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Effect of irrigation and fertigation levels on soil
fertility and yield of watermelon
(CitrulluslanatusThunb.)

ABSTRACT

Aims: To study the effect of different irrigation and fertigation levels as well as their
combination on soil fertility, nutrient uptake, and fruit yield of watermelon.

Study design:Strip-plot design.

Place and Duration of Study:A field experiment was conducted atthe Department of
Vegetable Science, Dr. Panjabrao Deshmukh Krishi Vidyapeeth, Akola during the summer
season 2018-18 and 2019- 2020.

Methodology:Two factors of irrigation and fertigation and three levels in each factor and the
nine combinations of irrigation and fertigation levels were evaluated against the soil fertility,
nutrient uptake, and fruit yield of watermelon.

Results:The results revealed that the soil pH was reduced while the organic carbon content
increased with an increase in fertigation levels. In general, pooled mean revealed that
available nitrogen (N), phosphorus (P), and potassium (K) were higher by 4.8, 16.9, and
4.5%, respectively, in F; (125% RDF through fertigation) over F; (75% RDF through
fertigation) and significantly maximum availability was observed under the treatment
combination of I,F;. The uptake of N, P, and K under 1,(100% of irrigation water requirement
(IWR)) and F; were increased by about 12 and 22, 27 and 21, and 32 and 31% over that of
irrigation level 13(60% IWR) and fertigation level F3, respectively. The pooled data of fruit
yield revealed that the 1,(80% IWR) irrigation level and F; fertigation level had 35.39 and
36% higher fruit yield of watermelon as compared to I3 and F3, respectively. Among the
different irrigation and fertigation levels, a significantly maximum fruit yield of watermelon
was observed under I;F4, followed by I,F,.

Conclusion:The study demonstrated the superiority of combining irrigation and fertigation
combination of I,F; for improving soil fertility and watermelon yield, potentially saving up to
20% of irrigation water.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The sustainability of any agricultural resource, such as water, nutrients, or soil, necessitates
optimal utilization. Aside from economic considerations, the negative environmental impact
of inappropriate use of water and fertilizers can have far-reaching consequences. As a
result, there is a need to develop agro technologies that will aid in the conservation of
precious resources and the maximization of crop production while minimizing environmental
impact [1]. Vegetables are essential to human nutrition [2]. Watermelons are grown
extensively in the Indian states of Uttar Pradesh and Maharashtra. According to research,
the yield of this vegetable crop has been declining over the years due to the indiscriminate
use of chemical fertilizers [3]. Excessive use of inorganic fertilizers for vegetable crops
causes soil and environmental disruption, and inorganic fertilizers cannot sustain high levels
of vegetable crop productivity on their own. At the moment, more emphasis is being laid on
reducing fertilizer requirements without jeopardizing crop yield potential. Fertigation is one




such management option in which any water-soluble fertilizer or chemical can be applied in
precise amounts in synchrony with the plant's needs, directly into the crop's root zone [4].
The term "Precision Agriculture" (PA) is now widely used in the context of climate change, to
refer to the use of agricultural input as and when needed in a precise manner while taking
serious environmental impacts into account. Drip irrigation is one such PA component. It is
one of the most efficient methods of supplying water and nutrients to plants, which not only
saves water but also increases the yield of fruits and vegetables, especially in arid and semi-
arid regions where available water resources are scarce. This may also reduce total water
requirements while increasing water use efficiency. To reduce production costs and
environmental pollution, it is critical to use water and nutrients wisely. Earlier studies also
reported the significance of irrigation and fertigation practices to improve the yield of different
vegetable crops. Fontes et al. [5] found that using higher levels of K in conjunction with drip
irrigation resulted in the highest tomato yield. Veeranna et al. [6] revealed that,drip.fertigation
of water-soluble fertilizers at the recommended dose resulted in significantly higher dry fruit
yield in Chili. Muralikrishnasamy et al. [7] observed that drip irrigation with 50% pan
evaporation and 100% N and K through fertigation increased dry pod.yield by 67.47%.

Thus it seems from the above literature that fertigation techniques.for major vegetable crops
have been standardized over the last two decades, there has beenlittle research on the
fertigation of watermelon under semi-arid subtropical climatic conditions. Proper fertigation
management also necessitates an understanding of soil fertility and crop nutrient uptake.
Monitoring soil and plant nutrient status is critical for‘ensuring maximum crop productivity.
Chemical fertilizers in the proper dose, as well as optimal moisture availability, are well
known for increasing vegetable crop yield. Fertilizer prices are rising on a daily basis, leaving
farmers with only a marginal profit. As a result, it is critical that the use efficiency of applied
fertilizers be increased while avoiding harm to. the soil and environment. Given the
importance of water and nutrients, i.e. irrigation and fertigation, particularly in the summer
watermelon in Maharashtra's western Vidarbha .region, where summer temperatures can
exceed 42°C, the proposed study is. very significant and useful for efficient fertilizer and
irrigation water utilization. Keeping. the foregoing in mind, the current study aims to
investigate how different levels of irrigation and fertigation affect soil fertility, nutrient uptake,
and watermelon yield, as well as to identify the best combination of irrigation and fertigation
level(s) to achieve maximum watermelon yield potential.

2. MATERIAL AND METHODS

2.1 Description of the Study Area

A field experiment:was.conducted at Instructional Farm, Department of Vegetable Science,
Dr. Panjabrao. Deshmukh Krishi Vidyapeeth, Akola during the summer season 2018-19 and
2019- 2020.:t is:located in the subtropical zone with an altitude of 307.42 m above mean
sea level (MSL). The climate of Akola is semi-arid and characterized by three distinct
seasons viz. hot'and dry summer from March to May, warm and rainy monsoon from June to
October, and- mild cold winter from November to February. The normal mean monthly
maximum_temperature is 42.50°C during the hottest May, while, the normal mean monthly
minimum temperature is 10.60°C in the coldest December. The land used under the
experimental layout was fairly uniform with a gentle slope. The soil was medium black with
uniform texture, color, and good drainage. The texture of the soil was clay loam with pH 7.8,
electrical conductivity (EC) 0.26 dsm™, organic carbon (OC) 5.1 g kg'l, available N 184.5 kg
ha™, P 17.65 kg ha™, K 305.6 kg ha™.

2.2 Experimental Design and Treatments

The experiment was laid out in strip-plot design (SPD) with two factors (i) three irrigation
levels and (ii) three fertigation levels replicated three times. The treatment details in irrigation
levels were, 1;:100% of irrigation water requirement (IWR); 1,:80% IWR; 13:60% IWR and in



fertigation levels, F;:125% recommended dose of fertilizer (RDF) through fertigation;
F,:100% RDF through fertigation; F3:75% RDF through fertigation. RDF were: 200:100:100
kg NPK ha™. The nine combinations of irrigation and fertigation levels were also evaluated.

2.3 Fertigation methodology

The drip irrigation system was employed for irrigation and fertigation in this experiment.
Along the crop rows, lateral lines of 16 mm diameter LLDPE pipes with online drippers of 2
Iph discharge capacity and dripper spacing of 1m was laid. For the main and sub-main, 75
mm and 65 mm diameter LLDPE pipe were used. The main line was linked directly to a 7.5
HP pump via a manifold unit equipped with a filter, a pressure gauge, ventury, and a control
valve. The duration of water delivery to each treatment was controlled by gate valves
installed at the inlet end of each lateral.

2.4Fertilizer Application and Intercultural Operations

The water-soluble fertilizers such as 19:19:19 and urea and drip irrigation:systems were
used for irrigation and fertigation purposes. Watermelon (Var:.F1-hybrid:(sugar queen))
seedlings were raised in portrays for 15 days before being transplanted to the main field at a
spacing of 2m x 1m. Fruits were harvested when they made a.dull sound when tapped or
when the fruits surface on the ground level turnedyellow. All other management
interventions were carried out in accordance with the university's standard package of
practices.

2.5 Yield recording and soil and plant analysis

The post-harvest surface (0-15 cm) soil samples were collected from experimental plots. The
collected soil samples were processed and analyzed for pH and EC [8], OC [9], N [10], P
[11], and K [12]. The N content in plant samples was estimated by the modified Micro-
Kjeldahl method [12]. The P contentin the vine sample was determined by Vanadomolybdo
phosphoric yellow color method using KlettSummerson Photo Electro Calorimeter [9] and K
was determined using Flame Photometer {12].

2.6 Statistical Analysis

The mean data on various. parameters obtained from the analysis were statistically
analyzedas per precedure. given by Gomez and Gomez [13]. The significance of the
difference between treatment-means was determined using the least significant difference
(LSD) values atP=.0.05. Duncan’s multiple range test was used for the multiple comparison
of treatment means.

3. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

3:1 Soil properties

The effect of irrigation and fertigation levels on soil properties viz. pH and OC was
significant, while the effect on EC was non-significant during both the years of study (2018-
19 and 2019-20) and the pooled mean (Table 1). In irrigation levels, soil pH was statistically
at par in all the levels during both the years of study as well as in pooled mean, while in
fertigation levels, the soil pH tends to increase with a decrease in fertigation levels from F;
(125% RDF through fertigation) to F; (75% RDF through fertigation). In general, the soil pH
in fertigation level F; was lower by 1.6% as compared to fertigation level Fz. The interactive
effect of irrigation and fertigation revealed that all the irrigation levels in combination with F;
(I1F4, 15F1, and I3F;) had the significantly lowest soil pH during both the years and in pooled
mean too. The lowest pH in F; as compared to F, and F; may be due to acidity produced by
the application of higher levels of nitrogen fertilizers through drip irrigation. Further, the



application of higher nutrient rates particularly nitrogen in F; might have produced residual
acidity associated with N-fertilizers during the nitrification process. Similar results were also
reported by Chaudhary et al. [14] and Ibrahim et al. [15]. The OC content of the soil in the
present investigation ranged from 5.1 t0 5.8 g kg'l (Table 1). In irrigation levels, significantly
higher OC content was observed under irrigation level I, (80% IWR) during the second year
and in the pooled mean while it was statistically at par in all three irrigation levels during the
first year of experimentation. Among the fertigation levels, significantly maximum OC was
found in fertigation level F; (125% RDF through fertigation), followed by F, (100% RDF
through fertigation) and least in F; (75% RDF through fertigation), during both the years and
inpooled



Table 1. Effect of irrigation and fertigation levels on soil chemical properties

Treatments 2018-19 2019-20 Pooled
I'g\'/gf‘;'g)” R, R F, Mean F, K, F, Mean Fp “F, F,  Mean
pH

Iy 7.81° 7.89° 7.92%*  7.87% 7.82% 7.86° 7.93% 7.87% 7.82° 7.88™ 7.93* 7.87°

I 7.82¢ 7.92% 7.94° 7.89° 7.81¢° 7.9% 7.94% 7.88% 7.82° 7.91* 7.94® 7.89°

I3 7.81° 7.86° 7.95° 7.87° 7.83% 7.88°  7.94% 7.88% 7.82° 7.87° 7.95% 7.88°

Mean 7.81¢ 7.89° 7.94° 7.82° 7.88° 7.94° 7.82° 7.89°  7.94°

SE(m)+ l: .005, F: .01, | X F: .01 l:.01, F: .01, I X F: .01 l: .01, F: .02, | X F: .02

LSD(P = .05) l: .02, F: .03, | X F: .03 l: .03, F: .03, | X E;..04 l: .03, F: .05, | X F: .06
EC (ds m™)

Iy 0.25 0.28 0.27 027 0.27 0.25 024 025 026 0.27 0.26 0.26

I 0.26 0.24 0.26 0.25 0.28 0.27 0.28 0.28 027 0.26 0.27 0.27

I3 0.29 0.27 0.29 0.28 0.24 0.27 029 0.27 027 0.27 0.29 0.28

Mean 027 0.26 0.27 0.26 0.26 0.27 0.27 0.26 0.27

SE(m)+ l:.12,F: .12, I X F: .11 l: .2, F: .15, | X F: .12 l: .11, F: .12, I X F: .11

LSD (P = .05) I: NS, F: NS, | X F: NS I'NS, F:NS, | X F:NS I: NS, F: NS, | X F: NS
OC (g kg™

Iy 58% 5.4° 5.32 5.52 5.72 5.20¢ 51° 5.3° 582 5.3° 5.29¢ 54

I 5.5% 572 5.1° 5.4° 5.9° 5.6 56 5.7° 57® 57% 54% 562

I3 52° 51° 5.1° 5.1°2 5.8° 5.1° 51° 5.3° 55 51° 51° 5.2°

Mean 552 54% 5.2° 5.8° 5.3° 5.3° 578 54%* 5.2°

SE(m)+ l:.1, F: .06, | X F: .2 .1, F: .1, IXF.1 l: .06, F: .1, 1 X F: .06

LSD (P = .05) l: .4, F: 2% F:.5 I: .3, F: .4, 1 X F.4 l:.2,F:.3,IXF: .2

*Means followed by the same letter in a column are not significantly different at P=.05 according to Tukey's HSD
EC: electrical conductivity, OC: organic earbon
I,= 100% of irrigation water requirement, I,= 80% of irrigation water requirement, Is= 60% of irrigation water requirement, F;=
125% recommended dose of fertilizer (RDF) through fertigation, F,=100% RDF through fertigation, F;=75% RDF through

fertigation



mean. In general, pooled mean revealed that OC content of the soil was increased by 9.6%
in F; as compared to F;. Among the different irrigation and fertigation interaction levels, OC
content was significantly higher and statistically comparable under all the irrigation levels in
combination with F; (I;F4, 1,F4, and I3F;). Furthermore, treatment combination I,F, also had a
higher content of OC, which was statistically at par with all irrigation levels in combination
with F;. The observed highest OC in F, level and F; in combination with I, I, and I3 might be
because of improved plant and root growth. Under optimum nutrient supply through
fertigation, there was marked enhancement in the above-ground and root biomass of
watermelon which ultimately contributed to soil organic matter and thus improved the soil
organic carbon. This was further supported by the studies of Morra et al.[16].

3.2 Soil fertility status

The fertility status of soil in terms of available N, P, and K were also significantly. affected by
different irrigation levels, and fertigation levels as well as the interaction of these‘two. The
available N, P, and K contents under various irrigation and fertigation levels.ranged between
294.37-313.81, 21.36-28.39, and 367.86-416.03 kg ha™, respectively (Table 2). The
available N and P content of the soil, under different irrigation. levels, were more or less
statistically at par during both the years and in pooled mean, while*available K content was
significantly higher under irrigation level of I, (80% IWR), followed by I, (100% IWR) and I3
(60% IWR), which again were statistically comparable. Among the fertigation levels, it was
observed that available N, P, and K content tends to increase with'an increase in fertigation
levels and were significantly higher under F; during both:the years and in pooled mean. For
example, in pooled mean, the available N, P, and.K were higher by 4.8, 16.9, and 4.5%,
respectively, over F;. Within the different combinations of irrigation and fertigation levels, all
the three irrigation levels (I, I, and I3) in combination‘with fertigation level F; had a higher
content of available N, P, and K, but among: these treatments, the significantly highest
content of available N, P, and K was observed under I,F;. The higher content of available N,
P, and K was observed in the F; fertigation level and F; in combination with I, I, and I3
because, in these treatments, higheridoses:of N, P, and K were supplied through drip
irrigation. In fertigation levels, especially in F;, 25% more N, P, and K were given through
drip irrigation as compared to Fz'which had 25% less N, P, and K than the recommended
dose. This help in enriching the soil fertility after satisfying the nutrient needs of the
watermelon. Similar results were also reported by Meena et al., [17], Prasad et al., [18],
Sood and sharma [19]; andBidari‘et al. [20].

3.3 Nutrient uptake by watermelon

The uptake of macronutrients (N, P, and K) by watermelon was significantly affected by
different irrigations .and fertigation levels (Table 3). The uptake of N, P, and K varied
between treatments, ranging from 95.58-125.89, 14.79-25.44, and 42.84-75.22 kg ha™,
respectively. In irrigation levels, significantly higher uptake of N, P, and K were recorded
under irrigation level of I, (80% IWR), followed by I; (100% IWR), and least in I3 (60% IWR).
The uptake of N, P, and K under I, were increased by about 12, 27, and 32% over that of
irrigation level lI;.Among the different fertigation levels, the levels where higher amount of
NPK were supplied through fertigation i.e. F; (125% RDF through fertigation) had the
significantly highest uptake of N, P, and K. For instance, the uptake of N, P, and K were
higher by about 22, 21, and 31% in F; as compared to fertigation level F; (75% RDF through
fertigation).The interaction of irrigation and fertigation levels also had a significant influence
on the uptake of N, P, and K content by watermelon. It was observed that the combination of
I, with either F; or F, (100% RDF through fertigation) had resulted in significantly higher
uptake of N, P, and K over rest of the irrigation and fertigation level combinations. The higher
nutrient uptake in the 1, and F; plot is primarily due to improved soil properties as a result of



the synchrony between nutrient supply and demand by the crop.Further, drip irrigation
delivered the water near the crop’s root zone




Table 2. Effect of irrigation and fertigation levels on soil fertility (kg ha) status

Treatments 2018-19 2019-20 Pooled
I'g\'/gf‘;'g)” F, K Fs Mean F, K Fs Mean” Fy K Fs Mean
Available Nitrogen

Iy 307.88° 304.51° 296.14° 302.85%° 312.67° 307.27° 297.70° 305.88° 310.28" 305.89° 296.92° 304.36"

I, 311.68* 305.20° 295.23° 304.04*° 313.81° 308.39° 299.37%. 307.19% 312.75*% 306.79° 297.30"  305.61°

I3 309.01° 305.91° 201.75" 302.22° 310.68° 307.10° 299.32° 305.70° 309.85° 306.51° 295.53°  303.96"

Mean 309.52° 305.21° 294.37° 312.39° 307.59" 298.80° 310.96° 306.40° 296.59°

SE(m)+ I: .31, F:.28, | X F: .44 l: .30, F:.45, | X F: .43 I .17, F..30, | X F: .37

LSD (P = .05) I: 1.20, F: 1.09, | X F: 1.43 I: 1.16, F: 1.75, |’X'F+:1.40 l: 0.68, F: 1.20, | X F 1.20
Available Phosphorus

Iy 2470  23.27°  21.36° 23.11*  26.30° 2489  22.01" 24.40® 2550° 24.08° 21.68° 23.75"

I, 25.31°  24.17°  22.05° 23.84°  28.39%° 2549 2286 25.58°  26.85°  24.83° 22.45' 24.71°

I3 24.91* 2230 22.11° 23.10°  26.04°  23.99° 22.69' 24.24°  2547°  23.14° 22.40' 23.67"

Mean 24.97%°  23.24°  21.84° 26.91*°  2479°  22.52° 25.94*  24.02°  22.18°

SE(m)+ I: .14, F:.26, | X F:.27 .27, F:.31, | X F:.31 l: .16, F:.17, | X F1.17

LSD (P = .05) l: 1.05, F: 1.04, | X F: .89 1:1.05, F: 1.23, | X F: 1.01 l: .64, F: .68, | X F: .54
Available Potassium

Iy 378.32° 376.62° 367.86" 374.26° 384.47° 38257 377.93" 381.66° 381.40° 379.59°° 372.89" 377.96°

I, 398.26° 389.93° 375.18° 387.79° 416.03° 397.82° 380.14° 398.00° 407.15* 393.88" 377.66° 392.89°

I3 379.96° 372.87' 369.28° 374,04° 384.78° 375.19° 374.73° 378.23° 382.37° 374.03" 372.000 376.14°

Mean 385.52° 379.81° 370.77° 395.10° 385.19" 377.60° 390.31° 38250 374.19°

SE(m)+ l: .35, F:.26, | X F:.51 l: .79, F:.38, | X F:2.09 l: .50, F:.21, | X F:..14

LSD (P = .05) I: 1.37, F: 1.02, I X F: 1.65 l: 3.12, F: 1.51, | X F: 6.81 l: 1.97, F: .81, | X F: 3.72

*Means followed by the same letter in a column are not significantly different at P=.05 according to Tukey's HSD
I,= 100% of irrigation water requirement, I,= 80% of irrigation water requirement, I3= 60% of irrigation water requirement, F;= 125%
recommended dose of fertilizer (RDF).through fertigation, F,=100% RDF through fertigation, F3=75% RDF through fertigation



Table 3. Effect of irrigation and fertigation levels on nutrient uptake (kg ha™) by watermelon

Treatments 2018-19 2019-20 Pooled
I'g\'/gf‘;'g)” F, K Fs Mean F, K Fs Mean F K Fs Mean
Nitrogen

I 117.56b 99.43d 94.46e 103.81b  122.45b 101.21f 96.26h 106.64b -« 120.00b 100.32d 95.36f 105.23b

l» 123.86a 118.33b 95.58e 112.59a 125.89a 120.29c 97.72gh.. 114.64a 124.88a 119.31b 96.65ef 113.61a

I3 106.94c 98.11d 96.72de 100.59c 114.38d 103.05e 98.20g 105.21c 110.66¢ 100.58d 97.46e 102.90c

Mean 116.12a 105.29b 95.58¢c 120.91a 108.19b 97.39¢ 118.51a 106.74b 96.49c

SE(m)+ I: .44, F: .28, | XF:..62 I:.23, F..19, | X F: .57 I: .16, F: .12, | XF:.52

LSD (P = .05) I:1.72,F: 1.11, 1| XF: 2.01 I:.90, F: .74, | X F:1.87 I: .63, F: .49, | XF:1.70
Phosphorus

I 18.84b 15.88d 15.54d 16.75b 19.26¢d 18.67d 16.85e 18.26b 19.05c 17.27e 16.20f 17.51b

l» 22.52a 20.27b 18.03bc 20.27a 25.44a 21.86b 19.94c 22.41a 23.98a 21.07b 18.99cd 21.34a

I3 17.55c 15.69d 14.79d 16.01c 19.55cd 16.15e 16.40e 17.37b 18.55d 15.92g 15.60g 16.69b

Mean 19.64a 17.28b 16.12c 21.42a 18.89b 17.73b 20.53a 18.09b 16.93c

SE(m)+ I:.24, F: .09, | XF:.29 I: .25, F: .35, | XF:.36 I:.24, F: .15, | XF:.25

LSD (P = .05) I:.95, F: .34, | XF: .95 .97, F:1.39, | XF:1.16 I: .95, F: .58, | XF: .83
Potassium

I 58.33c 50.06d 47.16de 51.85b 60.88¢c 52.19d 49.97e 54.35b 59.61c 51.12d 48.56de 53.10b

l» 71.40a 64.24b 46.68de 60.77a 75.22a 66.05b 48.21f 63.16a 73.31a 65.14b 47.44de 61.96a

I3 49.20d 45.10de 42.84e 45.71c 51.69d 48.60f 43.979g 48.09c 50.44d 46.85ef 43.41f 46.90c

Mean 59.64a 53.13b 45.56¢ 62.60a 55.61b 47.38c 61.12a 54.37b 46.47c

SE(m)+ I: .63, F: .92, | XF:1.76 I:.23, F..15, | X F:.41 I:.32, F: .44, | XF:.94

LSD (P = .05) 1:247,F. 3.62, | XF: 573 .92, F: .57, 1| XF:1.33 1:11.27, F:1.73, | X F:3.07

*Means followed by the same letter in a column are not significantly different at P=.05 according to Tukey's HSD
I,= 100% of irrigation water requirement, I,= 80% of irrigation water requirement, I3= 60% of irrigation water requirement, F;= 125%
recommended dose of fertilizer (RDF) through fertigation, F,= 100% RDF through fertigation, F;= 75% RDF through fertigation



resulting in the better utilization of these nutrients. All of these processes led to increased N,
P, and K uptake by the watermelon. Further, Muthumanickam and Anburani[21], Bidari and
Hebsur[22], Feleafel and Mirbad[23],and Imamsaheb et al. [24] also reported similar results.

3.4 Fruit yield of watermelon

As discussed above, the different irrigation and fertigation levels, as well as their
combinations had significantly improved soil fertility and nutrient uptake by watermelon, and
so does the fruit yield of watermelon, ranging from 23.07 to 45.84 kg ha™ (Fig 1). The fruit
yield of watermelon was significantly highest under irrigation level 1, (80% IWR) and
statistically at par in 1; (100% IWR) and I; (60% IWR). In general, the pooled data revealed
that the I, irrigation level had a 35.39% higher fruit yield of watermelon as compared to Is.
This results in the saving of an additional 20% of irrigation water requirement. Among the
irrigation levels, significantly highest fruit yield was observed under the fertigation level of F;
(125% RDF through fertigation), followed by F, (100% RDF through fertigation) and-least
under F3 (75% RDF through fertigation). In F;, the fruit yield of watermelon wasthigher by
36.10% as compared to fertigation level F;. Among the combinations of different irrigation
and fertigation levels, a significantly maximum fruit yield of watermelon'was observed under
I,F, followed by I,F, during both the years of experiments as well as.in peoled mean. This
yield improvement was mainly because of improvement in the fertility status of soil and the
indirect effect of fertigation. The drip irrigation helped in maintaining the nutrients in soluble
form and facilitated the steady and continuous supply of nutrients and enhanced the nutrient
uptake during the critical crop growth period. Similar results were also reported by Karthick
et al. [25],Leghari et al. [26], Hazarika et al. [27], Rolviecki et-al. [28], andTanaskovik et al.
[29].
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Fig. 1. Effect of irrigation and fertigation levels on fruit yield of watermelon.

Vertical bars are the standard errors of the mean and the bars followed by a different letter are significantly different
at P=.05 according to Tukey’'s HSD

;= 100% of irrigation water requirement, l,= 80% of irrigation water requirement, I;= 60% of irrigation water
requirement, F;= 125% recommended dose of fertilizer (RDF) through fertigation, F,=100% RDF through fertigation,
F3s=75% RDF through fertigation



4. CONCLUSION

According to the findings of this study, watermelon responded significantly to irrigation level
I, (80% IWR) and F; (125% RDF through fertigation) fertigation level, as well as the
combination of I,F;. The fertigation level F1 had lowest soil pH, higher OC, and available
nutrients.Available N, P, and K content tends to increase with an increase in fertigation
levels and were significantly higher under F;. Further, all the three irrigation levels (I3, I,, and
I3) in combination with fertigation level F; had a higher content of available N, P, and K, but
among these treatments, the significantly highest content of available N, P, and K was
observed under I,F;. In addition, it was also observed that the combination of |, with either F;
or F, (100% RDF through fertigation) had resulted in significantly higher uptake of N, P, and
K over rest of the irrigation and fertigation level combinations. These treatments ultimately
resulted in the highest watermelon fruit yield. In unique approach the current study
demonstrated the superiority of combining irrigation and fertigation for improving soil fertility
and watermelon yield, potentially saving up to 20% of irrigation water.

REFERENCES

[1] Debashis C, Anil kumar S, Ashwanikumar, Khanna M..Movement and distribution
of water and nitrogen in soil as influenced by fertigation in broccoli. Journal of
Water management. 1999;7:8-13.

[2] Bisognin DA. Origin and Evolution of Cultivated Cucurbits. Ciencia Rural, Santa
Maria. 2002;32(5):715-723.
[3] Wani A, Kaur D, Ahmed I, Sogi, DS. Extraction optimization of watermelon seed

protein using response surface methadology. Food Science and Technology.
2008;41:1514-1520.

[4] Murakami K, Araki Y. The Relationship' between Cultivation Management and
Nitrogen Supply on the Growth of Watermelons. International Society of
Horticultural Science. 2001;2:111-114

[5] Fontes PC, Sampaio RRA, Finger FL. Fruit size, mineral composition and quality of
trickle irrigated tomatoes as affected by potassium rates.
PesquisaAgropecuariaBrasileira. 2000;35(1):21-25.

[6] Veeranna HK; Sujith.GM, Khalak A. Effect of fertigation and irrigation methods on
yield, water and fertilizer use efficiencies in chilli (Capsicum annuum L.). Changing
scenario in_the production systems of horticultural crops. Proceedings National
Seminar,:Coimbatore, Tamil Nadu, India, 28-30 August 2001.

[7] Muralikrishnasamy S, Veerabadran V, Krishnasamy SV, Kumar, Sakthivel S. Drip
irrigation_and fertigation in chillies (Capsicum annuum L.). 7th International Micro
irrigation Congress. Sept 10-26, PWTC, Kuala Lumpur, 2006.

[8] Jackson ML. Soil Chemical Analysis. Printice Hall of India Pvt. Ltd., New Delhi,
1983;219-221.

[9] Walkley A, Black IA. An examination of the different method for determining soil
organic matter and a proposed modification of the chromic acid titration method.
Soil Science.1934;37: 29-38.

[10] Subbiah BV, Asija GL. A rapid procedure for the estimation of available nitrogen in
soils. Current Science.1956;25:259-260

[11] Watanabe FS, Olsen SR. Test of ascorbic acid method for determining phosphorus
in water and sodium bicarbonates extracts of soils. Proceedings of Soil Science
Society of America. 1965;29:677-678.

[12] Piper S. Soil and Plant Analysis. IV Edition, University of Adelaide. Australia;
1966;135-200.



[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

[21]
[22]

[23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

[28]

[29]

Gomez KA, Gomez AA. Statistical procedure for agricultural Research. John Wiley
and Sons, New York.1984

Chaudhary SK, Yadav SK, Mahto DK, Sinha N, Singh SK. Effect of Organic and
Inorganic Sources of Nutrients on Growth and Yield of Bottle Gourd
(Lagenariasiceraria (Mol.). Current Journal of Applied Science and Technology.
2019;37:1-7.

Ibrahim EA, Ahmed E, Kader AEL. Effect of Soil Amendments on Growth, Seed
Yield and NPK Content of Bottle Gourd (Lagenariasiceraria) Grown in Clayey Soil.
International Journal of Plant and Soil Science. 2015;10:186-194.

Morra L, Bilotto M, Rosaki A, Pepe R, Sankonicola LL, Tonini A, Desiserio A,
Amore RD. Response of peppers to organic or mineral fertilizer.
InformatoreAgrario. 2002;56(45):69-74.

Meena OP, Meena RK, Dhaka RS, Meena NK, Sharma A. Effect of Nitrogen and
Phosphorous Levels on Growth and Yield of Bottle gourd [Lagenariasiceraria
(Mol.) Standl.]. Indian Journal of Pure and Applied Bioscience. 2017;5:1178-1184.
Prasad G, Nandi A, Swain PK. Soil Amendment and. Integrated Nutrient
Management on Growth, Yield, Soil Health, and Economics. ofiBottle Gourd.
International Journal of Vegetable Science. 2015;22:3-13.

Sood MC, Sharma RC. Water and nutrient management. for maximizing the
productivity of potato based cropping systems “in Shimla hills. Potato, global
research and development Proceedings of the:Global Conference on Potato, New
Delhi, India. 2002;2:935-941.

Bidari Bl, Martur MD, Math KK. Influence of soil properties on yield and quality of
chillies (Capsicum annuum L.) and partitioning of nutrients in fruit components.
National Symposium on Input Use ‘Efficiency in Agriculture. Kerala Agricultural
University, Thrissur. 2004:55-59.

Muthumanickam K, Anburani A. Effect of different levels of soluble fertilizers on
nutrient uptake in SolanumMelongena L..Journal of Phytology. 2018;10:49-51.
Bidari Bl, Hebsur NS. Potassium in relation to yield and quality of selected
vegetable crops. Karnataka Journal‘of Agricultural Sciences. 2011;24(11):55-59.
Feleafel MN, Mirdad ZM. Optimizing the nitrogen, phosphorus and potash
fertigation rates and frequency for eggplant in arid regions. International Journal of
Agriculture and Biology. 2013;15:737-742.

Imamsaheb SJ, Hanchinmani CN, Ravinaik K. Impact of drip irrigation and
fertigation.on growth, yield, quality and economic returns in different vegetable
crops. Asian Journal-of Horticulture. 2014;9(2):484- 491.

Karthick:R, Rajalingam GV, Praneetha S, Sujatha KB, Arumugam T. Studies on
the“influence ‘of micronutrients on yield, quality and economics of bitter gourd
(Memordicacharantia) cv. CO 1. International Journal of Chemical Studies.
2018;6:678-681.

Leghari MH, Mugheri AA, Sheikh SA, Wahocho NA. Response of nitrogen levels
on ‘the growth and vyield of bottle gourd varieties. International Journal of
Agricultural Sciences. 2014;5:86-92.

Hazarika M, Phookan D, Saikla P. Effect of different levels of NPK on yield and
quality parameters of watermelon. Crop Research. 2012;44:370-374.

Rolbiecki R, Rolbiecki S, Senyigit U. Comparison of watermelon yields under
conditions of drip irrigation connected with nitrogen fertigation in vicinities of
Bydgoszcz (Poland) and Cukurova (Turkey). Infrastructure and ecology of rural
areas. 2011:147-154.

Tanaskovik V, Cukaliev O, Romi¢ D, Ondrasek G. The influence of drip fertigation
on water use efficiency in tomato crop production. Agriculturae Conspectus
Scientificus. 2011;76(1):57-63.






