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thjk Qly esa >qylk chekjh dk izca/ku

ckcw yky tkV] fuf/k] xksihpan flag] iq’ik dqekor

—f’k foKku dsUnz] ukxkSj&I —f’k fo”ofo|ky;] tks/kiqj&342 304] jktLFkku] HkkjrA

izkIr% twu 2021          Lohdr̀% twu 2021

lkjka”k
thjk Qly esa >qylk chekjh dk izca/ku vkWu QkeZ Vªk;y izn”kZu ds ek/;e ls o’kZ 2020&21 esa fd;k x;kA bl “kks/k esa
irk pyk fd izn”kZu izkS|ksfxdh ls 9&74 DohaVy@gSDVs;j thjk mRiknu gqvkA blds lkFk gh thjk mRiknu esa 25&0
çfr”kr dh nj ls c<+ksrjh gqbZA çn”kZu çkS|ksfxdh esa “kq) ykHk #i;s 89055 #i;s@gsDVs;j izkIr gqvkA ykxr ykHk vuqikr
Hkh çn”kZu çkS|ksfxdh esa o’kZ 2020&21 esa 3&37 izkIr gqvkA fdlku i)fr esa ykxr ykHk vuqikr 2&80 izkIr gqvkA

'kCn dqath% thjk] >qylk chekjhA
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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 q/ha was obtained under demonstration technology as
compared to farmer’s practice (7.81 q/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.

izLrkouk
thjk Hkkjr dh ,oa miks’.kdfVca/kh; ns”kksa dh ,d egRoiw.kZ
cht elkyk okyh Qly gSA if”peh jktLFkku esa ;g eq[;
:i ls mxkbZ tkrh gSA jktLFkku rFkk xqtjkr jkT; vdsys
80 çfr”kr ls T;knk dk mRiknu djrs gSaA jktLFkku esa thjk
çeq[k :i ls ukxkSj] ckM+esj] tks/kiqj o tkykSj vkfn ftyksa
esa cgqrk;r esa cks;k tkrk gSA ;g ,d egRoiw.kZ de otu
ls mPp ewY; nsus okyh Qly gS rFkk blds cht dk mi;ksx
elkyk cukus] djh ds :i esa] vkpkj cukus o Lokfn’V [kkuk
idkus esa fd;k tkrk gSA thjs dk vf/kd ls vf/kd mRiknu ysus
esa cgqr lh chekfj;ka egRoiw.kZ ck/kk gSaA jktLFkku rFkk xqtjkr

jkT;ksa esa fdlkuksa ds [ksr ij bl Qly esa eq[; :i ls >qylk
(blight, Alternaria burnsii), m[kVk (wilt, Fusarium oxysporum

f.sp. cumini), rFkk NkN;k (powdery mildew, Erysiphe

polygoni) vkfn chekfj;ka e/;e ls xaHkhj çdksi esa ns[kh xbZ
gSa (“kekZ ,oa vU;] 2013)A bu chekfj;ksa esa >qylk (CykbV)
,d lcls cM+h chekjh gS tks lcls igys ikfdLrku ns”k
esa ns[kh xbZ Fkh (“kkfdj ,oa vU;] 1995)A Hkkjr ns”k esa
;g chekjh lcls igys mIiy ,oa vU; 1938 }kjk ns[kh
xbZ Fkh rFkk jktLFkku esa ;g chekjh lcls igys tks”kh
1955 }kjk crkbZ xbZ FkhA bl chekjh esa lHkh “kkdh;
Hkkxks a ij NksVs&NksV s ifjxfyr /kCcs cu tkrs gS a tks
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fd ckn esa cM+s gksdj dkys jax ds gks tkrs gSa rFkk dksbZ Hkh
çHkkoh fu;a=.k u djus ij 80 çfr”kr rd dk uqdlku gks
tkrk gS (tkV ,oa vU;] 2019)] D;ksafd thjk ,d fu;kZr
mUeq[k Qly gS vkSj dh ns”k dh vkfFkZfrdh esa egRoiw.kZ
LFkku j[krh gSA blhfy, thjs ds bl vkfFkZd egRoiw.kZ
ifjn”̀; dks /;ku esa j[kdj ;g v/;;u çLrkfor fd;k
x;k gSA

lkexzh ,oa ijh{k.k fof/k
;g v/;;u —f’k foKku dsUæ] ukxkSj-I ds }kjk ukxkSj ftys
esa dqN fdlkuksa ds [ksr ij o’kZ 2020&21 ds nkSjku v‚u
QkeZ Vªk;y ds ek/;e ls fd;k x;kA bl v/;;u esa
Azoxystrobin+Tebuconazole @ 1 lit/ha dk thjs dh >qylk
¼blight½ chekjh ds fo#) ewY;kadu fd;k x;kA bl v/;;u
esa dqy nks mipkj dh rqyuk dh xbZ rFkk >qylk chekjh dk
çdksi ns[kk x;kA —f’k foKku dsUæ] ukxkSj-I }kjk çnf”kZr
dh xbZ eq[; rduhdsa fuEukuqlkj gssssSA

1. Spray of Azoxystrobin 11%+ Tebuconazole 18.3% SC @
    1 lit/ha
2. Spray of Carbendazim @ 2 g/lit

ifj.kke ,oa foospuk
—f’k foKku dsUæ] ukxkSj-I }kjk o’kZ 2020&21 esa fd, x,
v/;;u ls irk pyk dh v‚u QkeZ Vªk;y ds ek/;e ls
mipkj uacj 2 esa >qylk chekjh dk çdksi de ¼8-3 izfr”kr½
FkkA tkV ,oa vU;] 2019 us ik;k dh thjk Qly esa ;fn
Azoxystrobin 11%+Tebuconazole 18.3% SC dk 1 lit/ha dh
nj ls fNMdko fd;k tk;s rks >qylk chekjh dk çdksi
cgqr gh de ¼9 izfr”kr½ gksrk gSA “ks[kkor o vU; 2013 us
Hkh ik;k dh Tebuconazole dk fNMdko fd;k tk, rks
>qylk chekjh dk çdksi ugha gksrk rFkk >qylk chekjh dh
lHkh çtkfr;ksa dh c<+okj fcydqy Hkh ugha gksrh vkSj bl
chekjh dk çdksi fcydqy [kRe gks tkrk gSA çnf”kZr rduhd
esa thjs dh Qly dh mit 9-74 fDao@gsDVs;j izkIr gqbZ
¼rkfydk 1½A ogha blds foijhr fdlku i}fr esa thjk
Qly dh mit 7-81 fDao@gsDVs;j izkIr gqbZA fdlku
i}fr esa thjk Qly dh mit esa deh dk dkj.k >qylk
chekjh dk vf/kd ¼21-2 izfr”kr½ izdksi Fkk vkSj blds
dkj.k gh thjs dh mit esa T;knk fxjkoV gqbZA çnf”kZr
rduhd esa fdlku i)fr ds foijhr thjs dh mit esa

çfr’kr of̀) Øe”k% 25 çfr”kr ns[kh xbZA tkV ,oa vU;]
2019 ds vuqlkj thjs dh Qly esa Azoxystrobin 11% +

Tebuconazole 18.3% SC dk 1 lit/ha dh nj mi;ksx djus
ij thjs dh Qly esa 27 izfr”kr rd mit esa cM+ksrjh gksrh
gSA paæ o vU; 2005 us Hkh ik;k dh ljlksa rFkk eqyh esa
>qylk chekjh dk fu;a=.k djus ds fy, Azoxystrobin ,d
cgqr gh dkjxj nokbZ gSA vkfFkZd fo”ys’k.k ds v/;;u ds
vk/kkj ij ;g Kkr gqvk dh fdlku i)fr ls thjs dh [ksrh
djus esa djhc&djhc çnf”kZr rduhd ds lerqY; gh [ksrh
dh ykxr ¼36250 #i;s@gsDVs;j½ vkbZ rFkk blds foijhr
çnf”kZr rduhd esa fdlku dh [ksrh djus dh ykxr çfr
gSDVs;j :i;s 37500 çfr gSDVs;j FkhA çnf’kZr rduhd esa
fdlku dk dqy ldy ykHk çfr gSDVs;j :i;s 101465
FkkA ;gh ldy ykHk fdlku i)fr esa :i;s 126555 çfr
gSDVs;j FkkA Azoxystrobin + Tebuconazole ds çHkko ds dkj.k
>qylk chekjh dk çdksi çnf”kZr rduhd esa cgqr gh de
gksus ds dkj.k çfr gSDVs;j “kq) ykHk esa c<+ksrjh gqbZ tks fd
:i;s 89055 FkkA ogha blds foijhr fdlku dks viuh
rduhd ls ;g “kq) ykHk #i;s 65215 çfr gSDVs;j çkIr
gqvk tks fd çnf”kZr rduhd dh rqyuk esa dgha de FkkA
çnf”kZr rduhd dk ykxr ykHk vuqikr v/;;u djus ij
irk pyk dh çnf”kZr rduhd esa ykxr ykHk vuqikr 3-37
FkkA ogha blds foijhr ;g ykxr ykHk vuqikr fdlku
rduhd esa 2-80 FkkA

milagkj
mijksä v/;;u ls irk pyk fd —f’k foKku dsUæ }kjk
ukxkSj ftys esa dqN fdlkuksa ds [ksr ij o’kZ 2020&21 ds
nkSjku v‚u QkeZ Vªk;y çn”kZu ds ek/;e ls çnf”kZr dh
xbZ csgrj rduhd ls fdlkuksa dh thjs dh Qly esa
>qylk chekjh dk cgqr de çdksi ik;k x;k rFkk çnf”kZr
rduhd esa fdlkuksa dh thjs Qly dh mit esa dkQh
btkQk gqvk vkSj ftldk vlj fdlku dks çfr gSDVs;j
gksus okys “kq) ykHk ds :i esa gqvkA bl v/;;u ls ;g
irk pyrk gS fd fdlku —f’k foKku dsUæ ds oSKkfudksa
}kjk çnf”kZr dh tkus okyh rduhdksa dks viukdj o
crkbZ tkus okyh flQkfj”kksa dks [ksr esa ykxq djds vf/kd
ls vf/kd mRiknu çkIr dj ldrs gSa rFkk thjs dh
Qly dk mRiknu rFkk gksus okys ykHk dks c<+k ldrs
gSaA
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