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ABSTRACT 

Nambiar, P.T.C., Rego, T.J .  and Srinivasa Rao, R., 1986. Comparison of the requirements and 
utilization of nitrogen by genotypes of sorghum (Sorghum hicolor ( I , .  ) Moench) , and nodulat- 
ing and non-nodulating groundnut ( Arachis hypojiaea I , .  ) . F i ~ l d  Crops lies.,  15: 165 - 179. 

Nitrogen requirements and utilization of mineral nitrogen ( N ) by sorghum and groundnut were 
compared. At the maximum N use level, sorghum genotypes showed greater N use efficiency (120 
kg biomasslkg N harvested) than groundnut genotypes ( 36 kg biomass/kg N hurvested 1. Using 
a non-nodulating groundnut genotype (Non-nod)  or sorghum us controls for soil N uptake, the 
amounts of N, fixed by the nodulated groundnut genotypes were estimated to be 183 190 kg N/ha. 
Nitrogen fertilization increased harvest index and percentage N translocated to seeds in sorghum 
genotypes, but decreased harvest index and had variable effects on percentage N translocated to 
seed in groundnut genotypes. Leaf nitrate reductase activity ( N R A )  and nitrate content in the 
leaves of two sorghum genotypes, one nodulating, and 'Non-nod' groundnut genotypes were also 
compared. The concentration of nitrate was lower in sorghum than in uoundnut  leaves, hut NKA 
was higher in sorghum. It  is suggested that  either NIIA in the groundnut leaves has relatively 
lower affinity for the substrate (higher Km, the Michaelis-Menton constant) or higher nitrate is 
required for the induction of nitrate reductase in groundnut than in sorghum. 'l'hiu implies that  
groundnut is a poor utilizer of fertilizer nitrogen. 

INTRODUCTION 

Sorghum and nodulated groundnut differ in their methods of nitrogen ( N )  
acquisition. Sorghum depends primarily on inorganic forms of N derived from 
mineralization of soil organic matter or fertilizers, and on N-deficient soils 
responds strongly to additions of fertilizer N (reviewed by Tandon and Kan- 
war, 1984). In contrast, nodulated groundnut depends primarily on symbioti- 
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cally fixed N, and even on N-deficient soils responses to fertilizer N have been 
small and erratic ( Acuna and Sanchez, 1968; Chesney, 1975; Gutstein, 1978; 
Balasubramanian et al., 1980; Rami Reddy et al., 1982). However, recent stud- 
ies indicate that at very high yield levels, the N requirement of nodulated 
groundnut cannot be met from symbiotic N, fixation alone (Williams, 1979). 
Hence a nodulated groundnut should respond to fertilizer N and non-nodulat- 
ing groundnut ( Nambiar et al,, 1982 ) would be expected to behave like sorghum 
and respond strongly to application of fertilizer N on N-deficient soils. 

In order to understand the requirement and utilization of N by sorghum, 
nodulated and non-nodulated groundnut, an N fertilization study was under- 
taken using an improved hybrid and a traditional variety of sorghum, and two 
nodulating and one non-nodulating genotypes of groundnut. The biological 
fixation of N2 by nodulated groundnut could be measured by the differential 
uptake method (Ham, 1978) using sorghum or non-nodulating groundnut as 
controls. The relationship between nitrate reductase (EC 1.6.6.1, NADH: 
nitrate oxidoreductase; NR) activity and leaf nitrate content was also examined. 

MATERIALS AND METHODS 

Two experiments were conducted in Alfisol fields at  the ICRISAT Center, 
near Hyderabad, India. A basal application of 17 kg P/ha was applied to all 
plots. The nitrate content (analysed by the method of Bremner, 1965) in these 
soils before starting the experiments was 1.7 ( -t 0.07) ppm. This indicates very 
low available soil N. Both experiments were conducted during postrainy sea- 
sons and the crops were irrigated at intervals of 7-10 days to return the soils 
to field capacity. The plots were not inoculated since there were abundant 
native Rhitobium populations that nodulate groundnut (10'-lO"hizobia/g 
dry soil ) . 

Experiment 1: Comparative yield responses 

The first experiment was conducted during the 1983-84 postrainy season. 
The groundnut genotypes tested were Robut 33-1 and J 11 (nodulating ) and 
a non-nodulating genotype ( Non-nod) . The sorghum genotypes were CSH 8R 
(an improved hybrid) and M 35-1 ( a  traditional variety). All crops were fer- 
tilized with five levels of nitrogen (0, 50, 100, 150, and 200 kg N/ha as urea). 
The crops were sown on raised beds, 1.5 m wide, with four rows of groundnut 
and two rows of sorghum per bed. Plant spacing within rows for groundnut was 
10 cm (266 666 plantslha), and for sorghum 20 cm (66 666 plantslha). The 
crop was sown on 30 November. A factorial combination of treatments was 
laid out in a randomised block design with three replications. The urea was 
applied in six equal applications 11, 19, 28, 38, 50, and 60 days after sowing 
(DAS). Although nitrate is a better source for nitrate reductase induction, 



urea was chosen as the nitrogen source ( i )  to avoid the effect of cations asso- 
ciated with nitrate and ( ii because urea is the most commonly used nitrogen- 
ous fertilizer and is hydrolysed and nitrified within 6-8 days under the above 
soil conditions ( K.L. Sahrawat, ICRISAT, personal commun., 1983). The fer- 
tilizer required per plot was dissolved in 5 1 of water and applied in small fur- 
rows (3-4 cm deep) opened on the sides of the ridges, which were then closed 
immediately. Sorghum genotypes were harvested 95 DAS, the groundnut gen- 
otype J 11 at 118 DAS, and the Non-nod and Robut :33- 1 groundnut genotypes 
a t  138 DAS. The final harvest area in each plot was 12 m'. 

Experiment 2: Comparison of leaf nitrate rtjductclse activity ( N K A )  and 
nitrate content 

This experiment was conducted during the 1983-85 postruiny season. The 
groundnut genotypes tested were Robut 33-1 and Non-nod. Sorghum geno- 
types were M 35-1 and CSH 8R. The crops were fertilized with O,(i7, 133, nnd 
200 kg N/ha. The design of the  experiment was the same as in experiment 1 .  
The crop was sown on ridges 60 cm apart and the plot size was five rows of 5 
m. Plant spacing within rows for groundnut was 10 cm (167 000 plants/ha), 
and for sorghum 15 cm (1  11 389 plantslha). IJrea was applied in four equal 
applications 14,35,60, and 80 DAS as described for the first experiment. 'I'hree 
randomly selected plants were sampled from each plot for leaf NRA and nitrate 
estimations. The total leaves from each branch were counted, separated, and 
divided into three equal portions representing top, middle, and lower leaves at 
each harvest. During the later stages of plant growth, senescent leaves from 
the lower parts of the plants were excluded from the estimations. Discs of 8 
mm diameter were cut from the leaves and used for measurement of' NRA. 'I'he 
rest of the leaves were dried a t  607 C for 48 h and total weights were recorded. 
Leaf NRA and leaf nitrate of each portion, i.e. top, middle, and lower, were 
calculated and added up to estimate leaf NRA/plant and nitrate content/plant 
respectively. 

Leaf nitrate reductase activity 

NRA was measured by the method of ,Jaworski (1971 ) .  From each leaf one 
8 mm diameter disc was cut and incubated in sodium phosphate buffer (0.1 M 
sodium phosphate, pH 7.5,5% n-propanol, and 0.02 M KNO,,, approximately 
2 ml bufferlleaf disc) in 250-ml beakers. The discs were subjected to vacuum 
infiltration for 2 min a t  1 x 10" pascals, and incubated a t  30" C for 30 min. The 
incubation mixture was filtered immediately through a nitrate-free What- 
mann No. 1 filter paper and nitrite content was estimated using Szechrome 
NIT as described by Hunter et al. (1982). 



Leaf nitrate content 

The separated leaves were dried at  60°C for 48 h and finely ground to pass 
through a 1-mm sieve. Either 0.1 g of groundnut or 0.3 g of sorghum leaf powder 
were mixed with nitrate-free, activated charcoal in a ratio of 1:2, and the nitrate 
was extracted into 20 ml of distilled water and was estimated using Szechrome 
NAS (Hunter et al., 1982 ). 

Total nitrogen 

The nitrogen content in the plant tissue was determined as described by 
Technicon (Autoanalyser 11, Industrial method NC 218-72 A, 11). Haulm and 
stalk were chopped in a knife-mill and 400-500 g of this was ground to pass 
through a 1-mm sieve. Eighty mg of the powder was digested with 4 ml of 
selenium:sulphuric acid mixture, diluted to 75 ml with distilled water, and 0.33 
ml was used for estimation based on the Berthelot reaction (for details refer 
to Industrial method No. 218-72 A, 11, Technicon Industrial Systems, Tarry- 
town, NY 10591, U.S.A. ) .  

RESULTS 

All results were tested for significance at  the 5% level of probability and only 
significant results are discussed. 

Dry matter yield 

N application increased grain and shoot yield of sorghum and Non-nod 
groundnut genotypes (Tables 1 and 2) .  Haulm yields of the nodulated geno- 
type Robut 33-1 were also increased at the highest N level. Higher grain yield 
was obtained in sorghum hybrid CSH 8R than in M 35-1 and the yield levels 
of both sorghum genotypes reached a plateau between 120 and 150 kg N/ha. 
Nitrogen fertilizer did not significantly influence the kernel yield of groundnut 
genotype Robut 33-1, but high N reduced the kernel yield of genotype J 11 
(Table 2 ) .  Stalk yield increased in both sorghum genotypes, but genotype M 
35-1 produced more dry matter than CSH 8R at higher N levels. Both kernel 
and haulm yields of the Non-nod groundnut genotype were lower than those 
of the nodulating groundnut genotypes, Robut 33-1 or J 11, and seed and stalk 
yields of sorghum. Increased N application increased harvest index in sorghum 
(from 41% to 53% ) , but decreased that of groundnut (from 47% to 39%, Table 
3 ) .  N treatment  genotypes (within crop species) interactions were not sig- 
nificant; hence only genotype means are presented in Table 3. 



TABLE 1 

Effect 06 N fertilization of stalk/haulm yield ( kg/ha ) 

Nitrogen Sorghum Groundnut 
applied -- 

( kglha CSH 8R M 35-1 Non-nod Robut 33- 1 ,I 1 1 

"Standard error for comparing the nitrogen levels of sorghum genotypes. 
"Standard error for comparing the nitrogen levels of groundnut genotypes. 

N uptake and rneasuremcnt of  N ,  fixat ion 

The  total N uptake by Non-nod a t  nil nitrogen was very similar to that of 
the sorghum genotypes (Table 4 ) ,  indicating that in this case sorghum also 
could be used as a 'non-fixing' crop to estimate the soil N uptake by nodulated 
groundnut using the differential N uptake method. Nitrogen fixed by nodu- 
lated groundnut genotypes, estimated by the differential N uptake method using 
Non-nod as a control for the soil N uptake, were 189 kg N/ha fix genotype 
Robut 33-1 and 183 kg N/ha for genotype J 11. 

An increased percentage of N was observed in the stalks of' sorghum geno- 
types fertilized with 150 kg N/ha or more (Table 5 ) .  'I'here was no change in 
the N content in the kernels of genotypes J 11 and Hobut X3- 1 (4.6-4.8% ) but 
a t  high N levels, N content in the haulm of genotype Hobut :33-1 was increased 

TABLE 2 

Effect of N fertilization on grain/kernel yield (kg/ha) 

Nitrogen Sorghum Croundnut 
applied 
( kglha CSH 8H M 35-1 Non-nod Hobut 33- I J 1 1 

See Table 1. 



TABLE 3 

Effect of nitrogen fertilization on harvest index 

Nitrogen Sorghums Groundnuth 
applied 
( kg/ha) 

"Mean of two genotypes (CSH 8R, M 35-1). 
"Mean of three genotypes (Robut 33-1, J 11 and Non-nod). 

(from 1.7% to 2.096, Tables 5 and 6 ) .  Nitrogen application increased total N 
accumulation of groundnut genotype Robut 33-1, but did not significantly 
influence the total N accumulation of genotype J 11 (Table 4 ) .  However, both 
kernel and haulm N content of Non-nod increased linearly with increase in N. 
N contents in the shoot and seed and total N accumulation of both sorghum 
genotypes were much lower than those of groundnut genotypes and there was 
no increase in the N content in sorghum up to 100 kg N/ha (Tables 4 , 5  and 
6) .  Percentage of total N translocated to seed in sorghum genotypes increased 
with N fertilization responses (Table 7 ) .  N fertilization decreased percentage 
N translocated to kernels in genotype J 11 whereas there were no significant 
effects on genotypes Non-nod and Robut 33-1, up to 150 kg N/ha. However, at  
200 kg N/ha, less nitrogen was translocated to kernels of genotype Robut 33- 
1. 

TABLE 4 

Effect of N fertilization on total nitrogen harvested ( kglha) 

Nitrogen Sorghum Groundnut 
applied 
(kg/ha) CSH 8R M 35-1 Non-nod Robut 33-1 J 11 

See Table 1. 



TABLE 5 

Effect of N fertilization on nitrogen content ( % ) in stalk/haulm 

Nitrogen Sorghum Groundnut 
applied 
( kg/ha ) CSH 8R M 35-1 Non-nod Robut 93- 1 J 11 

","See Table 1. 

N utilization 

Sorghum and groundnut vary largely in protein content and N% in plant 
parts and hence differ in their N requirement to produce an  equivalent hio- 
mass. The  relationships between biomass production and total nitrogen har- 
vested in the plant parts of the sorghum and groundnut genotypes are presented 
in Fig. 1. At maximum N use level, sorghum genotypes showed greater N use 
efficiency (120 kg biomass/kg N harvested) that groundnut genotypes (36 kg 
biomasslkg N harvested). 

The  reduction of nitrate to  nitrite is believed to be the rate-limiting step in 
plants growing on mineral nitrogen. Hence to understand the N utilization 
pattern of groundnut and sorghum, ontogenic changes of nitrate reductase 
activity of these genotypes were studied during the 1984 -85 postrainy season. 
In these experiments observations were limited to leaf' nitrate reductase as 

TABLE 6 

Effect of N fertilization on nitrogen content ( %  ) in seed 

Nitrogen Sorghum Croundnut 
applied 
(kg/ha) CSH 8R M 35-1 Non-nod Robut 33-1 J 11 

'.bSee Table 1. 



TABLE 7 

Effect of N fertilization on percentage of total nitrogen translocated to seed 

Nitrogen Sorghum Groundnut 
applied 
(kglha) CSH 8R M 35-1 Mean Non-nod Robut 33-1 J 11 Mean 

Mean 

See Table 1. 

earlier experiments (unpubl. data, 1983) indicated negligible root nitrate 
reductase in sorghum and groundnut. Seasonal changes in the NRA/plant and 
NRA/mg dry leaf a t  200 kg N/ha are shown in Figs. 2A and 3A. In all geno- 
types, NRA/plant and NRA/mg leaf dry weight increased to a maximum at 
about 75 DAS. NRA/plant remained a t  near maximum levels until about 90 
DAS then decreased to a minimum a t  about 100 DAS, before increasing slightly 
again at  about harvest (Fig. 2A). The sorghum genotype CSH 8R showed higher 
NRA/plant than genotype M35-1 from 70 DAS to 90 DAS, perhaps enabling 
this genotype to respond to N fertilizer better than M 35-1. However, the NRA- 
/plant of the nodulating groundnut was higher than that of Non-nod a t  85 and 
92 DAS. Changes in NRA/plant of both groundnut and sorghum showed a 
more or less similar pattern, irrespective of differences in flowering and fruit 
growth. NRAs/plant of both groundnut genotypes were very much lower than 

1ROI1  - -- - - - - ---- --." 
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Fig. 1. Regression analyses of total biomass production as a function of total N assimilated by 
sorghum genotypes CSH 8R ( A ) and M 35-1 ( A ) , and groundnut genotypes Robut 33-1 ( ) , 
J 11 ( and Non-nod (I) during the 1983-84 postrainy season. 



Fig. 2. Changes in NRA/plant ( A )  and nitrate content/plant ( R )  of sorghu~n and groundnut 
genot-ypes fertilized with 200 kg N/ha during the 1984-postrainy season. Notations are the snme 
as in Fig. 1. Values of both sorghum genotypes are superimposed in H, hence only one is repre- 
sented. Bars represent SE. 

those of sorghum. NRA/mg leaf dry weight decreased after about 75 IIAS to 
reach a minimum a t  about 100 DAS before increasing slightly again at about 
harvest (Fig. 3A) .  Both sorghum genotypes had more or less similar NHA/mg 
leaf (Fig. 3A) .  In general, leaves of both sorghum genotypes reduced nit rate 
faster than those of the groundnuts (Fig. 3 A ) .  The  maximum NRA observed 
in groundnut genotypes was 0.8 nmoles nitritelmg dry leaf per hour while 
sorghum genotypes exhibited 2.6-3.3 nmoles nitritelmg dry leaf per hour. 
However, both groundnut genotypes retained considerble NRA during the later 

; J 9 '  I!, I :' I ill : I0 l i i l  

i d , ,  d ' t v ,  . , , , vSr ,q  i ~ , l ( ' ,  5 ' t s . l  p , t ~ ~ \ f ~  1 

Fig. 3. Changes in NRA (nmoles nitrite/mg dry leaf per h )  and nitrate content ( p g / g  dry leaf) of 
sorghum and groundnut genotypes fertilized with 200 kg N/ha during the 1984-85 postrainy sea- 
son. Sorghum genotypes CSH 8R ( A ) and M 35-1 ( A ), groundnut genotypes b b u t  33-1 ( ) 
and Non-nod (I). 
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Fig. 4. Leaf NRA and leaf nitrate content in the top ( A ) ,  middle ( B )  and lower ( C )  leaves of 
sorghum and groundnut genotypes a t  different N fertilizer levels, 71 DAS. Sorghum genotypes 
CSH 8R ( A ) and M 35-1 ( A ) , groundnut genotypes Robut 33-1 ( ) and Non-nod ( I ) . 

stages of plant growth, though NRA was low compared to that of the sorghum 
genotpyes. 

In Robut 33-1, the top and middle leaves had higher NRA than the lower 
leaves, but there was no significant difference in NRA of leaves from different 
canopy positions in the Non-nod genotype (Fig. 4 ) .  In both sorghum geno- 
types, higher NRA was observed in the middle leaves than in the top leaves. 

Nitrate concentration i n  leaves 

Leaf nitrate reductase is an inducible enzyme in many plant species, the 
enzyme being induced by the substrate, NO;. Although the leaves of sorghum 
genotypes had higher NRA, groundnut genotypes had higher nitrate concen- 
trations than sorghum genotypes throughout the growth cycle at all N levels. 
Representative data a t  200 kg N/ha are shown in Figs. 2B and 3B, When fer- 
tilized with 200 kg N/ha, genotype Robut 33-1 had around 6 mg nitratelplant 
at  85 DAS. Sorghum genotypes had most nitrate (0.3 mg/g dry leaf) at  110 
DAS but levels were never higher than 0.2 mg/g dry leaf during the rest of the 
growth period (Fig. 3B).  The slightly higher nitrate contentlg dry leaf in 
sorghum M 35-1 than in CSH 8R was not significantly different. 

Nitrate concentrations in the top leaves of genotypes Robut 33-1 and Non- 
nod were higher than in the middle or lower leaves (Fig. 4 ) .  There was no 
significant difference in the nitrate level of top, middle and lower leaves of 
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Fig. 5. Relationship between the NRA/mg leaf per h and nitratetg leaf in the top ( A ) ,  middle 
( B) , and lower ( C ) leaves of sorghum ( ) and groundnut ( 0 genotypes. 

sorghum genotypes. Regression analyses of' nitrate content in the leaves vu 
NRA of the three canopy portions 71 DAS are shown in Fig. 5. Although slope 
differences between genotypes of sorghum and those of groundnut are signifi- 
cant, slope differences within groundnut genotypes and sorghum genotypes 
were not significant. Hence only pooled data for groundnut (Iiobut 33-1 and 
Non-nod) and sorghum ( M  35-1 and CSH 8R)  are presented in Fig. 5. These 
data indicate high NRA activity at  low nitrate content in the leaves of sorghum, 
and low NRA, even at  high nitrate content, in the leaves of groundnut. Regreu- 
sion analyses carried out at  other growth stages showed a similar pattern 
(analyses not presented). 

DISCUSSION 

Dry matter yield and N uptake 

Responses of sorghum to fertilizer nitrogen, especially in India, are well doc- 
umented (Tandon and Kanwar, 1984). The hybrid genotype CSH 8R pro- 



duced a higher grais yield than the variety M 35-1. In general, improved 
sorghum genotypes respond more to fertilizer nitrogen than traditional culti- 
vated varieties (reviewed by Tandon and Kanwar, 1984). Genotypic differ- 
ences in the pod yield of nodulating groundnut in response to N have also been 
reported earlier (Gutstein, 1978). N fertilization increased harvest index in 
sorghum but decreased that of groundnut. The percentage of N translocated 
to seed in sorghum increased with N application. In contrast, less N was trans- 
located to kernels of groundnut J 11 a t  higher N levels and there were no sig- 
nificant effects on Non-nod and Robut 33-1, up to 150 kg N/ha. 

Recent studies indicate that the energy requirement for nitrogen fixation in 
legumes is greater than that required for mineral nitrogen utilization (Sils- 
bury, 1977; Mahon, 1979; Ryle et al., 1979). Therefore, genotypes of legumes 
which depend only on mineral N, if adequately fertilized, should grow and yield 
better than genotypes of the same crop species which are dependent on sym- 
biotic nitrogen fixation. Within the context of this experiment, the growth of 
the nitrogen-fertilized Non-nod groundnut should be greater than that of non- 
fertilized (no  added N )  nodulating genotypes. However, growth of the Non- 
nod genotype a t  high nitrogen levels was very poor when compared to that of 
the non-fertilized nodulating genotypes. Several other studies on nodulating 
and non-nodulating genotypes of groundnut and soybean have reported simi- 
lar results ( Weber, 1966; Johnson et al., 1975; Pancholy et al., 1983; Selamat 
and Gardner, 1983; Walker et  al., 1983). Hence the findings from the present 
experiment, and from many previous studies, are at  variance with the hypoth- 
esis that adequately fertilized non-nodulating legumes which depend on uptake 
of inorganic N for their N requirements, should out-yield nodulated genotypes 
which depend on the less energy-efficient symbiotic process of N, fixaticn for 
their N requirements. Although this result might be explained by the fact that 
the nodulating and non-nodulating groundnut genotypes used in the present 
study were not isolines, and could therefore be expected to have different 
inherent growth rates and rates of uptake and utilization of N, further study 
is needed to reveal the cause of the lower yields and lower efficiency of biomass 
production per unit of N harvested of fertilized non-nodulating genotypes of 
groundnut. 

Estimations of N, fixation and N utilization 

Estimations on nitrogen fixation using non-fixing control (sorghum or Non- 
nod groundnut grown without any nitrogen fertilizer) indicated that ground- 
nut could fix large amounts of nitrogen (up  to 190 kg N/ha).  Based on expe- 
riences for breeding efforts to increase the yields of legumes, Arnon ( 1980) 
argued that "because of the high energy requirements of nitrogen fixation, 
plant breeders have not been able to raise t,he level of yields of legumes, despite 
considerable breeding efforts". However, the results presented in Fig. 1 indi- 



cate that high protein content in legumes is not a consequence of nitrogen 
fixation, but apparently legumes acquired symbiotic nitrogen fixation because 
of their'high N requirement t o  produce an  equivalent biomass. Hence, it may 
not be possible to obtain high biomass yields in legumes by subst it ut ing fert i l -  
izer N application for nitrogen fixat ion. Brown (1978) h-ypot hesized that among 
the cereals C, plants (like sorghum ) have a greater N use efficiency (biomass 
production per unit of N in the plant ) than do C,, plants. N use efficiency of 
both sorghum genotypes reached a plateau at around 100 kg N harvestedlha, 
while that of Non-nod groundnut increased even up to 200 kg N/ha, indicating 
that even at this fertilization level, N limits the growth of this genotype ( Fig. 
1 ) .  At maximum N use level, sorghum genot-ypes showed greater N use effi- 
ciency (120 kg biomass/kg N harvested) than groundnut genotypes (36 kg 
biomass/kg N harvested). Though NRA/mg leaf of Non-nod was consistently 
more than in Robut 33-1, the differences were small and not significc~nt. There- 
fore the dependence of'the Non-nod on soil nitrogen did not greatly modify the 
N metabolism of this genotype. 

The reduction of nitrate (NO,,  to NO, ) is believed to be the rate-limiting 
step in plants growing on mineral nitrogen, and the enzyme N H  in the leaves 
is inducible by the substrate NO, in many plant species ( Heevers and Hage- 
man, 1969; Srivastava, 1980). Significant positive correlations between NRA 
and plant growth have been obtained in many plant species (Zieserl et a]., 
1963; Croy and Hageman, 1970; Dykstra, 1974; Singh et al., 1976). Hence we 
examined the relationship between leaf nitrate content and leaf nitrate reduc- 
tase activity of groundnut and sorghum. Both groundnut genotypes showed 
low leaf NRA, even a t  very high levels of nitrate content in the leaves, whereas 
sorghum genotypes showed higher NRA a t  low levels of leaf nitrate (Fig. 5 )  
relative to groundnut genotypes. 'I'his could he because of ( a )  higher nitrate 
concentration being required to induce nitrate redr~ctase in groundnut than in 
sorghum, or ( b )  nitrate reductase in groundnut having a lower affinity for the 
substrate (higher Km, the Michaelis-Menten constant) compared to that  of 
sorghum. This  implies that  groundnut is a poor utilizer of mineral nitrogen a t  
all stages of growth. This  may be one of the reasons for the poor response of 
groundnut to  N application; differences in symbiotic N, fixation in different 
soil types could also contribute to the erratic responses of groundnut to N 
application. 

As nitrogenase activity of groundnut root nodules declines during the pod- 
fill stage ( Hardy e t  al., 1973; Nambiar e t  al., 1982), it is generally thought that  
mineral nitrogen application during this stage could increase the yields. How- 
ever, in an  Alfisol field a t  ICRISAT, nitrogen application (0,20,40,  and 60 kg 
N/ha)  during the pod-filling stage did not significantly influence the pod yield 
of the groundnut genotype Robut 33-1 (authors, unpubl., 1983). Although both 
considerable NRA and nitrate content were detected during the later stages of 
plant growth in the N-fertilized (200 kg/ha) Robut 33-1 (Fig. 2A and 2B) ,  the 



NRA of this genotype was much lower than that observed in sorghum, indi- 
cating low enzyme efficiency. Hence it is unlikely that one may replace sym- 
biotic NZ fixation by nitrogen application during the pod-fill stage in groundnut. 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS 

We thank J.H. Williams for his critical comments on the manuscript, B. 
Gilliver and M. Singh for their help in statistical analyses, and A. Vishwanath, 
M, Subhash Rao, and 0. Mallaiah for their assistance in the experiments. 

REFERENCES 

Acuna, E.J. and Sanchez, P.C., 1968. The response of the groundnut to application of nitrogen, 
phosphorus, and potassium on the light sandy savanna soils of the state of Monegas. FertilitC, 
35: 3-9. 

Arnon, I., 1980. Breeding for higher yields. In: Physiological Aspects of Crop Productivity. Inter- 
national Potash Institute, Worblaufen-Bern, Switzerland, pp. 77-81. 

Balasubramanian, V., Singh, L. and Nnadi, L.A., 1980. Effect of long-term fertilizer treatments 
on groundnut yield, nodulation, and nutrient uptake a t  Samaru, Nigeria. Plant Soil, 55: 171-180. 

Beevers, L. and Hageman, R.H., 1969. Nitrate reduction in higher plants. Annu. Rev. Plant. Phys- 
iol., 20: 495-522. 

Bremner, J.M., 1965. Inorganic forms of nitrogen. In: C.A. Black (Editor),  Methods of Soil Anal- 
ysis, Part 2. Chemical and Microbiological Properites. American Society of Agronomy, Madi- 
son, WI, pp. 1185-1191. 

Brown, R.H., 1978. A difference in N use efficiency in C,, and C ,  plants and its implications in 
adaptation and evolution. Crop Sci., 18: 93-98. 

Chesney, H.A.D., 1975. Fertilizer studies with groundnuts on the brown sands of Guyana. 11. 
Effect of nitrogen, phosphorus, potassium, and gypsum and timing of phosphorus application. 
Agron. J., 67: 10-13. 

Croy, L.I. and Hageman, R.H., 1970. Relationship of nitrate reductase activity to grain protein 
production in wheat. Crop Sci., 10: 280-285. 

Dykstra, G.F., 1974. Nitrate reductase activity and protein concentration of two populas clones. 
Plant Physiol., 53: 632-634. 

Gutstein, Y., 1978. Differential response of two peanut types to nitrogen fertilizers. Hassadeh, 58: 
1265- 1269. 

Ham, G.E., 1978. Use of 'W in evaluating symbiotic N, fixation of field-grown soybeans. In: 
Isotopes in Biological Dinitrogen Fixation. International Atomic Energy Agency, Vienna, pp. 
151-162. 

Hardy, R.W.F., Burns, R.C. and Holsten, R.D., 1973. Application of the acetylene ethylene assay 
for the measurement of nitrogen fixation. Soil Biol. Biochem., 5: 47-81. 

Hunter, W.J., Fahring, C.J., Olsen, S.R. and Porter, L.K., 1982. Location of nitrate reduction in 
different soybean cultivars. Crop Sci., 22: 944-948. 

Jaworski, E.G., 1971. Nitrate reductase assay in intact plant tissues. Biochem. Biophys. Res. 
Commun., 43: 1274- 1279. 

Johnson, J.W., Welch, L.F. and Kvrtz, L.T., 1975. Environmental implications of N fixation by 
soybeans. J. Environ. Qual., 4: 303-306. 

Mahon, J.D., 1979. Environmental and genotypic effects on the respiration associated with sym- 
biotic nitrogen fixation in peas. Plant Physiol., 63: 892-897, 



Nambiar, P.T.C., Dart, P.J., Nigam, S.N. and Gibbons , R.W., 198'2. Genetic manipulation of 
nodulation in groundnut. In: P.H. Graham and S.C. Harris (Fxlitors), Biological Nitrogen 
Fixation Technology for Tropical Agriculture. Centro International de Agriculture Tropical 
Cali, Colombia, pp. 49-56. 

Pancholy, S.K., Sheikh, M.B. and Corbet, D.W.. 1983. Effect of N application on peanut leaf 
composition. APRES (American Peanut Research and Fxlucation Society. Inc. Texas, Ahtractu, 
15(1) :  122. 

Rami Reddy, S., Chalam, P.S., Sankara Reddi, C.H. and Raju, A.P., 1982. Effect of irrigation 
frequency and nitrogen on groundnut yield and nutrient uptake. Plant Soil. 65: 257-1263. 

Ryle, G.J.A., Powell, C.E. and Gordon, A.J., 1979. The respiratory costs of nitrogen fixation in 
soybean, cowpea and white clover. J .  Exp. Rot., 30: 145- 153. 

Selamat. A, and Cardner, F.P., 1989. Growth and N uptake and distrihution in N fertilized ntdu- 
lating and non-nodulating peanuts. APRES ( American Peanut Research and E d u c ~ t  ion Soci- 
ety, Inc.) ,  Texas Abstracts, 15(1) :  120. 

Silsbury, J.H., 1977. Energy requirement for symbiotic nitrogen fixation. Nature, 267: 149- 150. 
Singh, B., Sapra, V.T. and Patil. J.A., 1976. Nitrate reductase and its relationship to protein and 

yield characteristics of triticale. Euphytica, 25: 193- 199. 
Srivastava, H.S., 1980. Regulation of nitrate reductase activity in higher plants. I'hytochemistry, 

19: 725-733. 
Tanndon, H.L.S, and Kanwar, d.d,, 1984. A review of fertilizer use research on sorghum in India. 

International Crop Research Institute for the Semi-Arid 'I'ropics, 1'utanc.henl. A.1'. 502 324. 
India, Res. Bull. No. 8, 59 pp. 

Walker, M.E., Branch, W.D. and Gaines, 'I'.l'., 1983. Response of nodulating tind non-nod\~lating 
peanuts to foliar applied nitrogen. APRES (American Peanut Research and Education Soci- 
ety, Inc.), Texas, Abstracts, 15(1) :  121. 

Weber, C.R., 1966. Nodulating and non-nodulating soyheen isol~nes. 1 .  Agronomic. and ch~rnic.nl 
attributes. Agron. J., 58: 43-46. 

Williams, J.H., 1979. The physiology of groundnuts ( A m c h ~ s  h>pog:czc~n I , . )  cv. Egret. 2. Nitrogen 
accumulation and distribution. Rhod. J .  Agric, fies., 17: 49 55. 

Zieserl, J.F., Rivenbark, W.L.  and Hageman, R.H.. 1963. Nitrate reductnse activity, protein con- 
tent, and yield of four maize hybrids a t  varying plant ~)opulations. Crop Sci., :{: 27 32. 



NOTE TO CONTRIBUTORS 

A detailed ~; ide fo r~u thors  isavailable upon request and IS also printed in the flrst volume to appear 
each year. You are kindly asked to consult t h~s  guide. Please pay specla1 attention to the following 
notes: 

Types of papers published in the journal 
-- papers reporting results of orlglnal research - revlew nrtlclcs - short cornniunicnt~ons - edltorlals 
-book revlews -news and announcements 

Language 
The offlclal language of the journal IS English 

Preparation of the text 
(alThe nianuscrlpt should lncltlde at the becyrinirig an ,~bstr,lct of riot Illore than 400 words 
Lb) It should be typewritten wlth double spacing and wlcle niarglns Words to be prlrited In ltallcs 

should be underlined SI urilts should be used througlio~rt 
(c iThe title page should Include the tltle thtl nnnicqsl of the author(s), and tlitvr afflllatlon(s) 
(di Submlt oriylnal plus 2 coples 3f manusc;ript (orlg~nal ~llustrnt~oris or conip~rtt?r prlntouts plus 

2 photocopies - for photoyraphs. 3 prlnts should be suppllcd) 

References 
( a )  References In the text should be cltetl as thcl ri,initJ of t h ~  ,luthor(sl followrd by the y e a  of 

publlcatlon 
(bi  The reference list should be iri nlptint)et~c~il o r d ~ r  and on shccts sep,irntc froni the text 

Tables 
Tables should be comp~led on separate sheets A tltle should t ~ o  provldcd for each table ;ind all tables 
should be referred to In the text 

illustrations 
(a) lllustrat~ons should be numbered consecut~vely arid referred to In the text All ~llustratlons (Ilne 

drawlngs, computer prlntouts and photographs) should be sut)m~lted separately, unniounted 
and not folded 

(b) Draw~ngs should be fully annotated, the size of the lettering bung  appropriate to that of the 
drawlngs, but tak~ng Into account the posslble need for reduction In size (preferably not more 
than 50%). The page format of the journal should be consldered when deslynlng drawlnys. 

) Photographs must be of good quality, prlnted on glossy paper 
d )  F~gure capt~ons should be supplled on a separate sheet 

Reprints and page charges 
There is no page charge. Fitly reprints of each article published will be supplied free of charge. 
Additional reprints can be ordered on a reprint order form which is Included with the proofs. 

All contributions will be carefully refereed for ~nternational relevance and quality. 

Submlss~on of an article is understood to imply that the art~cle is original and unpublished and is not 
being consldered for publication elsewhere. 



ALSO FROM ELSEVIER 
b AGRICULTURAL E C O N O M I C S  

A G R I C U L T U R E ,  E C O S Y S T E M S  A N D  E N V I R O N M E N T  
AGRICULTURAL W A T E R  M A N A G E M E N T  

A N I M A L  F E E D  S C I E N C E  A N D  TECHNOLOGY 
A N I M A L  R E P R O D U C T I O N  S C I E N C E  

A P P L I E D  A N I M A L  BEHAVIOUR S C I E N C E  
AQUACULTURE 

AQUATIC BOTANY 
C O M P U T E R S  A N D  E L E C T R O N I C S  I N  AGRICULTURE 

ECOLOGICAL M O D E L L I N G  
E N E R G Y  I N  AGRICULTURE 

EXPERIMENr l 'AL A N D  A P P L I E D  ACAROLOGY 
F I S H E R I E S  R E S E A R C H  

F O R E S T  ECOLOGY A N D  M A N A G E M E N T  
LANDSCAPE A N D  URBAN P L A N N I N G  
LIVESTOCK P R O D U C T I O N  S C I E N C E  

P R E V E N T I V E  V E T E R I N A R Y  M E D I C I N E  
R E C L A M A T I O N  & R E V E G E T A T I O N  R E S E A R C H  

S C I E N T I A  H O R T I C U L T U R A E  
S O I L  & T I L L A G E  R E S E A R C H  

V E T E R I N A R Y  I M M U N O L O G Y  A N D  I M M U N O P A T H O L O G Y  
V E T E R I N A R Y  MICROBIOLOGY 
V E T E R I N A R Y  PARASITOLOGY 

V E T E R I N A R Y  R E S E A R C H  C O M M U N I C A T I O N S  

FULL DETAILS A N D  A FREE SAMPLE COPY AVAILABLE ON REQUEST 

ELSEVIER SCIENCE PUBLISHERS 
P.O. Box 330, 1000 AH Amsterdam, The Netherlands 


	00000001.tif
	00000002.tif
	00000003.tif
	00000004.tif
	00000005.tif
	00000006.tif
	00000007.tif
	00000008.tif
	00000009.tif
	00000010.tif
	00000011.tif
	00000012.tif
	00000013.tif
	00000014.tif
	00000015.tif
	00000016.tif
	00000017.tif
	00000018.tif
	00000019.tif

