinas-Garcia JR, Alguacil MM, Caravaca F (2005) Changes in 

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0021859607006910
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0021859607006910
https://books.google.co.in/books?hl=en&lr=&id=Yxa5Sz_Puv4C&oi=fnd&pg=PR1&dq=Principles+and+practices+of+rice+production.+John+Wiley+and+Sons,+New+York.+618+pp&ots=pT1oAebUGE&sig=SdYZRuxJNDikNvD9oTazL7dQ_y0#v=onepage&q=Principles and practices of rice production. John Wiley and Sons%2C New York. 618 pp&f=false
https://books.google.co.in/books?hl=en&lr=&id=Yxa5Sz_Puv4C&oi=fnd&pg=PR1&dq=Principles+and+practices+of+rice+production.+John+Wiley+and+Sons,+New+York.+618+pp&ots=pT1oAebUGE&sig=SdYZRuxJNDikNvD9oTazL7dQ_y0#v=onepage&q=Principles and practices of rice production. John Wiley and Sons%2C New York. 618 pp&f=false
https://doi.org/10.2134/asaspecpub65.c3
https://doi.org/10.2134/asaspecpub65.c3
https://doi.org/10.2134/asaspecpub65.c3
https://doi.org/10.2134/asaspecpub65.c3
https://doi.org/10.2134/asaspecpub65.c3
http://agris.fao.org/agris-search/search.do?recordID=QR2010000043
http://agris.fao.org/agris-search/search.do?recordID=QR2010000043
http://agris.fao.org/agris-search/search.do?recordID=QR2010000043
http://agris.fao.org/agris-search/search.do?recordID=QR2010000043
http://agris.fao.org/agris-search/search.do?recordID=QR2010000043
http://repository.cimmyt.org/xmlui/handle/10883/1599?locale-attribute=en
http://repository.cimmyt.org/xmlui/handle/10883/1599?locale-attribute=en
http://repository.cimmyt.org/xmlui/handle/10883/1599?locale-attribute=en
https://vtechworks.lib.vt.edu/handle/10919/70231
https://vtechworks.lib.vt.edu/handle/10919/70231
https://vtechworks.lib.vt.edu/handle/10919/70231
https://vtechworks.lib.vt.edu/handle/10919/70231
http://agris.fao.org/agris-search/search.do?recordID=NL19820786730
http://agris.fao.org/agris-search/search.do?recordID=NL19820786730
http://agris.fao.org/agris-search/search.do?recordID=NL19820786730
http://repository.cimmyt.org/xmlui/handle/10883/1524?locale-attribute=en
http://repository.cimmyt.org/xmlui/handle/10883/1524?locale-attribute=en
http://repository.cimmyt.org/xmlui/handle/10883/1524?locale-attribute=en
http://repository.cimmyt.org/xmlui/handle/10883/1524?locale-attribute=en
https://dl.sciencesocieties.org/publications/aj/abstracts/103/4/961
https://dl.sciencesocieties.org/publications/aj/abstracts/103/4/961
https://dl.sciencesocieties.org/publications/aj/abstracts/103/4/961
http://agris.fao.org/agris-search/search.do?recordID=PH8610504
http://agris.fao.org/agris-search/search.do?recordID=PH8610504
http://agris.fao.org/agris-search/search.do?recordID=PH8610504
http://www.rwc.cgiar.org
http://www.rwc.cgiar.org
http://krishikosh.egranth.ac.in/bitstream/1/2046457/1/CSSRI255.pdf
http://krishikosh.egranth.ac.in/bitstream/1/2046457/1/CSSRI255.pdf
http://krishikosh.egranth.ac.in/bitstream/1/2046457/1/CSSRI255.pdf
http://agris.fao.org/agris-search/search.do?recordID=US201300979653
http://agris.fao.org/agris-search/search.do?recordID=US201300979653
http://agris.fao.org/agris-search/search.do?recordID=US201300979653
http://www.nature.com/nature/journal/v517/n7534/full/nature13809.html
http://www.nature.com/nature/journal/v517/n7534/full/nature13809.html
http://www.nature.com/nature/journal/v517/n7534/full/nature13809.html
http://www.indianjournals.com/ijor.aspx?target=ijor:jre&volume=51&issue=3and4&article=001
http://www.indianjournals.com/ijor.aspx?target=ijor:jre&volume=51&issue=3and4&article=001
http://www.indianjournals.com/ijor.aspx?target=ijor:jre&volume=51&issue=3and4&article=001
http://www.publish.csiro.au/an/EA06225
http://www.publish.csiro.au/an/EA06225
http://www.publish.csiro.au/an/EA06225
http://www.publish.csiro.au/SR/SR15346
http://www.publish.csiro.au/SR/SR15346
http://www.publish.csiro.au/SR/SR15346
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/263857436_The_impacts_of_conservation_agriculture_on_crop_yield_in_China_depend_on_specific_practices_crops_and_cropping_regions
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/263857436_The_impacts_of_conservation_agriculture_on_crop_yield_in_China_depend_on_specific_practices_crops_and_cropping_regions
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/263857436_The_impacts_of_conservation_agriculture_on_crop_yield_in_China_depend_on_specific_practices_crops_and_cropping_regions
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/gcb.13143/abstract
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/gcb.13143/abstract
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/gcb.13143/abstract
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/gcb.13143/abstract
https://findanexpert.unimelb.edu.au/display/publicationS936375
https://findanexpert.unimelb.edu.au/display/publicationS936375
https://findanexpert.unimelb.edu.au/display/publicationS936375
https://findanexpert.unimelb.edu.au/display/publicationS936375
http://citeweb.info/20160740556
http://citeweb.info/20160740556
http://citeweb.info/20160740556
http://citeweb.info/20160740556
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/S_Ray/publication/228648568_Soils_of_the_Indo-Gangetic_Plains_Their_historical_perspective_and_management/links/02bfe50e53066c98e9000000.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/S_Ray/publication/228648568_Soils_of_the_Indo-Gangetic_Plains_Their_historical_perspective_and_management/links/02bfe50e53066c98e9000000.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/S_Ray/publication/228648568_Soils_of_the_Indo-Gangetic_Plains_Their_historical_perspective_and_management/links/02bfe50e53066c98e9000000.pdf
https://dl.sciencesocieties.org/publications/aj/abstracts/54/5/AJ0540050464?access=0&view=pdf
https://dl.sciencesocieties.org/publications/aj/abstracts/54/5/AJ0540050464?access=0&view=pdf
http://www.citeulike.org/user/leipadr/article/6226285
http://www.citeulike.org/user/leipadr/article/6226285
http://www.citeulike.org/user/leipadr/article/6226285
https://archive.org/details/estimationofavai939olse
https://archive.org/details/estimationofavai939olse
https://archive.org/details/estimationofavai939olse
https://www.animalsciencepublications.org/publications/books/tocs/agronomymonogra/methodsofsoilan2
https://www.animalsciencepublications.org/publications/books/tocs/agronomymonogra/methodsofsoilan2
https://www.animalsciencepublications.org/publications/books/tocs/agronomymonogra/methodsofsoilan2
https://dl.sciencesocieties.org/publications/sssaj/abstracts/64/2/700?access=0&view=pdf
https://dl.sciencesocieties.org/publications/sssaj/abstracts/64/2/700?access=0&view=pdf
https://dl.sciencesocieties.org/publications/aj/abstracts/69/3/AJ0690030383?access=0&view=pdf
https://dl.sciencesocieties.org/publications/aj/abstracts/69/3/AJ0690030383?access=0&view=pdf
https://dl.sciencesocieties.org/publications/aj/abstracts/69/3/AJ0690030383?access=0&view=pdf
aModele=afficheN&cpsidt=17776552
aModele=afficheN&cpsidt=17776552
http://digital.csic.es/handle/10261/16472


Citation: Gathala MK, Jat ML, Saharawat YS, Sharma SK, Yadvinder S, et al. (2017) Physical and Chemical Properties of a Sandy Loam Soil Under 
Irrigated Rice-Wheat Sequence in the Indo-Gangetic Plains of South Asia. J Ecosys Ecograph 7: 246. doi: 10.4172/2157-7625.246

Page 11 of 12

Volume 7 • Issue 3 • 1000246J Ecosyst Ecography, an open access journal 
ISSN: 2157-7625 

soil enzyme activity, fertility, aggregation and C sequestration mediated by 
conservation tillage practices and water regime in a maize field. Appl Soil 
Ecol 30: 11-20.

40.	Jiang X, Ren H, He D (2011) Research progress on effects of returning maize 
straws into soil on soil physical & chemical characters and on development and 
yield of wheat as succeeding crop. J Triticeae Crop 31: 569-574.

41.	Hu X, Yang W, Chen C (2013) Effects of returning maize straw to field on soil 
nutrient and wheat yield. J Henan Inst Sci Technol 41: 6-8. 

42.	Wang GL, Hao MD, Xu JG, Hong JP (2011) Effect of conservation tillage on 
wheat yield and soil physicochemical properties in the south of Loess Plateau. 
Plant Nutr Fert Sci 17: 539-544. 

43.	Shaw JN, Mask PL (2003) Crop residue effects on electrical conductivity of 
Tennessee Valley soils. Commun. Soil Sci Plant Anal 34: 747-763.

44.	Lal R (1997) Long-term tillage and maize monoculture effects on a tropical 
Alfisol in western Nigeria: 1. Crop yield and soil properties. Soil Till Res 42: 
145-160.

45.	Xue JF, Pu C, Liu SL, Chen ZD, Chen F, et al. (2015) Effects of tillage systems 
on soil organic carbon and total nitrogen in a double paddy cropping system in 
Southern China. Soil Till Res 153: 161-168.

46.	Govaerts B, Sayre KD, Goudeseune B, De Corte P, Lichter K, et al. (2009a) 
Conservation agriculture as a sustainable option for the central Mexican 
highlands. Soil Till Res 103: 222-230.

47.	Govaerts B, Verhulst N, Sayre KD, Dixon J, Dendooven  L (2009b) Conservation 
agriculture and soil carbon sequestration; between myth and farmer reality Crit 
Rev Plant Sci 28: 97-122.

48.	Kumari M, Chakraborty D, Gathala MK, Pathak H, Dwivedi BS, et al. (2011) Soil 
aggregation and associated organic carbon fractions as affected by tillage in a 
rice-wheat rotation in North India. Soil Sci Soc Am J 75: 562-567.

49.	Jat ML, Gathala MK, Saharawat YS, Tetarwal JP, Gupta R, et al. (2013) Double 
no-till and permanent raised beds in maize–wheat rotation of north-western 
Indo-Gangetic plains of India: Effects on crop yields, water productivity, 
profitability and soil physical properties. Field Crops Res 149: 291-299.

50.	Ogle SM, Breidt FJ, Paustian K (2005) Agricultural management impacts on soil 
organic carbon storage under moist and dry climatic conditions of temperate 
and tropical regions. Biogeochem 72: 87-121.

51.	Yadvinder Singh, Gupta RK, Singh J, Singh G, Singh G, et al. (2010) Placement 
effects on rice residue decomposition and nutrient dynamics on two soil types 
during wheat cropping in rice–wheat system in northwestern India. Nutr Cycl 
Agroecosys 88: 471-480.

52.	Salinas-García JR, Hons FM, Matocha JE (1997) Long-term effects of tillage 
and fertilization on soil organic matter dynamics. Soil Sci Soc Am J 61: 
152-159. 

53.	Gathala MK, Ladha JK, Saharawat YS, Kumar V, Kumar V, et al. (2011) Effect 
of tillage and crop establishment methods on physical properties of a medium-
textured soil under a seven-year rice−wheat rotation. Soil Sci Soc Am J 75: 
1851-1862.

54.	Yang  XM, Wander MM (1999) Tillage effects on soil organic carbon distribution 
and storage in a silt loam soil in Illinois. Soil Till Res 52: 1-9.

55.	Blanco-Canqui H, Lal R (2007) Soil structure and organic carbon relationships 
following 10 years of wheat straw management in no-till. Soil Till Res 95: 
240-254.

56.	Deen W, Kataki P (2003) Carbon sequestration in a long-term conventional 
versus conservation tillage experiment. Soil Till Res 74: 143-150.

57.	Kumar S, Kadono A, Lal R, Dick W (2012) Long-term no-till impacts on organic 
carbon and properties of two contrasting soils and corn yields in Ohio. Soil Sci 
Soc Am J 76: 1798-1809.

58.	Azooz RH, Arshad MA, Franzluebbers AJ (1996) Pore size distribution and 
hydraulic conductivity affected by tillage in northwestern Canada. Soil Sci Soc 
Am J 60: 1197-1201.

59.	He J, Wang Q, Li H, Tullberg JN, Mchugh D, et al. (2009) Soil physical properties 
and infiltration after long-term no-tillage and ploughing on the Chinese Loess 
Plateau. New Zealand J Crop and Hort Sci 37: 157-166.

60.	Huang M, Yingbin Z, Peng J, Bing X, Feng Y, et al. (2012) Effect of tillage on 
soil and crop properties of wet-seeded flooded rice. Field Crops Res 129: 28-38.

61.	Tripathi RP, Sharma P, Singh S (2007) Influence of tillage and crop residue on 
soil physical properties and yields of rice and wheat under shallow water table 
conditions. Soil Till Res 92: 221-226.

62.	Dolan MS, Clapp CE, Allmaras RR, Baker JM, Molina JAE (2006) Soil organic 
carbon and nitrogen in a Minnesota soil as related to tillage, residue and 
nitrogen management. Soil Till Res 89: 221-231.

63.	Singh G, Jalota SK, Sidhu BS (2005) Soil physical and hydraulic properties in 
a rice-wheat cropping system in India: Effects of rice-straw management. Soil 
Use Manage 21: 17-21.

64.	Bhagat RM, Verma TS (1991) Impact of rice straw management on soil physical 
properties and wheat yield. Soil Sci 152: 108-115.

65.	Hussain I, Olson KR, Ebelhar SA (1999) Long-term tillage effects on soil 
chemical properties and organic matter fractions. Soil Sci Soc Am J 63: 
1335-1341. 

66.	Bronick CJ, Lal R (2005) Soil structure and management: A review Geoderma 
124: 3-22. 

67.	Zhang GS, Chan KY, Li GD, Huang GB (2008) Effect of straw and plastic film 
management under contrasting tillage practices on the physical properties of 
an erodible loess soil. Soil Till Res 98: 113-119.

68.	Malhi SS, Nyborg M, Goddard T, Puurveen D (2011) Long-term tillage, straw 
and N rate effects on some chemical properties in two contrasting soil types in 
Western Canada. Nutr Cycl Agroecosyst 90: 133-146.

69.	Li HW, Gao HW, Wu HD, Li WY, Wang XY, et al. (2007) Effects of 15 years 
of conservation tillage on soil structure and productivity of wheat cultivation in 
northern China. Aust J Soil Res 45: 344-350.

70.	Niu XS, Ma YL, Niu LA, Hao JM, Zhang SK (2007) Effects of no-tillage planting 
for winter wheat with maize straw mulching on soil physicochemical properties. 
Acta Agric Boreali Sin 22: 158-163.

71.	Saha S, Chakraborty D, Sharma AR, Tomar RK, Bhadraray S, et al. (2010) 
Effect of tillage and residue management on soil physical properties and crop 
productivity in maize (Zea mays)–Indian mustard (Brassica juncea) system. 
Indian J Agric Sci 80: 679-685.

72.	Sharma PK, De Datta SK, Redulla CA (1988) Tillage effects on soil physical 
properties and wetland rice yield. Agron J 80: 34-39.

73.	Mohanty M, Painuli DK, Misra AK, Ghosh PK (2007) Soil quality effects of 
tillage and residue under rice–wheat cropping on a Vertisol in India. Soil Till 
Res 92: 243-250.

74.	Taylor HM, Roberson GM, Parker JR JJ (1966) Soil strength-root penetration 
relations for medium to coarse-textured soil materials. Soil Sci 102: 18-22. 

75.	Pikul JL, Aase JK (1995) Infiltration and soil properties as affected by annual 
cropping in the northern Great Plains. Agron J 87: 656-662. 

76.	Shukla MK, Lal R, Owens LB, Unkefer P (2003) Land use and management 
impacts on structure and infiltration characteristics of soils in the North 
Appalachian region of Ohio. Soil Sci 168: 167-177. 

77.	Chang C, Lindwall CW (1992) Effects of tillage and crop rotation on physical 
properties of a loam soil. Soil Tillage Res 22: 383-389. 

78.	Bhattacharyya  R, Kundu S, Pandey SC, Singh KP, Gupta HS (2008) Tillage 
and irrigation effects on crop yields and soil properties under the rice–wheat 
system in the Indian Himalayas. Agric Water Manage 95: 99-102.

79.	Kukal SS, Singh Y, Jat ML, Sidhu HS (2014) Improving water productivity of 
wheat-based cropping systems in South Asia for sustained productivity. Adv 
Agron 127: 157-258. 

80.	Chakraborty D, Nagarajan S, Aggarwal P, Gupta VK, Tomar RK, et al. (2008) 
Effect of mulching on soil and plant water status, and the growth and yield of 
wheat (Triticum aestivum L) in a semi-arid environment. Agric Water Manage 
95: 1323-1334.

81.	Balwinder Singh, Humphreys  F, Eberbach PL, Katupitiya A, Yadvinder Singh 
(2011) Growth, yield and water productivity of zero till wheat as affected by rice 
straw mulch and irrigation schedule. Field Crops Res 121: 209-225. 

82.	Ogunremi LT, Lal R, Babalola O (1986) Effects of tillage methods and water 
regimes on soil properties and yield of lowland rice from a sandy loam soil in 
southwest Nigeria. Soil Till Res 6: 223-234.

83.	Hatfield JL, Sauer TJ, Prueger JH (2001) Managing soils to archive greater 
water use efficiency: A review Agron J 93: 271-280. 

http://digital.csic.es/handle/10261/16472
http://digital.csic.es/handle/10261/16472
http://digital.csic.es/handle/10261/16472
http://en.cnki.com.cn/Article_en/CJFDTOTAL-MLZW201103034.htm
http://en.cnki.com.cn/Article_en/CJFDTOTAL-MLZW201103034.htm
http://en.cnki.com.cn/Article_en/CJFDTOTAL-MLZW201103034.htm
https://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&ved=0ahUKEwjB1-Wvg6nSAhULgI8KHXxbAusQFggeMAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fmanu30.magtech.com.cn%2Fzwyy%2FEN%2Fabstract%2Fabstract2691.shtml&usg=AFQjCNGer_46Z3J30oJ4TL_wQoZkQSlofg
https://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&ved=0ahUKEwjB1-Wvg6nSAhULgI8KHXxbAusQFggeMAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fmanu30.magtech.com.cn%2Fzwyy%2FEN%2Fabstract%2Fabstract2691.shtml&usg=AFQjCNGer_46Z3J30oJ4TL_wQoZkQSlofg
https://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&ved=0ahUKEwjB1-Wvg6nSAhULgI8KHXxbAusQFggeMAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fmanu30.magtech.com.cn%2Fzwyy%2FEN%2Fabstract%2Fabstract2691.shtml&usg=AFQjCNGer_46Z3J30oJ4TL_wQoZkQSlofg
http://dx.doi.org/10.1081/CSS-120018973
http://dx.doi.org/10.1081/CSS-120018973
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/s0167-1987(97)00006-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/s0167-1987(97)00006-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/s0167-1987(97)00006-8
https://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0ahUKEwiTlbHTgqnSAhUEK48KHQDHC-EQFggbMAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.sciencedirect.com%2Fscience%2Farticle%2Fpii%2FS0167198715001257&usg=AFQjCNGqT6J9-i6fcNboAphu17x44f_Zcw
https://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0ahUKEwiTlbHTgqnSAhUEK48KHQDHC-EQFggbMAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.sciencedirect.com%2Fscience%2Farticle%2Fpii%2FS0167198715001257&usg=AFQjCNGqT6J9-i6fcNboAphu17x44f_Zcw
https://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0ahUKEwiTlbHTgqnSAhUEK48KHQDHC-EQFggbMAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.sciencedirect.com%2Fscience%2Farticle%2Fpii%2FS0167198715001257&usg=AFQjCNGqT6J9-i6fcNboAphu17x44f_Zcw
http://repository.cimmyt.org/xmlui/handle/10883/1518
http://repository.cimmyt.org/xmlui/handle/10883/1518
http://repository.cimmyt.org/xmlui/handle/10883/1518
https://lirias.kuleuven.be/bitstream/123456789/272284/1/Poster+CA+Carbon.pdf
https://lirias.kuleuven.be/bitstream/123456789/272284/1/Poster+CA+Carbon.pdf
https://lirias.kuleuven.be/bitstream/123456789/272284/1/Poster+CA+Carbon.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.2136/sssaj2010.0185
http://dx.doi.org/10.2136/sssaj2010.0185
http://dx.doi.org/10.2136/sssaj2010.0185
https://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&ved=0ahUKEwjZw8y5gKnSAhVMRY8KHezDB0sQFggbMAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.sciencedirect.com%2Fscience%2Farticle%2Fpii%2FS0378429013001494&usg=AFQjCNG6RMKOPZNB6512nJ4Tqp6YOhiAbw
https://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&ved=0ahUKEwjZw8y5gKnSAhVMRY8KHezDB0sQFggbMAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.sciencedirect.com%2Fscience%2Farticle%2Fpii%2FS0378429013001494&usg=AFQjCNG6RMKOPZNB6512nJ4Tqp6YOhiAbw
https://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&ved=0ahUKEwjZw8y5gKnSAhVMRY8KHezDB0sQFggbMAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.sciencedirect.com%2Fscience%2Farticle%2Fpii%2FS0378429013001494&usg=AFQjCNG6RMKOPZNB6512nJ4Tqp6YOhiAbw
https://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&ved=0ahUKEwjZw8y5gKnSAhVMRY8KHezDB0sQFggbMAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.sciencedirect.com%2Fscience%2Farticle%2Fpii%2FS0378429013001494&usg=AFQjCNG6RMKOPZNB6512nJ4Tqp6YOhiAbw
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10533-004-0360-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10533-004-0360-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10533-004-0360-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10705-010-9370-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10705-010-9370-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10705-010-9370-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10705-010-9370-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.2136/sssaj1997.03615995006100010023x
http://dx.doi.org/10.2136/sssaj1997.03615995006100010023x
http://dx.doi.org/10.2136/sssaj1997.03615995006100010023x
http://agris.fao.org/agris-search/search.do?recordID=US201400149192
http://agris.fao.org/agris-search/search.do?recordID=US201400149192
http://agris.fao.org/agris-search/search.do?recordID=US201400149192
http://agris.fao.org/agris-search/search.do?recordID=US201400149192
E:\Journals\JEE\JEE_S7\JEE S7_W\JEE-17-100 [S7-002]\v
E:\Journals\JEE\JEE_S7\JEE S7_W\JEE-17-100 [S7-002]\v
https://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0ahUKEwi6xaeF_6jSAhXDRY8KHR4tAAkQFggcMAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.sciencedirect.com%2Fscience%2Farticle%2Fpii%2FS0167198707000451&usg=AFQjCNHzMT1_dXHz1WKG--4LU6P26dFbow&bvm=bv.147448319,d.c2I
https://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0ahUKEwi6xaeF_6jSAhXDRY8KHR4tAAkQFggcMAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.sciencedirect.com%2Fscience%2Farticle%2Fpii%2FS0167198707000451&usg=AFQjCNHzMT1_dXHz1WKG--4LU6P26dFbow&bvm=bv.147448319,d.c2I
https://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0ahUKEwi6xaeF_6jSAhXDRY8KHR4tAAkQFggcMAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.sciencedirect.com%2Fscience%2Farticle%2Fpii%2FS0167198707000451&usg=AFQjCNHzMT1_dXHz1WKG--4LU6P26dFbow&bvm=bv.147448319,d.c2I
https://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0ahUKEwiyku31_qjSAhWINo8KHXnmADkQFggfMAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.sciencedirect.com%2Fscience%2Farticle%2Fpii%2FS0167198703001624&usg=AFQjCNGLB-h07bAMOc2uTwAVWVu6e4mSOQ&bvm=bv.147448319,d.c2I
https://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0ahUKEwiyku31_qjSAhWINo8KHXnmADkQFggfMAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.sciencedirect.com%2Fscience%2Farticle%2Fpii%2FS0167198703001624&usg=AFQjCNGLB-h07bAMOc2uTwAVWVu6e4mSOQ&bvm=bv.147448319,d.c2I
http://dx.doi.org/10.2136/sssaj2012.0055
http://dx.doi.org/10.2136/sssaj2012.0055
http://dx.doi.org/10.2136/sssaj2012.0055
http://dx.doi.org/10.2136/sssaj1996.03615995006000040034x
http://dx.doi.org/10.2136/sssaj1996.03615995006000040034x
http://dx.doi.org/10.2136/sssaj1996.03615995006000040034x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1475-2743.2005.tb00101.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1475-2743.2005.tb00101.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1475-2743.2005.tb00101.x
https://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0ahUKEwjk77vz_ajSAhUJt48KHd96BosQFggcMAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.sciencedirect.com%2Fscience%2Farticle%2Fpii%2FS0378429012000287&usg=AFQjCNHDxf2H61daWwETzitqP3Hb3op3qw&bvm=bv.147448319,d.c2I
https://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0ahUKEwjk77vz_ajSAhUJt48KHd96BosQFggcMAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.sciencedirect.com%2Fscience%2Farticle%2Fpii%2FS0378429012000287&usg=AFQjCNHDxf2H61daWwETzitqP3Hb3op3qw&bvm=bv.147448319,d.c2I
https://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0ahUKEwi-uszg_ajSAhULPo8KHcOhD68QFggZMAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.sciencedirect.com%2Fscience%2Farticle%2Fpii%2FS0167198706000675&usg=AFQjCNGvEwS2OMfLUYIp_aflM0uATRTydw&bvm=bv.147448319,d.c2I
https://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0ahUKEwi-uszg_ajSAhULPo8KHcOhD68QFggZMAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.sciencedirect.com%2Fscience%2Farticle%2Fpii%2FS0167198706000675&usg=AFQjCNGvEwS2OMfLUYIp_aflM0uATRTydw&bvm=bv.147448319,d.c2I
https://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0ahUKEwi-uszg_ajSAhULPo8KHcOhD68QFggZMAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.sciencedirect.com%2Fscience%2Farticle%2Fpii%2FS0167198706000675&usg=AFQjCNGvEwS2OMfLUYIp_aflM0uATRTydw&bvm=bv.147448319,d.c2I
https://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0ahUKEwivqvXC_ajSAhUJNI8KHfKQATUQFggcMAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.sciencedirect.com%2Fscience%2Farticle%2Fpii%2FS0167198705002187&usg=AFQjCNFsrpj_-gdraLQqGjbTViyK2Orzog&bvm=bv.147448319,d.c2I
https://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0ahUKEwivqvXC_ajSAhUJNI8KHfKQATUQFggcMAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.sciencedirect.com%2Fscience%2Farticle%2Fpii%2FS0167198705002187&usg=AFQjCNFsrpj_-gdraLQqGjbTViyK2Orzog&bvm=bv.147448319,d.c2I
https://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0ahUKEwivqvXC_ajSAhUJNI8KHfKQATUQFggcMAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.sciencedirect.com%2Fscience%2Farticle%2Fpii%2FS0167198705002187&usg=AFQjCNFsrpj_-gdraLQqGjbTViyK2Orzog&bvm=bv.147448319,d.c2I
https://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&ved=0ahUKEwimmJvH86jSAhUIMY8KHT91A_gQFggeMAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fonlinelibrary.wiley.com%2Fdoi%2F10.1111%2Fj.1475-2743.2005.tb00101.x%2Fabstract&usg=AFQjCNEi1qHdI0QCTcGl9QTbjDxLxNv2cg
https://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&ved=0ahUKEwimmJvH86jSAhUIMY8KHT91A_gQFggeMAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fonlinelibrary.wiley.com%2Fdoi%2F10.1111%2Fj.1475-2743.2005.tb00101.x%2Fabstract&usg=AFQjCNEi1qHdI0QCTcGl9QTbjDxLxNv2cg
https://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&ved=0ahUKEwimmJvH86jSAhUIMY8KHT91A_gQFggeMAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fonlinelibrary.wiley.com%2Fdoi%2F10.1111%2Fj.1475-2743.2005.tb00101.x%2Fabstract&usg=AFQjCNEi1qHdI0QCTcGl9QTbjDxLxNv2cg
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00010694-199108000-00007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00010694-199108000-00007
http://dx.doi.org/10.2136/sssaj1999.6351335x
http://dx.doi.org/10.2136/sssaj1999.6351335x
http://dx.doi.org/10.2136/sssaj1999.6351335x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.geoderma.2004.03.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.geoderma.2004.03.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.still.2007.09.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.still.2007.09.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.still.2007.09.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10705-010-9417-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10705-010-9417-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10705-010-9417-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1071/SR07003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1071/SR07003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1071/SR07003
https://doi.org/10.7668/hbnxb.2007.S2.039
https://doi.org/10.7668/hbnxb.2007.S2.039
https://doi.org/10.7668/hbnxb.2007.S2.039
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/268537191_Effect_of_tillage_and_residue_management_on_soil_physical_properties_and_crop_productivity_in_maize_Zea_mays-Indian_mustard_Brassica_juncea_system
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/268537191_Effect_of_tillage_and_residue_management_on_soil_physical_properties_and_crop_productivity_in_maize_Zea_mays-Indian_mustard_Brassica_juncea_system
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/268537191_Effect_of_tillage_and_residue_management_on_soil_physical_properties_and_crop_productivity_in_maize_Zea_mays-Indian_mustard_Brassica_juncea_system
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/268537191_Effect_of_tillage_and_residue_management_on_soil_physical_properties_and_crop_productivity_in_maize_Zea_mays-Indian_mustard_Brassica_juncea_system
https://doi.org/10.2134/agronj1988.00021962008000010008x
https://doi.org/10.2134/agronj1988.00021962008000010008x
https://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0ahUKEwjDod7k76jSAhXFLo8KHaOfD6UQFggcMAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.sciencedirect.com%2Fscience%2Farticle%2Fpii%2FS016719870600064X&usg=AFQjCNG0AHcXyS6iefjRm7pDByOgPTFNAQ&bvm=bv.147448319,d.c2I
https://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0ahUKEwjDod7k76jSAhXFLo8KHaOfD6UQFggcMAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.sciencedirect.com%2Fscience%2Farticle%2Fpii%2FS016719870600064X&usg=AFQjCNG0AHcXyS6iefjRm7pDByOgPTFNAQ&bvm=bv.147448319,d.c2I
https://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0ahUKEwjDod7k76jSAhXFLo8KHaOfD6UQFggcMAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.sciencedirect.com%2Fscience%2Farticle%2Fpii%2FS016719870600064X&usg=AFQjCNG0AHcXyS6iefjRm7pDByOgPTFNAQ&bvm=bv.147448319,d.c2I
http://journals.lww.com/soilsci/Citation/1966/07000/SOIL_STRENGTH_ROOT_PENETRATION_RELATIONS_FOR.2.aspx
http://journals.lww.com/soilsci/Citation/1966/07000/SOIL_STRENGTH_ROOT_PENETRATION_RELATIONS_FOR.2.aspx
https://doi.org/10.2134/agronj1995.00021962008700040009x
https://doi.org/10.2134/agronj1995.00021962008700040009x
https://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0ahUKEwih1aDH7ajSAhXJqY8KHds6AwMQFggZMAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fpdfs.journals.lww.com%2Fsoilsci%2F2003%2F03000%2FLAND_USE_AND_MANAGEMENT_IMPACTS_ON_STRUCTURE_AND.3.pdf&usg=AFQjCNFmKiUmbqkZ4dhyaimHUAB_lvTuoA&bvm=bv.147448319,d.c2I
https://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0ahUKEwih1aDH7ajSAhXJqY8KHds6AwMQFggZMAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fpdfs.journals.lww.com%2Fsoilsci%2F2003%2F03000%2FLAND_USE_AND_MANAGEMENT_IMPACTS_ON_STRUCTURE_AND.3.pdf&usg=AFQjCNFmKiUmbqkZ4dhyaimHUAB_lvTuoA&bvm=bv.147448319,d.c2I
https://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0ahUKEwih1aDH7ajSAhXJqY8KHds6AwMQFggZMAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fpdfs.journals.lww.com%2Fsoilsci%2F2003%2F03000%2FLAND_USE_AND_MANAGEMENT_IMPACTS_ON_STRUCTURE_AND.3.pdf&usg=AFQjCNFmKiUmbqkZ4dhyaimHUAB_lvTuoA&bvm=bv.147448319,d.c2I
https://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&ved=0ahUKEwiAt9Su7ajSAhXGto8KHb3ZBvoQFggcMAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.sciencedirect.com%2Fscience%2Farticle%2Fpii%2F016719879290051C&usg=AFQjCNE9ZpyN01Bw-uKMTaaxREFrFQZR5w&bvm=bv.147448319,d.c2I
https://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&ved=0ahUKEwiAt9Su7ajSAhXGto8KHb3ZBvoQFggcMAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.sciencedirect.com%2Fscience%2Farticle%2Fpii%2F016719879290051C&usg=AFQjCNE9ZpyN01Bw-uKMTaaxREFrFQZR5w&bvm=bv.147448319,d.c2I
https://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&ved=0ahUKEwi6qdWU7ajSAhULvI8KHdGUB4sQFggbMAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.sciencedirect.com%2Fscience%2Farticle%2Fpii%2FS037837740800084X&usg=AFQjCNFqlElo-5cza0UyxVYk7uuly-8Hgw
https://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&ved=0ahUKEwi6qdWU7ajSAhULvI8KHdGUB4sQFggbMAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.sciencedirect.com%2Fscience%2Farticle%2Fpii%2FS037837740800084X&usg=AFQjCNFqlElo-5cza0UyxVYk7uuly-8Hgw
https://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&ved=0ahUKEwi6qdWU7ajSAhULvI8KHdGUB4sQFggbMAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.sciencedirect.com%2Fscience%2Farticle%2Fpii%2FS037837740800084X&usg=AFQjCNFqlElo-5cza0UyxVYk7uuly-8Hgw
http://knowledgecenterblog.cimmyt.org/improving-water-productivity-of-wheat-based-cropping-systems-in-south-asia-for-sustained-productivity/
http://knowledgecenterblog.cimmyt.org/improving-water-productivity-of-wheat-based-cropping-systems-in-south-asia-for-sustained-productivity/
http://knowledgecenterblog.cimmyt.org/improving-water-productivity-of-wheat-based-cropping-systems-in-south-asia-for-sustained-productivity/
https://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&ved=0ahUKEwjz-cCi7KjSAhXDqI8KHatxDlMQFggbMAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.sciencedirect.com%2Fscience%2Farticle%2Fpii%2FS0378377408001480&usg=AFQjCNGW-mJZYdjgh9vDFzTyezXNaNeUSA
https://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&ved=0ahUKEwjz-cCi7KjSAhXDqI8KHatxDlMQFggbMAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.sciencedirect.com%2Fscience%2Farticle%2Fpii%2FS0378377408001480&usg=AFQjCNGW-mJZYdjgh9vDFzTyezXNaNeUSA
https://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&ved=0ahUKEwjz-cCi7KjSAhXDqI8KHatxDlMQFggbMAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.sciencedirect.com%2Fscience%2Farticle%2Fpii%2FS0378377408001480&usg=AFQjCNGW-mJZYdjgh9vDFzTyezXNaNeUSA
https://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&ved=0ahUKEwjz-cCi7KjSAhXDqI8KHatxDlMQFggbMAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.sciencedirect.com%2Fscience%2Farticle%2Fpii%2FS0378377408001480&usg=AFQjCNGW-mJZYdjgh9vDFzTyezXNaNeUSA
http://agris.fao.org/agris-search/search.do?recordID=US201301945946
http://agris.fao.org/agris-search/search.do?recordID=US201301945946
http://agris.fao.org/agris-search/search.do?recordID=US201301945946
https://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&ved=0ahUKEwiP5IDx6KjSAhWKtI8KHa1KDmcQFggbMAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.sciencedirect.com%2Fscience%2Farticle%2Fpii%2F0167198786904575&usg=AFQjCNFZBLhMI7ihnKdXEehfQfHNfxGVWw
https://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&ved=0ahUKEwiP5IDx6KjSAhWKtI8KHa1KDmcQFggbMAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.sciencedirect.com%2Fscience%2Farticle%2Fpii%2F0167198786904575&usg=AFQjCNFZBLhMI7ihnKdXEehfQfHNfxGVWw
https://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&ved=0ahUKEwiP5IDx6KjSAhWKtI8KHa1KDmcQFggbMAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.sciencedirect.com%2Fscience%2Farticle%2Fpii%2F0167198786904575&usg=AFQjCNFZBLhMI7ihnKdXEehfQfHNfxGVWw
http://digitalcommons.unl.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=2346&context=usdaarsfacpub
http://digitalcommons.unl.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=2346&context=usdaarsfacpub


Citation: Gathala MK, Jat ML, Saharawat YS, Sharma SK, Yadvinder S, et al. (2017) Physical and Chemical Properties of a Sandy Loam Soil Under 
Irrigated Rice-Wheat Sequence in the Indo-Gangetic Plains of South Asia. J Ecosys Ecograph 7: 246. doi: 10.4172/2157-7625.246

Page 12 of 12

Volume 7 • Issue 3 • 1000246J Ecosyst Ecography, an open access journal 
ISSN: 2157-7625 

84.	Su  Z, Zhang J, Wu W, Cai D, Lv J, et al. (2007) Effects of conservation tillage 
practices on winter wheat water-use efficiency and crop yield on the Loess 
Plateau, China. Agric Water Manage 87: 307-314.

85.	Dahiya R, Ingwersen J, Streck T (2007) The effect of mulching and tillage on 
the water and temperature regimes of a loess soil: Experimental findings and 
modelling. Soil Till Res 96: 52-63.

This article was originally published in a special issue, Ecological 
observatories: challenges and benefits handled by Editor. Dr. Fatih 
Evrendilek, Abant Izzet Baysal University, Turkey

https://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&ved=0ahUKEwi686626KjSAhVIqI8KHTCMD68QFggZMAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.sciencedirect.com%2Fscience%2Farticle%2Fpii%2FS0378377406002216&usg=AFQjCNEUcJwMlDOxQ9hZUF-0S7zeVawhRg&bvm=bv.147448319,d.c2I
https://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&ved=0ahUKEwi686626KjSAhVIqI8KHTCMD68QFggZMAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.sciencedirect.com%2Fscience%2Farticle%2Fpii%2FS0378377406002216&usg=AFQjCNEUcJwMlDOxQ9hZUF-0S7zeVawhRg&bvm=bv.147448319,d.c2I
https://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&ved=0ahUKEwi686626KjSAhVIqI8KHTCMD68QFggZMAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.sciencedirect.com%2Fscience%2Farticle%2Fpii%2FS0378377406002216&usg=AFQjCNEUcJwMlDOxQ9hZUF-0S7zeVawhRg&bvm=bv.147448319,d.c2I
https://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&ved=0ahUKEwiE-eml6KjSAhVIvo8KHXH8AagQFggbMAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.sciencedirect.com%2Fscience%2Farticle%2Fpii%2FS0167198707000529&usg=AFQjCNH4TyLIXdf3VCGC1Z0Zx2wto3yW9w
https://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&ved=0ahUKEwiE-eml6KjSAhVIvo8KHXH8AagQFggbMAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.sciencedirect.com%2Fscience%2Farticle%2Fpii%2FS0167198707000529&usg=AFQjCNH4TyLIXdf3VCGC1Z0Zx2wto3yW9w
https://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&ved=0ahUKEwiE-eml6KjSAhVIvo8KHXH8AagQFggbMAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.sciencedirect.com%2Fscience%2Farticle%2Fpii%2FS0167198707000529&usg=AFQjCNH4TyLIXdf3VCGC1Z0Zx2wto3yW9w

	Title
	Corresponding author
	Abstract
	Keywords
	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Experimental site 
	Experimental details and management 
	Crop residue and sesbania aculeata management  
	Seeding and seed rate 
	Water application and management  
	Fertilizer application 
	Weed management 
	Soil sampling and measurement of soil properties  
	Statistical analysis 

	Results and Discussion 
	Soil fertility parameters 
	Soil physical parameters 

	Conclusion 
	Acknowledgments 
	Table 1
	Table 2
	Figure 1
	Figure 2
	Figure 3
	Figure 4
	Figure 5
	Figure 6
	Figure 7
	References



