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Table 1

seasons, sowing dates and moisture regimes at Patancheru and Anantapur, India

Observed (O) and simulated (S) pod yield (t/ha) for peanut at final harvest in various

Pod yield (t/ha)

Year Sowing date Moisture regime (S-0)x100/0
S (0]
Patancheru

1984 9 June Rainfed 1.6 1.2 33.3
1987 13 July Rainfed 2.3 2.0 15.0
Irrigated 4.5 2.3 95.7
1990 19 June Rainfed 4.1 3.9 5.1
1990 4 June Rainfed 4.2 4.0 5.0
1991 4 December Rainfed 3.4 2.6 30.8
1992 27 June Rainfed 4.2 4.2 0.0

Anantapur ’
1998 12 July Rainfed 0.8 1.0 -20.0
Irrigated 2.1 2.8 ~25.0
12 August Rainfed 2.2 2.1 4.8
Irrigated 2.3 2.5 -8.0
1989 11 July Rainfed 1.6 1.4 14.3
Irrigated 2.6 2.8 -7.1
1990 16 June Rainfed 0.6 0.7 ~14.3
Irrigated 1.9 1.8 5.6
4 August Rainfed 1.8 1.8 0.0
Irrigated 2.1 2.1 0.0

Source: Singh et al. (1994a)

Table 2

Observed (O) and simulated (S) pod yield (t/ha) for peanut at final harvest in various plant

spacings and plant populations during the 1992 rainy season at Patancheru, Andhra Pradesh,

India

Plant spacing

Plant population (plant/m®)

Pod yield (t/ha)

(S-0)x100/0

S O
20 10 3.33 2.80 18.9
20 3.80 3.50 8.6
40 4,12 4.20 =19
30 10 3.30 2.60 26.9
20 3.80 3.40 11.8
40 4.09 4.10 -0.2
60 10 3.24 2.30 40.9
20 3.57 3.00 19.0
40 3.80 3.80 0.0

Source: Singh et al. (1994b)
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Fig. 1 Comparison between observed and simulated pod yield (t/ha) of all peanut lines at all

locations for pod yield of large-seeded type (a) and small-seeded type (b)

Source: Banterng et al. (2003)
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