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were the best trealments, which häve registered 127.0 and 

1155higher curd yicid with additional net returns of Rs. 

2.90.005 and 2,64,453. respectively Over control 

alter dlutng with tmes of w.atesranirit was aPpiiee 

durng tMO and three 1imes as per treatments 
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CONCLUSION 

In cauliflower. although the significantly highest yield 
and nct rcturns were obtainecd under recommended dose of 

Rome fcitilizes application. but considering long term 

sustainability. the integrated applhcation of norganie an 
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Performance of summer groundnut in natural farming in comparison 
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agrarian movement which begun in 2002 in Karnataka and 

later successfully spread in many states of the nation. 
CTISIS Of Indian agriculuure is veY perinent at this mo- 

ment às green revoluton is gradually losing its hope. Exces- 

SIVC. pointiess exploit.ation of brovds ot green tevolution 

has left bad footprints on couniry s food serurity and envi 

ronmental salety With the notto to ensure twd security by 

fe i ing Indian agriculture in environmentall sate way s 

well as to release farmers fom debt cyele and suieides, zero 

budget natural farming ZBNF) has come in to the picture 

which discards uses of all the chemical farming inputs and 
rehes on nstural way of faming ic rejuvenating soil nd 

crop health througlh its own practices iBeejanmrutha. 
leev amruthu. muiching. s0l aeratsin, intererppng, crop 

diverifiu aton and perennial trees on tlie bunts, b-pest- 

METHODOLOGY 

A ficld experiment was conducted at MARS, University 

of Ayricultural Scienees, Dharwad in Northern Transition 

Zone (Zone 8) of Karnataka on clay soil to study the etfect 

of dtferent farming practices on groundnut under irrigated 

conditions during summer 2018-19. 2019-20 and 2020-21 
The experinent was lad out in randomized complete block 

desgn ( RBD) with eight replicatons. The treatnents com- 

pused ol three larming practices T Recommended Pack- 

age of Practices RPP, T: Organic farming (OF) and T 
atural Fuming (NE). The inputs used m different tarming Cides cl 3N} nove11ent ight niw is lic ost popular 
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