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ABSTRACT

In Nagaur district cumin blight disease management trial was conducted through on-farm trial during
the year 2020-21. Cumin seed yield of 9.74 g/ha was obtained under demonstration technology as
compared to farmer’s practice (7.81 g/ha). The percent seed yield under demonstrations was 25%
over the farmer’s practices. Under demonstrated practices, farmers got maximum net return of
Rs. 89055/ha. Whereas, it was of Rs. 65215/ha under farmer’s practices. The incremental benefit

cost ratio was 1:3.37 under demonstrations as compared to 1:2.8 in farmer’s practices.

Key words: Blight disease, Cumin.

1Lrkouk

thik tkjr dh ,o0 mik’.kdfvVe/h; n”ik dh ,d egRoi .k
cht elkyk okyh Qly gA if’pen JktLRku e ;g e[;
i 1 mxkb thrh gA JKELRkuU rFk xEjkr jkT; vdy
80 ¢fr7kr 1 T;knk dk mRiknu djr gA jkELFku e thjk
cefk -1 I ukxkj] ckMej] /iy o tykj vikin fEyk
e cgrk;r e ck;k thrk gA ;g ,d egRoi.k de otu
I mPp eY; nu okyt Qly g rfk bld cht dk mi;kx
elkyk cuku] djh d -1 €] vikpkj cuku o Lokin’V [kkuk
idku e fd;k thrk gA € dk vikd 1 vikd mRiknu yu
e cgr I chekfj ;k egRoi.k ck/kk gA JkELRku rFk xEjkr

JiT;kefdlkukd [kr 1ij bl Qly ee[; -1 1 >yl
(blight, Alternaria burnsii), m[ka (wilt, Fusarium oxysporum
f.sp. cumini), rFkk NKN ;& (powdery mildew, Erysiphe
polygoni) Vkfn chekfj;k e/;e 1 xHaj cdki e n[l xb
g (“kek ,0 vi;] 2013)A bu chekfj ;k e >y bk CykbV)
,d Icl cMh chekjh g &€ Icl igy ikfdLrku n”k
e n[kh xb Fh (“kkfdj ,0 vU;] 1995)A Hkjr n’k e
;g clekjh Icl 1gy mlty ,0 vU; 1938 Hjk n[kn
xb Fkh rFik jkELFkku e ;g chekjh Icl 1gy €l
1955 Hjk crkb xb FkhA bl chekjh e DHh “kdh;
Hkkxk 13 NKV&NKV ifjxfyr /ilc cu tkr g tk
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fd ckn e cM gkdj dky jx d gk &r g rFk dkb Hh
chikot fu;=.k u dju 1j 80 ¢fr’kr rd dk udlku gk
thrk g &V ,0 vU;] 2019)) D;kd gk ,d fuskr
mle[k Qly g vkj dh n” dh wiiFkfrdh e egRoi .k
LFku j[krh gA bltfy, € d bl wvifFkd egRoi .k
ifjn”; dk /;ku e j[kdj ;g Vv/;;u clLrifor fd;k
X;k gA

Rkext ,0 1jh{k.k fof/k

;9 V/; 5 u —Fk fokku due] ukxkj-1 d Hjk ukxkj fey
e dN fdlkuk d [kr i1j o’k 2020&21 d nkjku v,u
Qe Vi;y d el/;e 1 fd;k x;kA bl v/;5u e
Azoxystrobin+Tebuconazole @ 1 litha Clk thj dh >y|k
iolight: chekjh d fo#) eY;kdu fd;k x;kA bl v/;;u
e dy nk mipkj dh ryuk dh xb rFik >y Ik chekjh dk
cdki n[kk x;kA —'k foKku dUa] ukxkj-1 Hjk cnfkr
dh xb e[; rdutd futukulkj gA

1. Spray of Azoxystrobin 11%+ Tebuconazole 18.3% SC @
1 littha

2. Spray of Carbendazim @ 2 g/lit

ifj.lke ,0 foopuk

—f'k foKku dUe] ukxkj-1 Fjk o’k 2020&21 e fd, X,
v/;;u b ark pyk dhi v,u Qke Vk;y d el/;e
mipkj ucj 2 e >y Ik chekjh dk ¢dki de 18-3 1fr’krt
FikA €V ,0 wi;] 2019 u ik;k dh tjk Qly e ;fn
Azoxystrobin 11%+Tebuconazole 18.3% SC dk 1 livha dh
nj 1 fNMdko fd;k tk; rk >yl chekjh dk cdki
cgr gh de 19 1fr’kri gkrk gA “k[or o wi; 2013 u
Hkh ik;k dh Tebuconazole dk fNMdko fd;k tk, rk
>y Ik chekjh dk ¢cdki ugh gkrk rFk >y Bk chekjh db
IHh ctkfr;k dh c<okj fcydy Ha ugh gkrh vij bl
chekjh dk cdki fcydy [KRe gk tkrk gA ¢enf”r rdund
e tij di Qly dh mit 974 fDo@gDV;j ikir gb
irifydk 1%A ogh bld foijhr fdlku 1}r e €jk
Qly dh mit 781 fDo@gDV;j ikir gbA fdlku
1}r e thjk Qly dh mit e deh dk dkj.k >y Ik
chekgh dk vikd 1212 ifr’krk adki Fk vij blld
dkj.k gh € dh mit e T;knk fxjkoV gbA ¢nfkr
rdud e fdlku 1)fr d foijir ©) dh mit e

cfrkr of) @e™i 25 ¢fr’kr n[kh xbA €V ,0 vi;]
2019 d vulij tj dh Qly e Azoxystrobin 11% +
Tebuconazole 18.3% Sc dk 1 iivha di nj mi;kx dju
1j tj di Qly e 27 ifr’kr rd mit e cMkrjh gkrt
gA pz o vi; 2005 u Ha 1k;k dh B0k rRk eyh e
>y Ik clekjh dk fu;=.k dju d fy, Azoxystrobin ,d
cgr gh dkjxj nokb gA vikfrkd fo”y’k.k d v/;;u d
VI 1 ;9 Kkr gvk dh fdBku i) fr 1 €y dh [krh
dju e djhc&djic ¢nf’kr rdutd d RerY; gh [krh
dh ykxr 136250 #1;@gDV;j% vkb rrk bld foijir
¢nf’r rdutd e fdlku di [krh dju dh ykxr c¢fr
gbV;j -1; 37500 cfr gDV;j FhA enfkr rduld e
fdlku dk dy Idy yik ¢fr gbV;j zi; 101465
FkA ;g0 1dy yik fdlku 1)fr e -1; 126555 ¢fr
gDV;j FA Azoxystrobin + Tebuconazole d CHko d dkj .k
>y Ik chekjh dk ¢cdki ¢nf*kr rduhd e cgr gh de
gku d dkj.k ¢fr gDV;j “) yltk e c<krjh gb &k fd
Zi; 89055 FkA ogh bld foijhr fdlku dk viun
rdud 1 ;g “) yhtk #i; 65215 ¢fr gDV;j chir
gvk tk fd ¢nf’kr rdutd di ryuk e dgh de FikA
¢nfkr rdund dk ykxr yik vuikr v/; ;u dju ij
irk pyk dh enf*r rdund e ykxr yik vuikr 3-37
FikA ogh bld foijhr ;g ykxr yitk vuikr fdlku
rduhd e 2-80 FikA

mi Bgkj

mijka v/;;u b ark pyk fd —'k foKku die Fjk
ukxkj fE€y e dN fdlkuk d [kr 1j 0’k 2020&21 d
nkjku v,u Qke Vk;y ¢cn™u d ek/;e 1 ¢nf’kr dh
xb cgrj rdutd 1 fdhkuk di € di Qly e
>y bk chekjh dk cgr de ¢dki ik;k x;k rFk enf’kr
rduhd e fdlkuk dh €1 Qly di mit e dkQn
btkQk gvk vij feldk vy fdlku dk ¢fr gDV;j
gku oky “k) ykik d -1 e gviAbl v/;;ul ;g
irk pyrk g fd fd Iu —f'k foKku dle d oKkfudk
gk enf’kr di €ku okyh rduhdk dk viukdj o
crib thu okyh fRQk "k dk [kr e ykx djd vi/kd
I vikd mRiknu ckir dj Idr g rFik thj dh
Qly dk mRiknu rFik gku oky ykik dk c<k Idr

gA
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