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Abstract: A field experiment was carried out in the field of the Faculty of Agriculture / University of Wasit located
at a longitude 45° 50' 33.5"east and N 29° 36' 49.8" norths for the 2019 growing season, the soil texture was Sandy
loam, to study the effect of types of mulching and irrigation systems on some physical properties of soil, growth and
yield of maize. The study was carried as factorial experiment in RCBD design with three replications, the first factor
was mulching (control, wheat straw, palm fronds, and black nylon), and the second factor was irrigation methods
(basin, and furrow). Maize crop was planted on 20/7/2019, and harvesting was completed on November 20, 2019.
The physical properties of the study treatments were measured before planting, mid-season and at the end of the
season, which included bulk density, saturated hydraulic conductivity, and soil temperature. The growth characters
of the maize were measured at 100% flowering, which include plant height, leaf area, weight of 500 grains, total
yield, and water use efficiency. The most important results obtained can be summarized as follows:
1.

2.
3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

The bulk density values at the beginning of the season were not significantly affected by soil mulching, as the
values of bulk density rates were 1.23, 1.23, 1.23 μg m-3 for control, frond, and black nylon mulching compared
to their pre-planting values 1.23 μg m-3. Whereas, there were significant differences in the mid-season in the
bulk density values of the control treatment, as they reached 1.24 μg m-3. While the mulching of fronds and
black nylon did not significantly affect the values of bulk density in the middle of the season compared with the
values before planting. While it is evident that there was a significant effect mulching on the values of the bulk
density of the control, frond, and black nylon mulching at the end of the season, which amounted to 1.24, 1.25,
and 1.26 μg m-3, respectively, compared to their values before planting. Also, it is noticed that the values of the
bulk density rates of straw mulching treatment decreased at the beginning, middle and end of the season, as the
values were 1.21, 1.22, and 1.22 μg m-3, respectively, compared with their value before planting.
There was no significant effect of the two irrigation methods on the bulk density values at the beginning, middle
and end of the season compared with the bulk density values before planting.
The presence of a significant effect of mulching on water conductivity, as the values of the water conductivity
decreased compared to their values before planting, and became 2.68 x 10 -3, 2.69 x 10-3, and 2.73 x 10-3 cm sec-1
for control, fronds, and nylon, respectively. While the treatment of straw mulching, the water conductivity
values increased at the end of the season compared to their values before planting.
The presence of the effect of the irrigation method on water conductivity, and led to a decrease in the values of
the water conductivity compared to its values before planting, as it reached 2.76 x10-3 - 2.75 x 10-3 cm sec-1 for
the two irrigation treatments in basin and furrow, respectively.
A slight decrease in the temperature in the middle of the season during the months of September and October,
and the decline continued until the end of the season in the month of November. The highest temperatures were
recorded for the treatment mulched with black nylon and control, followed by the palm fronds and the lowest
temperature for the straw mulch treatment. The irrigation method did not affect soil temperature during the
crop growth stages.
The presence of a significant effect of mulching on plant height, the mean values of plant height were 184.05,
169.25, 149.6, 177.5 cm for control, straw, fronds, and black nylon respectively, as well as the absence of a
significant effect of the irrigation method on plant height, the averages of the two methods of irrigation of basins
and furrows were 169.95 and 170.25 cm, respectively.
The presence of significant differences between mulching treatments for the leaf area (4205, 5381, 4385, 3564
cm2 for straw, frond, control, and nylon mulching respectively. as well as, the absence of significant differences
between the two irrigation methods on the leaf area.
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8.

The presence of significant differences between mulching treatments for the grain yield, reaching 5260, 4028,
3520, and 4625 kg ha-1 for control, straw, fronds, and nylon mulching, respectively. As well as significant
differences between the two irrigation methods on the grain yield, reaching 4014,4703 kg ha-1 for the treatment
of irrigation of basins and furrows, respectively.
9. The presence of significant differences between mulching treatments for weight of 500 grains (91.1, 103.8, 113.9,
99.8 gm for the control, straw, fronds, and black nylon respectively, as well as the presence of significant
differences between the two irrigation methods on the weight of 500 grains, which amounted to 105.4 98.8 gm
for irrigation with basins and furrows respectively.
10. Mulching soil surface with straw and fronds increased water use efficiency compared to the control treatment,
reaching 1.104, 0.849, and 0.708 kg m-3, respectively. There were also no significant differences between the two
irrigation methods on the water use efficiency.
Keywords: physical properties; mulching; systems irrigation; soil.

I. Introduction
Soil mulching has been defined as a practice used by organic growers, as it depends on the material used in the
application. Mulching mulch plays a positive role when used in covering the soil surface by rationing irrigation water and
minimizing the loss of nutrients as a result of washing operations with abundant irrigation and it helps in maintaining the
physical properties of the soil as a result of rain and walking on it [1]. One of the main reasons for mulching the soil is to
maintain soil moisture and increase water storage [2] and [3], explained that organic mulch such as Plant residues, straw,
and weeds had an important role in adding some elements necessary for plant growth such as organic nitrogen and
improving soil properties. He also explained that the mulching effect was evident when the soil was exposed to a onemonth drought period during the growing season. [4], found that there is a variation in the effect of soil surface mulching on
the moisture distribution, as the treatment mulched with corncob kept the highest soil moisture content, especially in the
surface layer, compared to the treatments of black oil and paraffin.
Irrigation is one of the essential elements in raising the level of agricultural production in various countries of the world,
and its importance increases in arid and semi-arid areas where the rain is insufficient for crops to grow and reach the
harvest stage. In view of the increase in the demand for water due to the increasing human activity in the various aspects of
life, it was therefore necessary to reconsider how to use, distribute and rationalize water consumption in the most
appropriate and efficient manner. Soil and water management are considered the two main factors, especially choosing the
appropriate irrigation method that achieves the highest efficiency in water use and maintains the physical properties of the
soil as well as provides suitable conditions for plant growth [5]. Maize (Zea mays, L.) is one of the most important strategic
and economic crops in the world, and it ranks third in importance after wheat and rice. Iraq cultivates maize on a large
scale, with the area cultivated for the year 2016 about 76,000 hectares, with a production rate of 3,416 µg. hectare -1 [6].
Maize crop is one of the most important cereal crops for the production of fodder, starch, oil and fuel, and its economic
importance has increased at the therapeutic level, the production of dyes, or its use as a promising alternative to traditional
auto fuel or other uses [7]. Therefore, this study aims to study the effect of types of mulching and irrigation systems on
some physical properties of soil, growth and yield of maize.

II. Materials and Methods
The experiment was conducted in sandy loam soil. A factorial experiment was implemented according to the RCBD
with three replications. The experiment land was plowed, smoothed, amended, and divided into 24 experimental units with
dimensions 4 x 3.75 m, leaving a distance of 1 m between blocks and 1 m between the experimental units. Some physical
and chemical properties of the field soil were measured before planting (Table 1 and 2), as well as the chemical properties
of irrigation water (Table 3). The experiment consists of the following factors:
A. Soil Mulching: Three types of mulching have been used, namely:
1. Black mulching, the plots were completely covered with black nylon, and as for the furrows, it was completely
covered with black nylon, leaving the bottom of the furrow uncovered.
2. Mulching Fronds, the plots were covered with fronds, and as for the furrow, the side facing the sun was covered
with palm fronds where the crop was grown.
3. Straw mulching, the plots were covered with straw and, for furrow, the side facing the sun on which the crop was
grown.
4. Without Mulching (Control).
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B. Irrigation method: It includes two types of irrigation methods, namely:
1. Basins Irrigation (B)
2. Furrow Irrigation (F)
The eight treatments were allocated randomly to the experimental units of each block. The planting was carried out on July
20, 2019 in lines in basins (plots) and in the upper third in furrow, the distance between furrow was 75 cm, and in the hole,
the distance between one hole and another 25 cm. 3 seeds were placed in each hole. thinning was carried out two weeks after
planting and the plants were reduced to one plant per hole. After reaching a height of 15-20 cm. Weeding was carried out
according to the needs of the plants, and urea was added before planting as a first batch, the second batch after two months
of planting, and potassium sulfate and triple superphosphate before planting according to the recommendations of the
Ministry of Agriculture. The corn stalk borer insect was controlled by using the granular pesticide of diazinon (10%) by
placing it in the apical meristem of the plant. The first irrigation (the germination irrigation) was given immediately after
planting on 7/20/2019, all the experiment treatments were irrigated equally until germination, after which the irrigation was
done on the basis of depletion of 50% of the available water for the plant. Where the depth of water required to reach soil
moisture to the field capacity limits was added based on soil moisture tension curve data.
d=(Өf.c-Өw) X D--------(1)
d = depth of irrigation water to be added (cm)
Өf.c = volumetric moisture at field capacity cm3 / cm3
Өw = volumetric moisture before subsequent irrigation cm3 / cm3
D = soil depth (cm), where a depth of 10 cm was used for the stage of germination and vegetative growth, then it was
increased to 20 cm for the stage of flowering, then it was increased to 30 cm in the stage of maturity and harvesting,
depending on the field follow-up to deepen the root system of the crop.
The volume of added water (V) was calculated for each experimental unit and the irrigation time (T) according to the
equations in [8] and [9] and as follows:
V = d x A ---------- (2)
T = V / Q ------------ (3)
d = depth of irrigation water (m)
A = The area of the experimental unit (plots or furrows) m2
Q = discharge (liters / s)
Soil bulk density was measured for all experiment treatments before planting and at the beginning, mid and end of the
season and at five depths (0-10) (10-20) (20-30) (30-40) (40-50) cm from the soil surface using the method of Cylinder
Core Sample. The soil water conductivity was measured for all the experiment treatments at the end of the season and at
five depths (0-10) (10-20) (20-30) (30-40) (40-50) cm from the soil surface using a constant water column on non-disturbed
soil according to the method [10] and according to the following equation:
K=

…………(4)

As: _
K: saturated hydraulic conductivity (cm h ˉ¹).
V: The volume of leachate (cm³).
L: Length of the column of soil (cm).
A: The area of the running section (cm²).
t: water collection time (hour).
Δh : The change in the water voltage between its entry and exit point (cm).
Soil temperature was measured for all experiment treatments throughout the growing season and at depths of 0-30-20-20-10
cm from the soil surface by electronic thermometers every 6 hours on a daily basis throughout the experiment period. Crop
growth characters were measured during the 100% flowering stage, where five plants were randomly taken from each
experimental unit in the experiment and the following characters were measured:
1. Plant height (cm) was calculated by means of a long, graduated ruler from the soil surface to the node of the male
flowering at physiological maturity [11].
2. The leaf area (cm2) was calculated using the formula proposed by (11) as follows:
Leaf Area = (Sheet Length)2 X 0.75 ---------------- (6)
3. Weight of 500 grains: It was calculated by weighing 500 grains from the grains of five plants randomly taken from each
experimental unit after correcting the weight for the moisture content of 14.5% [11].
4. Total grain yield (ton / hectare) was calculated from the average weight of one plant’s yield taken as an average of five
harvested plants from each experimental unit multiplied by the plant density [12].
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5. The water use efficiency was calculated from the following equation [13].
WUE = Yield (kg ha-1) / amount of irrigation water added (m3 ha-1) ------- (7)
Statistical analysis:
Data were analyzed statistically according to the method of analysis of variance, and comparisons were made between the
arithmetic means according to the test of the least significant difference (L.S.D) at a probability level of 0.05.
Table 1. Physical characteristics of the study soil before planting.

water conductivity cm
sec-1

True
density
µg m-3

Porosity%

bulk
density
µg m-3

Particle Size distribution
Clay
Silt
Sand
gm Kggm
gm Kg1
1
Kg-1
63
360
577
76
375
549
89
360
551
93
350
557
95
335
570

Texure

0.00291
55.9
2.63
1.16
0.00288
54.5
2.64
1.20
0.00283
53.6
2.65
1.23
0.00279
52.1
2.65
1.27
0.00272
52.4
2.67
1.27
Characters were analyzed according to the methods presented in [14].

Sandy
loam

Soil
Depth
)cm(
0 -10
10-20
20-30
30-40
40-50

Table 2. Chemical properties of field soil before planting.
Organic
matter
%
0.65
0.58
0.58
0.55
0.53

C mol/l
-2

SO4
1.31
1.28
1.1
1.4
1.2

HCO34.8
4
3.6
3.1
3.0

-

Cl
12.8
12.5
10.6
10
10

CO
0
0
0
0
0

-2

+

K
2.2
2.0
1.81
1.63
1.62

+

Na
3.11
2.92
2.70
2.63
2.61

+2

(pH)

Ec
)dsm-1(

Soil depth(cm)

7.15
7.13
7.11
7.09
7.11

1.89
1.79
1.49
1.34
1.32

0 -10
10-20
20-30
30-40
40-50

+2

Mg
4.4
3.8
3.1
2.6
2.6

Ca
9.2
8.9
7.7
6.4
6.3

Table (3) Chemical properties of irrigation water.
SO4_2

Cl

-

HCO3-

CO-2

K+

Na+

Mg+2

Ca+ 2

PH

)dsm-1)

C mol/l
1.5

7

5

0

0.641

Ec

3.6

4

5.6

6.76

1.4

III. Results and Discussions
1. The physical properties of the soil
1.1. Bulk Density
1.1.1 The effect of coverage on bulk density
Figure 1 shows the effect of the soil mulching on the values of bulk density at the beginning, middle, and end of the
season compared to their values before planting, it became clear that the bulk density values at the beginning of the season
were not significantly affected by the mulching, as the values of bulk density rates reached 1.23, 1.23, 1.23 µg m-3 for
control, frond, and black nylon mulching treatments compared to their pre-planting values, which were 1.23 μg m-3, while
there were significant differences in the mid-season in the bulk density values of the control treatment, reaching 1.24 μg m3
, with an increase of its amount. 0.81% compared to the bulk density of the soil before planting, the reason for this may be
attributed to the breakdown and shattering of soil masses during irrigation, which results in the deposition of fine particles
in large pores, thus reducing the total porosity and increasing the bulk density and this is consistent with what [15] and [16]
found. Whereas, frond and black nylon mulching did not affect the bulk density values in mid-season compared to pre|University of Al-Qadisiyah , College of Agriculture
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1.26
1.21
1.25
1.24

1.24
1.22
1.23
1.23

1.23

0.006

0.50

0.0051

1.00
0.0026

bulk density mg/m-3

1.50

1.23
1.22
1.23
1.23

planting values, as the values reached 1.23 and 1.23 μg m-3 respectively, and this is consistent with what [17] found. While
it is evident that there was a significant effect of the mulching treatments on the values of the bulk density of the control,
frond, and black nylon mulching at the end of the season, which amounted to 1.24, 1.25, 1.26 μg m -3, respectively,
compared to their values before planting. The reason for the increase in bulk density values at the end of the season for
black nylon treatment may be due to the fact that completely covering the soil surface with black nylon significantly
reduces water loss through evaporation and provides moisture in a large amount, which leads to the loss of salts and some
bonding materials that may have a role in Formation of organic bonds between soil aggregates, which led to an increase in
the bulk density values. The reason may also be due to the effect of the covering on the activity of the aerobic microorganisms, which reduces their secretions, which play an important role in building soil and reducing the bulk density, and
this is consistent with what [18] found. It is noticed from Figure 1 that the values of bulk density rates were decreased for
straw mulching treatment at the beginning, middle and end of the season, where the values were 1.21, 1.22, 1.22 μg m-3,
respectively, the percentage of decrease in the bulk density values was 0.81% at the beginning and middle of the season
and% 1.63 at the end of the season compared to its pre-planting value. The reason for this is that the addition of wheat
residues (straw) causes an increase in the pore volume, which leads to a decrease in the values of bulk density and an
increase in the total porosity of the soil, and this is consistent with his findings [17]. There is another reason for the
decrease in bulk density, which is the result of the effect of growth and branching of the roots of maize plants, which helped
to improve the properties of the soil by linking its particles and increasing the porosity, as well as the presence of soil
microbiology and the substances it secreted from the materials that help in improving the building of the soil and this is
consistent with what was found by [19-21].

0.00
before planting
control

beginning of
the season
straw

frond

mid-season
black nylon

end of the
season
L.S.D

Fig.1. The effect of mulching on soil bulk density during the stages of the crop growing season
2.1.1. Effect of irrigation method on bulk density
It is noticed from Figure 2 that there was no significant effect of the two irrigation methods on the values of bulk density at
the beginning, middle and end of the season compared to the bulk density values before planting, the results showed a slight
increase in the soil bulk density values at the end of the crop growing season compared to its value before sowing, The
reason for this is that the flood irrigation methods lead to the movement of fine particles due to irrigation, which led to the
breakdown and collapse of the soil masses and their deposition inside the soil pores, which leads to a decrease in porosity
and an increase in the bulk density and this is consistent with what [15] and [16] reached. Also, the continuation of
irrigation operations led to a weakening of the aggregates stability, which led to their fragmentation and sedimentation of
mud particles in the large pores, which caused an increase in the bulk density values [22].
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1.4

1.23

1.23 1.23

1.23 1.23

1.24 1.24

)mgm-3( bulk density

1.2
basins
irrigation

1
0.8
0.6

furrow
irrigation

0.4

L.S.D

0.2

0.0131

0.0112

0.0185

0
before
planting

beginning of
the season

mid-season

end of the
season

Fig.2. The effect of irrigation method on soil bulk density during crop growth stages
1.2. water conductivity
1.2.1.
The effect of coverage on water conductivity
It is noticed from Figure 3 that there is a significant effect of mulching on the values of the water conductivity, as the
values of the water conductivity decreased compared to their pre-planting values, which were 2.8 x 10-3 cm sec-1, which
became 2.68 x 10-3, 2.69 x 10-3. 2.73 x 10-3cm sec-1 for control treatments and mulching with fronds and nylon respectively,
and the reason for this is due to the repeated irrigation process, which caused the dispersion, separation and sedimentation
of soil particles in large pores and the formation of a compact layer of low permeability and with a high bulk density
[23,24], the reason may also be due to the gradual deterioration that takes place in large soil aggregations and their
transformation into smaller ones, as well as the dispersion of colloidal soil particles during irrigation operations, which led
to a decrease in the large pores responsible for the movement of water in the soil and thus the decrease in water
conductivity [25]. Whereas, for the treatment of straw mulching, the water conductivity values increased slightly at the end
of the season compared to their pre-planting values, which amounted to 2.92 x 10-3 cm sec-1. This leads to an increase in
capillary tubes that conduct water and as a result the water conductivity increased, and this is consistent with what [25].

0.0035
0.003

0.002826

0.0026750.002923
0.002689 0.002734

0.0025
0.002
0.0015

0.0001128

water conductivity cm sec-1

1.2.2.
The effect of the irrigation method on the water conductivity
It is noticed from Figure 4 the effect of the irrigation method on the values of the water conductivity, as it led to a
decrease in the values of the water conductivity compared to its values before planting, it was recorded 2.76 x 10-3, 2.75 x
10-3 cm sec-1 for the two irrigation methods of basins and furrows, respectively. The reason for this is the continuation of
irrigation operations, especially irrigation in basins, which leads to deterioration of soil properties and a decrease in its
ability to conduct water, and this is what appeared in some of the treatments that are irrigated by the method of basins [22].

0.001
0.0005
0
before planting
control
straw

frond

end of the season
black nylon
L.S.D

Fig.3. The effect of mulching on the rate of water conductivity of the soil after the end of season.
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water conductivity cm sec -1

0.00282

0.002759 0.002752

0.003
0.0025
0.002
0.0015
0.001
0.0005
0

0.0001512
before planting
basins irrigation

end of the season
furrow irrigation

L.S.D

Fig.4. The effect of irrigation method on the rate of soil water conductivity after the season ends

temperature degree C O

1.3. Soil Temperature
1.3.1.
The effect of mulching on soil temperature during the growing season
It is noticed from Figure 5 the effect of mulching on the soil temperature during the growing season of the maize crop,
as the highest soil temperatures were recorded during the first months of the growing season (July and August), then a
slight decrease in the temperature occurred in the middle of the season (September and October) and the decline continued
until the end of the season. (November), the highest average temperatures were recorded for treatments mulched with black
nylon and control, followed by palm fronds and the lowest temperature for the straw treatment, At the start of the season, it
reached (35.64, 34.06, 32.28, and 31.49) degrees Celsius, as the soil mulching has an effect on soil temperature, as it works
either to raise or lower the soil temperature according to the growing season and environmental conditions of the region
[26], the reason for the high temperature of the soil covered with black nylon is due to its ability to absorb sunlight and the
possibility of storing it in the soil, and this is consistent with what was found by [27]. It is also noticed that mulching with
black nylon raises soil temperature to two degrees Celsius compared with uncovered soils, and this is in agreement with
(28), It was observed that the soil temperature increased from 1-5 ° C for the nylon-mulched treatment compared to the soil
temperature for the straw-mulched treatment and this is consistent with what was found by [29]. The treatments mulched
with palm fronds gave a lower temperature compared to the uncovered soil, with a significant difference compared to the
treatments mulched with black nylon, and this is consistent with the findings of [30]. Whereas, for the lowest temperature
recorded during the season, it is for straw-mulched treatments due to its transparent color that works to reflect sunlight and
preserves soil moisture and maintains a suitable temperature for plant growth, and this is consistent with what [31], have
reported.
39
37
35
33
31
29
27
25
23
21
19
17
15
13
11
9
7
5
3
1

straw
frond
control
black nylon

July

August

September

October

November

Fig.5. The effect of mulching on the average soil temperature during the crop growing season.
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terperature degree C

1.3.2. The effect of irrigation method on average soil temperature during the growing season of the crop
Figure 6 shows the effect of the irrigation method on the soil temperature during the growing season, where it is
noticed that there are no significant differences between the two irrigation methods (basins and furrow) on the soil
temperature during the months of crop growth. As there was a gradual rise in soil temperature in the months (July and
August), reaching 33.51-35.56 oC for the basin irrigation method for the months of July and August respectively, and 33.22
and 35.52 oC for the irrigation of furrows for the months of July and August respectively, this is attributed to the
environmental conditions of the region, as the increase in air temperature leads to an increase in the soil temperature [32], a
gradual decrease in soil temperature is observed upon completion of the flowering phase, where plant growth is complete,
which leads to shading the soil surface, and this in turn reduces water evaporation from the soil surface and preserves its
moisture and low temperature, at the end of the season a clear decrease in soil temperature is noticed and the reason for that
is to weather conditions where the air temperature decreases, which leads to a decrease in the soil temperature.
39
37
35
33
31
29
27
25
23
21
19
17
15
13
11
97
53
1

furrow
irrigation
basins
irrigation

Fig.6. Effect of irrigation method on soil temperature during the crop growing season.
2. Growth characters of maize
2.1. Plant height
Figure 7 shows the significant effect of mulching on plant height. The mean values of plant height were 184.05, 169.25,
149.6, and 177.5 cm for control, straw, fronds, and black nylon respectively, the straw mulching treatment significantly
outperformed the two treatments of black nylon and control, while the differences were not significant with frond mulching.
The reason for this is attributed to the role of straw in contributing to creating good conditions for plant growth, improving
some physical properties of the soil, such as construction, bulk density and preserving the moisture content of the soil,
which increases the growth and spread of roots, which in turn provide suitable moisture for the growth and increase of plant
height and leaf area as a result of the water relationship with cell division, this is consistent with his findings of [33]. It is
noticed from Figure 10 that there are no significant differences between the treatment of straw and palm fronds in terms of
plant height because of the role of palm fronds in maintaining the soil with moderate temperature compared to the two
treatments of black nylon mulched and control, as the treatment of black nylon led to an increase in the soil temperature,
and this consistent with his findings of [34], in that the covered soils retain more moisture than exposed soils due to soil
moisture balance, as well as its effect on the soil thermal system due to the color or ability of the soil to conduct heat, which
in turn affects the incident and reflected rays, which is negatively reflected on plant height. Figure 8 shows that there was
no significant effect of the irrigation method on plant height, as the averages of basin and furrow irrigation methods were
169.95 and 170.3 cm, respectively. The reason for this is that the treatments were irrigated depending on the moisture
content of the soil of the treatments, so all plants took their sufficiency of water in the stage of vegetative growth and
flowering, and this in turn increased the amount of water absorbed by the plant and increased the amount of nutrients
absorbed by the plant, which led to the encouragement of plant growth [35] and then increase its height [36].
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Fig.7. The effect of mulching on plant height.
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Fig.8. The effect of irrigation method on plant height.
2.2 Leaf area
Figure 9 shows the presence of significant differences between mulching treatments for the leaf area, where the values
of the leaf area rates reached 5381, 4385, 4206, and 3565 cm2 for the straw, frond, control, and black nylon mulching
respectively, and the reason for this is that straw maintains soil moisture, as a result of reducing evaporation from the soil,
which increases the ability of the roots to absorb nutrients, which leads to an increase in leaf area and an increase in
carbohydrates production, and this is consistent with what [37] found, While the black nylon treatment obtained the lowest
rate of the leaf area, the reason for this is that covering with black nylon leads to an increase in the moisture content of the
soil after the irrigation process, and this may lead to a decrease in ventilation because it does not have openings or pores,
and an increase in the washing of nutrients in the root zone , Which reflected negatively on the vegetative growth of the
plant, and this is consistent with what was reached by [38]. Likewise, the plants grown under organic mulching treatments
(straw, fronds, etc.) did not suffer from moisture or heat stress, and on the contrary, the plastic mulch (black nylon) led to a
decrease in the vegetative growth character of plants as a result of these plants being exposed to heat stress, especially in
the emergence stage. This is consistent with what was reached by [38]. The reason for heat stress is that black nylon does
not have holes or pores as in other mulching such as straw and fronds, so the process of gas exchange that takes place
between the soil and the air is minimal and thus the soil aeration process is necessary to increase the vegetative growth
character of the plant. Figure 10 shows The results also indicated that there were no significant differences between the two
irrigation methods on leaf area, and the reason for this was due to the sufficiency of irrigation in the vegetative growth and
flowering stages, which in turn led to an increase in plant height and an increase in the depth of roots, which increased the
absorption of water and nutrients and thus improved growth of Plant, which in turn increased the leaf area [36] and [39].
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Fig.9. The effect of mulching on leaf area.
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Fig.9. The effect of irrigation method on leaf area.

3.2 Total grain yield
The total
The results showed significant differences between mulcting treatments for the grain yield, reaching 3520, 4625, 5260,
4028 kg ha -1 for control, straw, fronds and nylon treatments respectively (Figure 11). Where the highest grain yield rate
was for straw mulching, followed by frond mulching and then nylon cover and control treatment, and the reason for this is
that mulching with plant residues increases the ability of the soil to hold water, which leads to an increase in water
absorption, which in turn affects the absorption of the largest amount of plant nutrients that have a major role in the vital
activities of plants [40]. The reason may be attributed to the increase in the leaf area when covering with straw because the
increase in the leaf area increases air exchange and exposure to solar radiation and increases the dry matter, which in turn
increases the period of filling of the grain, which increases its weight and then increases the yield [41]. The reason for the
decrease in the yield of the mulching with black nylon may be attributed to the fact that the coverage greatly reduces the
amount of the yield due to the constant rise in air and soil temperatures in the middle of the summer, as the plants suffer
from heat stress, so it is sometimes necessary to remove the coverage when temperatures rise to reduce heat stress to which
plants are exposed [38]. Figure 12 shows the existence of significant differences between the two irrigation methods in
grain yield, with mean value of 4014, and 4703 kg ha -1 for the treatment of irrigation with basins and furrows respectively.
The reason for the superiority of the irrigation treatment in basins is due to its positive role in providing sufficient water for
the plants. The low yield of the furrow irrigation may be attributed to the fact that the quantities of irrigation water added by
the method of irrigation with furrows are small compared with the quantities of water added by basin irrigation. The depth
of irrigation water added to basins for control, straw, fronds, and nylon reached 594.78, 519, 559.5, 498.9 mm, respectively,
and the furrows amounted to 545.68, 428.35, 528.65, 380.93 mm for control, straw, fronds and nylon treatments
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respectively. As water is the only solvent inside plant cells, as it helps in the process of transferring photosynthetic products
from the source (leaves and stem) to the seeds, especially during the seed filling stage, which determines the seed weight.
Therefore, the amount of water available to the plant during this critical stage of the plant’s life is what determines the
amount of yield, and this is consistent with finding of [41].
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Fig.11. The effect of mulching on the total yield.
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Fig.12. The effect of irrigation method on the total yield.
2.4 Weight of 500 grain
The results showed significant differences between mulcting treatments for 500 grain weight, reaching 99.8, 113.9, 103.8,
and 91.1 gm for control, straw, fronds, and black nylon mulching treatments respectively (Figure 13). Where the treatment
of straw mulching achieved the highest rate, followed fronds and control, then black nylon. The reason for this may be
attributed to the preservation of soil moisture for a longer period, which leads to an abundance of water, which in turn
affects the growth and division of plant cells, which leads to improving the efficiency of the photosynthesis process and as a
result gives an opportunity for the largest amount of nutrients to be stored inside the seed and thus increase the weight of
500 grains [33]. The weight increase of 500 grains of the frond mulching treatment may be attributed to the role of fronds in
maintaining soil moisture and moderate temperature for a certain period, which leads to accumulation of dry matter in the
grains, high protein content and an increase in the weight of 500 grains [30]. While the mulching with black nylon gave the
lowest rate due to the high temperature under the cover in addition to the high air temperature, this may affect the plant
growth in general. It is noticed from Figure 14 that there are significant differences between the two irrigation methods on
the weight of 500 grains, which amounted to 105.4 and 98.9 gm, for irrigation with basins and furrow, respectively. The
reason for this may be attributed to the fact that flood irrigation (basins) provides a large amount of water for the crop,
which leads to the consumption of more water and this leads to the absence of physiological disturbances for the plant,
especially in the stage of flowering and fertilization, which provided the opportunity to complete the process of
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photosynthesis and manufacture its products exported to growing grains, which in turn increases the weight of 500 grains
[43].
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Fig.13. The effect of mulching on the weight of 500 grains.
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Fig.14. The effect of the irrigation method on the weight of 500 grains.
3. Water use efficiency (WUE)
3.1 Effect of mulching on water use efficiency
The results showed significant differences between mulcting treatments for WUE, mulching with straw increased the
efficiency of water use, followed by fronds, and black nylon compared to control treatment, reaching 1.104, 0.849, 0.806,
and 0.708 kg m-3 respectively Figure 15. The reason for this is attributed to the preservation of soil moisture for a longer
period, which led to an increase in the plant yield while reducing the amount of water used to irrigate the straw mulching
treatment, and hence increased the efficiency of water use. Also, the reason may be attributed to the decrease in the bulk
density values due to covering the soil surface with straw. This encouraged better root growth and high efficiency in
absorbing nutrients, and this in turn reflected positively on the yield and the increase in the productivity of the unit of water
used in irrigation, and this is consistent with what was reported by the [36] and [44]. The reason for this may also be due to
the fact that mulching with straw and palm fronds reduced the impact of environmental factors on the soil such as heat,
wind and solar radiation, which leads to a decrease in water evaporation from the soil, and thus increased utilization of
water and nutrients in the root zone, which in turn leads to increase the plant yield, which increases the efficiency of water
use [45], as this new method of mulching has a clear effect on increasing economic returns on the one hand and on the other
hand it works to improve the physical properties of the soil, which contributes to rationalizing the amount of water
consumed by the plant. Whereas, for mulching with black nylon, the efficiency of water use was low, because black nylon
covers the entire surface of the soil, which reduces water evaporation and condenses water and returns it back to the soil,
which causes an increase in soil moisture and less oxygen, in addition to a higher soil temperature under cover [38], all
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these factors may be the reason for reducing the plant yield, which negatively affected the efficiency of water use when
compared with mulching with straw and fronds, as it is known that the efficiency of water use is directly proportional to the
increase in crop yield and inversely with the total amount of water added during the full growing season [18]. However, the
efficiency of water use in the treatment of nylon mulching is better than the control treatment, and this is consistent with the
findings of [38], that mulching with black nylon led to an increase in the efficiency of water use compared to control
treatments, but it was of little efficiency as when was compared with the treatments of straw and frond mulching, although
it provided greater quantities of water compared to the rest of the treatments, but its effect was negative on the grain yield,
so it is not considered to be of good efficiency and this is in agreement with [46]. The reason for the lower efficiency of the
contol treatment is that fine soil particles are deposited inside the soil pores, due to irrigation, which leads to reduced
porosity and high bulk density, and then the development of a surface crust that in turn reduces infiltration in the soil, and
this is consistent with what found by [22]. This, in turn, negatively affects the plant yield, in addition to the fact that the
quantities of water added to the control treatment are large compared to the rest of the treatments, which in turn affects the
efficiency of water use [47]. The reason for the low efficiency of water use in the control treatment is also attributed to the
increase in the amount of water used in relation to its production from grain yield compared to the rest of the study
treatments, and this is consistent with what [48] found. Whereas, using a large water depth reduces the efficiency of water
use, in other words, increasing the irrigation water depth reduces the efficiency of water use [49].
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Fig.15. The effect of mulching on water use efficiency.
3.2. The effect of irrigation method on water use efficiency
The results showed no significant differences for irrigation methods on WUE, reached 0.871, 0.862 kg. m-3 for basins and
furrow irrigation respectively (Figure 16), as it is known that the efficiency of water use is directly proportional to increase
the amount of the yield and inversely with the total amount of water added in the irrigation method during the growing
season of the crop, as the amount of water used in furrow irrigation method was less compared to the amount of water used
in the basins, while the efficiency of water use was higher in basin irrigation, theses results were consistent with [50], and
the reason for the slight variation in increasing the efficiency of water use with the different irrigation methods used (basin
and furrows) may be due to the physiological nature of the plant, where the plant makes great effort in trying to benefit
from all the water available for it during the irrigation process to gives normal production, and this is consistent with what
he [51] reached.
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Fig.16. The effect of irrigation method on water use efficiency.
References
[1] Whiting, D.; C. Wilson and C. Omeara . 2005. Mulches for the vegetable garden. Csu. Cooperative Extension-Horticulture.
Colorado state University Cooperative Extension.
[2] Siborlabane, C. .2000. Effect of mulching on yield and quality of fresh market tomato. In : Training Roport 2000. Regional Training
course in vegetable production and research . ARC-AVRDC, Bangkok. Thailand . pp. 1-6 .
[3] Al-Hadithi, Issam Khudair Hamza, 2001. Water consumption of bean under the conditions of soil cover. Iraqi Journal of
Agricultural Sciences. 32(6): 55-58.
[4] Al-Dhafiri, Abdullah Ali. 1998. Mulching effect on evaporation - transpiration in relation to soil moisture and maize growth and
yield. PhD thesis - Soil Department - College of Agriculture - Baghdad.
[5] Ahmed, Z. I. ; M. Ansar; M. IO bal and N. M. Minhas . 2007. Effect of planting geometry and mulching on moisture conservation ,
weed control and wheat growth under rain fed conditions. Pak . J. Bot ., 39 (4) : 1189 – 1195 .
[6] Directorate of Agricultural Statistics.2016. production of Cotton.Maize and potatoes. Central Statistical Oaganization .Ministry of
planning .Iraq.pp.19. http://www.cossit.gov.iq/ar/agri-stat/veg-prod.
[7] Lorenz, A.J., R.P. Anex, A. Lsci, J.G. Coors, N. De Leon and P.J. Weimer.2009. Forage qualityand composition measurements as
predictors of ethanol yield from maize (Zea mays L.)stover. Biotechnology for Biofuels .
[8] Al-Hadithi, Essam Khudair, Ahmad Madloul and Yas Khudair. 2010. Modern irrigation technologies. Ministry of Higher Education
and Scientific Research. faculty of Agriculture . Anbar University. Iraq.
[9] Yassin, Bassam Taha, 1992. Physiology of the water tension in plants. Books House for Printing and Publishing. University of Al
Mosul. P. 275.
[10] Klute, A . 1986 . Water Retention Laboratory Methods . Methods of Soil Analysis, part 1. Agron . Mon . 26 : 635 – 660.
[11] El-Sahooki, Medhat, and Karima Muhammad Wahib. 1990. Applications in the design and analysis of experiments, University of
Baghdad - Ministry of Education and Scientific Research.
[12] Al-Baldawi, Muhammad Hathal Kazim, Muwaffaq Abdul-Razzaq, Jalal Hamid Hamza, Khalil Ibrahim Muhammad, Khalida
Ibrahim Hashem, Hadi Muhammad Karim, 2014. Controls and standards for cultivation and study of field crops. College of
Agriculture - University of Baghdad.
[13] Al-laif, Nabil Ibrahim, Essam Khudair Al-Hadithi. 1988. Irrigation, its basics and applications. College of Agriculture - University
of Baghdad.
[14] Blake ,G.R.1965.Bulk density .In Black,C.A.D.D.Evans, L.E. Ensminger .j.l White,and F.E.clark(eds).methods ofsoil Analysis
par1.Agronomy9.Am. Soc.of.Agron.Madison,Wisconsin U.S.A.pp.374-390 .
[15] Al-Marouf, Abdel-Karim Fadel .2001. The effect of depth of tillage and plot length on the efficiency of the strip irrigation system.
Master Thesis, College of Agriculture, University of Basra
[16] Al-Rawi, Khaled Abd Hassan. 1986. The effect of the cultivation method on some of the physical properties of the soil and on the
growth and yield of wheat and its components in the rainfed region. Master Thesis, College of Agriculture and Forestry, University
of Mosul - Iraq.
[17] Al-Janabi, Braissem Hamza Kazim, Jawad Abdul-Kadhim Kamal, Rahim Kazem and Nas. 2016. The effect of compaction and plant
residues on the physical properties of the soil, the growth of fungal cells, and the yield of maize. Master thesis. College of
Agriculture - University of Baghdad.
[18] Al-Dulaimi, Saad Inad Harfoush .2011. Comparison of the effect of different irrigation methods with some water and physical
parameters, growth and yield of tomato. PhD thesis. College of Agriculture - Anbar University.

|University of Al-Qadisiyah , College of Agriculture

Page 439

Al-Qadisiyah Journal For Agriculture Sciences (QJAS)
ISSN : 2618-1479 Vol.10, Issue. 2 ,(2020), pp.426-441
https://jouagr.qu.edu.iq/
[19] Al-Mayahi, Hussein Abd Al-Nabi Jaweed Kishish. 2010. The effect of dripping drainage and the alternation of irrigation water
salinity on some soil characteristics and the growth of maize plant, master's thesis, College of Agriculture, University of Basra.
[20] Al-Wali, Nihad Shaker Sultan 2006. The reality of soil erosion and desertification in the south of Basra governorate, its effects and
ways to control it, PhD thesis, College of Agriculture, University of Basra.
[21] Evanylo , G . and R . MeGuinn , 2000 . Agricultural management practices and soil quality : Measuring , assessing and comparing
laboratory and field test kit indicators of soil quality attributes . Virginia Cooprtative Extension Virginia state University
.Publication No .452 – 400 March .
[22] Shabib, Yahya Jihad. 2010. The effect of alternating flood, drip irrigation, and salinity of irrigation water on soil properties and plant
growth in clay soil. Master Thesis, Faculty of Agriculture, Basra University.
[23] Agassi , M. ; J. Marin and I. Shainberg .1985. Effect of drop impact energy and water salinity on infiltration rates of sodic soil. Soil
Sci. Soc. Am. J. 49 : 189-190.
[24] Al-Aqili, Nazem Shamkhi Rahl .2002. Pedogiomorphology of soil chains in river and irrigation basins from the middle of the Iraqi
sedimentary plain. PhD thesis. faculty of Agriculture. Baghdad University.
[25] Al-Zobaie, Abd Al-Razzaq Yunis and Watheb Shukri Al-Nuaimi, 2009. The effect of fuel oil and Ceratophlam demeresm L. on
some physical properties of soil and pea yield under rainfed conditions of Ramadi city. Iraqi Journal of Agricultural Sciences: 40
(4): 51-62.
[26] Ramesh, K.; S. Gurumarthy; V. Vcerabadran; S. Senthilves and K. Shan mugasundaram (2006). Res. J. Agric of Biol. Sci., 2 (6) :
447-451.
[27] El-Nemr, M. A. 2006. Effect of mulch types on soil environmental conditions and their effect on the growth and yield of cucumber
plants. J. App. Sci. Res. 2 (2): 67 -73.
[28] Al-Mousawi, Kawtharaziz Hamid. 1997. The effect of plows and agriculture on some physical and mechanical properties of the soil.
Master thesis. College of Agriculture - University of Basra - Iraq.
[29] Lal, R. and M. Shukla. 2004. Principles of soil physics. Marcel dekker, inc. NEW YORK. pp.682.
[30] Al-Hesbi, Sa`id Bin Saif Bin Ali, 2009. Evaluating some agricultural practices under conditions of salinity for sustainable
agriculture. Economic and Social Commission for Western Asia (The Anglo). 1-7.
[31] Islam, M. S. ; A. J. M. S. Karim; M. S. Hossain and M. M. Masud (2006). Tillage and mulch effects on some soil physical properties
in shallow red brown terrace soils of Baugladesh. Bull. Inst. Arg. Kyushu Univ. 29 : 69 -82.
[32] Abdelali, Hussam Hassan. 2011. The role of soil mulchings, irrigation levels, and nitrogen fertilization in some soil characteristics
and tomato growth and production. Master Thesis, Faculty of Agriculture, Basra University.
[33] El-Sahooki, Medhat Majeed . 2007. Seed Growth Relationships, Iraqi Agricultural Research Journal (20) Crops, Field College of
Agriculture, University of Baghdad.
[34] Ahmad .W.I .1991.Evaporation and T ranspivation as related to Sub Surface Flow Ph.D.Dissertation Pres ented to Utah
State.Unirersity .At.lonyan Utah .USA .
[35] Rush, C. 2002. Application of precision agriculture technologe for managing irrigation of drought to learnt corn. Texa agricuture
experiment station .Amar. ko. Bushlond. U.S.A .
[36] Al-Rawi, Adel Khairallah, 2002. Evaluate the performance of the pivot sprinkler irrigation system and its effect on some of the
physical properties of gypsum soil and the yield of maize. Master Thesis - College of Agriculture - Anbar University.
[37] Oweis, T; H. Zhang, and M. Pala 2000. Water use efficiency of rainfed and irrigated bread wheat in a Mediterranean environment.
Agron. J. 92:231-238.
[38] Zhao,. H; Y. Xiong; F. Li ; R. Wang; S. Qiang; T. Yao and F.Mo. 2012. Plastic film mulch for halfgrowing-season maximized WUE
and yield of potato via moisture temperature improvement in a semi-arid agroecosystem. Agr. Water Manage. 104: 68-78 .
[39] Cavero , J.I.Farre , P. Debaek , and J.M. Faci. 2000. Simulation of maize yield under water stress with the EPIC phasa CROPWAT
models . Agron . J. 92 : 679-690 .
[40] Nikolic. B, Mirjana R, Velibor S, Emilija N. 2012. Mulching methods and their effects on the yield of tomato (Lycopersicon
esculentum, Mill.) in the zeta plain plant Agriculture & Forestry,Vol 52. (06)(1-4):17-33, 2012, Podgorica .
[41] Tollenaar ,M.A.Ahmadzadeh ,and E.A.Lee.2004.Physiological basis of heterosis for grain yield in maize .Crop Sci .44:2086-2094.
[42] Al-Janaeer, Fatima Khaled, 2008. Screening of some types of sunflower (Helianthus annuus L.) to withstand drought and high
temperature. Master Thesis. Damascus University - College of Agricultural Engineering. Syrian Arab Republic.
[43] Oikeh,S.O.J.G. Kling,W ,J, Horst. V.O. Chude, and arsky.1999.Growth and distribution of maize roots under nitrogen fertilization in
plinthite soil.Field Crops Res .62:1-13.
[44] Al-Mohammadi, Shokr Mahmoud Hassan. 2003. Evaluating the performance of the pivot sprinkler irrigation system and its effect
on some of the physical properties of gypsum soil and the growth and production of the green gram crop. Master Thesis, College of
Agriculture, Anbar University.
[45] Al-Asbahi, Mutahhar Abdo Othman, 2003. Effect of irrigation water levels and coverage on soil moisture distribution and water use
efficiency of potato crop (Solanum tuberosum L.) under drip irrigation system. Master thesis. College of Agriculture - University of
Baghdad.
[46] Medici, L.; F. Reinert ; D. Carvalho; M. Kozak and R. Azevedo. 2014. What about keeping plants well-watered? Environmental
and Experimental Botany 99: 38-42.

|University of Al-Qadisiyah , College of Agriculture

Page 440

Al-Qadisiyah Journal For Agriculture Sciences (QJAS)
ISSN : 2618-1479 Vol.10, Issue. 2 ,(2020), pp.426-441
https://jouagr.qu.edu.iq/
[47] Al-Nuaimi, Ghazwan Hussam Tawfiq .2001. Evaluation of the axial sprinkler irrigation system in the central region of Iraq. Master
Thesis, College of Agriculture, University of Baghdad.
[48] Abdul Hassan, Shatha. 2007. Response of two varieties of sorghum [Sorghum bicolor (L.) Moench] to water stress under field
conditions, PhD thesis - College of Agriculture - University of Baghdad.
[49] Kahlon, M. and K. Khera. 2015. Irrigation water productivity and potato (Solanum tuberosum L.) yield in different planting
Methods under Mulch Conditions. Journal of Agriculture and Ecology Research International, 3(3): 107-112 .
[50] Xian-Feng, Y.; Z. Xu-cheng; A. Hong-li ; W. Yi-fan; M. Hui-zhi and F. Yan-jie. 2016. Effects of fertilizer application on water
consumption characteristics njand yield of potato cultured under ridge-furrow and whole filed plastic mulching in rain-fed area.
Yingyong Shengtai Xuebao.27(3).
[51] Salih . Saadia Mahdi 2012. The effect of irrigation interval and alternation with high and low salinity water under the drip irrigation
system on some soil characteristics and the growth of maize plant (Zea Mays L.). Basrah University - College of Agriculture.

|University of Al-Qadisiyah , College of Agriculture

Page 441

