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ABSTRACT

The objective of evaluating surface irrigation systems is to 'dentify management
practices and system configurations that can be feasibly and effectively implemented
to improve the irrigation efficiency.

Two field experiments were conducted at Sakha Agricultural Research Station,
Kafr Etshiekh Governorate during two successive summer seasons (2006 and 2007)
to study the evaluation of surge, alternative and continuous flow in furrow irrigation
with cotton crop. A randomized complete block design with four replicates was used
and the irrigation treatments were as follows; surge flow with cycie ratio 0.5 (5 min on
and 5 min. off or 10 min. on and 10 min. off). surge flow with cycle ratio 0.65 {10 min
on and 5 min. off or 20 min. on and 10 min. off). surge flow with cycle ratio 0 75 (15
min on and 5 min. off or 30 min. on and 10 min. off). alternative furrow irrigation and
continuous flow

The results indicated that the performance of the system during the evaluation
was acceptable in case of surge flow at 0.75 cycle ratio with 30 min. on and 10 min.
off in the two growing seasons. In case of continuous flow, the performance of the
system was poor since about 48 percent of all water applied was lost from 1he field as
runoff or deep percolation.
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INTRODUCTION

Irrigation water management is very important in Egypt due to shartage in
water resources as weil as the expansion of agriculture in newly reclaimed
larrds. Water supply in E%ypt i$ limited to the average annual share of the Nife
water at Aswan (55.5x10°m”) plus some minor quantities of ground water and
rainfall. Much water is wasted and the irrigation efficiency is very low. Many
studies were carried out to improve irrigation efficiencies to achieve the
proper economic use of water. Surge flow and alternative furrow irrigation are
the main factors affecting directly the irrigation efficiencies of surface
irrigation system.

Many authors and investigators .i.e. Stringham and Keller {1979).
Bishop et a/ (1981), lsmail et al. (1985). Ghalleb (1987), Allen (1980}, Osman
(1991), Osman ef al. (1996), Eid, (1998) and Ajad (2003) stated that surge
flow system seemed to be more efficient than continuous irrigation because
of iess runoff. less deep percolation and less opportunity for leaching of
nutrients.

Also. Meleha (2000) shcwed that the water requurements for cotton
piants ranged between 3500 and 3638 m* feddan.

El-Shahawy (2004} found that the irrigation of all furrows under traditiona!
land levelling received the highest amount of irrigation water. On the other
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hand. alternative furrow irrigation under precision fand levelling received less
amount of irrigation water,

Design and evailuation procedures for surface irrigation typically focus
on the hydraulic of the water flow, assuming everything else is uniform
{Merriam and Keller 1978). .

The objective of this study was to evaluate surge irrigation at different
cycle ratios. alternative furrow irrigation and continuous flow irrigation with
cotton crop at North Delta.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Two field experiments were conducted at Sakha Agriculturai Research
Station, Kafr El-Shiekh Governorate during two successive summer seasons
of 2006 and 2007, The station is situated at 31 07" N latitude, 30 57" E
longitude. It has an eievation of about 6 meters above the sea level.

Some physical and chemical properties of the soils of the experimental
field were determined according to standard methods (Black, 1965 and
Garcia. 1979), and are shown in Table (1).

Table (1): Some scil chemical and physical properties of the
experimental field.

! [ “EC \ Particle size Soil moisture | Bulk
Depth, *pH :dS/m distribution ' Texture| characteristics _ . densit
(cm) [1:2.5] at lSandi Silt [ Clay | class | F.C. [P.WP AW |0~

25| v !y | ! L% | % % ¥

o First season . o
015 [ 7.93] 169 [1656[23.00(60.44, Ciay [42.20] 2185102035 1.16

15-30 | 8.35 [ 1.78 [17.57(25.07/57.36] Clay |39.60] 2098 1862 126 .

1 30-45 [ 840 [ 2.93 [18.74|2052[6074] Clay |38.44| 20.89 [17.55] 132

1 45-60 | 8.82 | 387 [18.28|24.88{56.84] Clay [37.40] 2033 {17.07] 1.38 '

i Second season

| 0-15 [8.26 222 [17.14|2390[5896] Clay [44.50] 22.52 12198 1.12
15-30 | 8.64 | 263 [18.86(24 40|56.74| Clay [41.10[ 2065 [2045 121

. 30-45 [ 869 | 2.96 [1599{24.12]59.85; Clay [38.90] 20.10 ;18.80] 1.31

4560 | 8.77 | 3.70 |17.16]2089]61.95] Ciay |[38.15] 19.80 [18.35| 1.34
* Suspension ** Soil past extract

A randomized complete block design with four replicates was used. .
The irrigation treatments were as follows:
+ Surge flow with cycle ratic 0.5 (5 min. on and 5 min. off)
« Surge flow with cycle ratro .5 (10 min. on and 10 min. off)
e Surge flow with cycle ratic 0.66 (10 min. on and 5 min. off}
¢ Surge flow with cycle ratio 0.66 (20 min. on and 10 min. off)
+  Surge flow with cycle ratio 0.75 (15 min. on and 5 min. off)
»  Surge flow with cycle ratio 0.75 (30 min. on and 10 min. off)
« Alternative furrow irrigation
e Continuous flow {control)
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Egyptian cotton (Gossypium barbadenese L.) variety Giza 89 was
planted. All agricultural operations were performed according to the usua
local agricultural management of the MALR.

¢ Evaluation of surge and continuous irrigation( alterernative or
irrigation of all furrows). was calculated according to equation
described by James (1988) as follows:
Rz = D{Bec— 6,)100 = Wa - Dp - Ro
Wa = QUA
Where:
Rz = Amount of water stored in the effective roct zone {m)
Wa = Total water applied (m)
S:c and ©; = Volumetric water contents in percent at field capacity and
prior to irigation. respectively X
Q = Average stream size during the irrigation (m’/sec )
T = Duration of the irngation (sec.)
Dp = Deep percolation (m)
Ro = Run off (m) X
A = Areairngated (m~)
Ro=Wa-D  where:
D = Calculated infiltrated depth
Dz = Orc- O, where:
Dz = Depth to fill root zone (m)
Src= Moisture percent at field capacity
8,,= Moisture percent before irngation
Dp=D -Dz

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Evaluaticn of pest pianting and third irrigation with surge flow irrigation.
alternative furrow and continuous irrigation treatments for the two growing
" seasons are presented in Tables (2. 3. 4 and 5) and illustrated in figs {1. 2. 3
and 4}

The results showed that the amount of water applied was affected by the
surge flow treatments in the post and third irmigation throughout growing
season 2006 (Tables 2 and 3). The highest values of applied water depth are
recorded under the continuous irrigation ( 8.37 and 8.79cm.for post and third
irrigation, respectively). Cn the contrary, the lowest values (6.11 and 6 08 cm)
are recorded with surge flow (20 minutes on and 10 minutes off) for both.
respectively. It is noticed that the amount of water applied with aiternative
furrow irrigation are 6.90 and 8.61cm, for both respectively.

In the case of growing season 2007 (Tables 4 and 5), the highest values
of water applied in the post and third irrigation are recorded with the
continuous irrigation (8.23 and 7.84cm, respectively), while the lowest value
is obtained with the alternative irrigation (5.64cm} in the post irrigation and
(6.37cm) under surge (15 min. on and 5 min. off) in the third irrigation.
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Fig (1): Evaluation of post irrigation for different treatments during
growing season 2006.
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Fig (1) Continues
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Fig (1) Continues
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AB : Length of furrow (m)
ACDGA : Total depth of applied water per furrow
ABEHA : Total depth of requirernent per furrow
ABDFHA : Total depth of actual root zone storage per furrow
FGHF : Total depth of deep percolation per furrow
BCDB . Total depth of run off water per furrow
DEFD " Total depth of root zone deficit after irrigation per furrow

These data showed that the depth infiltrated is affected by the surge flow,
diternative and continuous furrow irrigation with the post planting and third
irrigation throughout growing season 2006 (Tables 2 and 3} The highest
values are recorded under surge flow with 10 min. on and 10 min. off for the
post planting (6. 73cm) and under alternative furrow with the third irrigation
{7.02cm) The lowest values are recoded under surge flow 15 min. on and 5
min. off in the post planting (5.13cm) and under surge flow 20 min. on and 10

min. off in the third imgation(4.78cm).
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Fig {2): Evaluation of third irrigation for different treatments during
growing season 2006.
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Fig {2) Continues
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. Fig (2) Continues
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FGHF Total depth of deep percalation per furrow
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in the post and third irrigation growing season 2007 (Tzbles 4 and 5), the
highest value of depth infiltrated (6.81cm) is recorded with surge irrigation at
0.5 cycle ratio with post planting and 8.72cm at 0.75 cycle ratio (surge 6). On
the contrary the lowest values of infiltrated depth (4.29 and 5.18cm) are
recorded with the alternative furrow irrigation with post planting irrigation and
surge 5 with third irngation, respectively. The infiltrated depth values under
continuous flow are 6.09 and 5.65cm were obtained with the post planting
and third irrigation, respectively.
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Fig (3). Evaluation of post irrigation for different treatments during
growing seascn 2007.
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Fig (3} Continues
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Fig (3) Continues
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Table (2 to 5) showed that the run off depth is affected by different
types of flow with post planting and third irrigation throughout growing season
2006 and 2007. In season 2006, the highest values of run off depth (2 85 and
3 19¢m) are recorded under the continuous irrigation in the post planting and
third irngation, respectively, while, the lowest values of run off depth {059
and {0 94cm) are found with surge irmgation at 0.75 cycle ratio in the post
planting and surge irrigation (Tables 2 and 3), respectively. The
corresponding values (1.12 and 1.59cm) were obtained under alternative
furrow irngation with post planting and third irrigation, respectively.

In the season 2007 (Tables 4 and 5), the highest values of run off
depth (2.14 and 2.19cm) are recorded under continuous irrigation with post
planting and third irrigation, respectively while, the lowest values are recorded
under surge flow at 0.66 cycle ratio in the post planting irrigation (0 22cm)
and with surge 6 (0.64cm) in the third irrigation. It is observed that the run off
depths (1.35 and 1.05cm) were obtained with alternative furrow irrigation |n
the post planting and surge irrigation, respectively.
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Fig {4): Evaluation of third irrigation for different treatments during
growing season 2007.
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Fig (4) Continues
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Fig (4) Continues
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Tables (2 to 5) showed that the depth required to fill root zone at field
capacity Is affected by the surge flow, alternative furrow irrigation and
continuous irrigation treatments in the post planting and third irrigation during
growing seasons 2006 and 2007. The highest values in 2006 (Tables 2 and
3) are recorded under the surge with 10 min. on and 10 min. off in the post
planting irrigation (6.04cm) and with the alternative treatment in the third
irrigation (5.48cm), respectively while the lowest values are recorded under
continuous irrigation treatment in the post planting irrigation (4.37cm) and
surge with 20 min. on and 10 min. off in the third irrigation (4 28cm).
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in the growing season (2007) (Tables 4 and 5) the highest depths required
to fill zone at field capacity are obtained under surge with 5 min. on and 5
min. off in the post planting irrigation {5.68cm) and with surge with 30 min. on
and 10 min. off in the third irrigation (5.58cm). On the contrary, the lowest
values for depth required are found under the alternative furrow irrigation
treatment (3.35cm) in the post planting and in the third irrigation {(4.21 cm).

It could be noticed that the depth required for the continuous irrigation
are 4.96 and 4.62cm in the post planting and third irrigation, respectively.
Table (2): Evaluation of post irrigation for different treatments,

throughout growing season 2006

(T Cycle i Depth| ] T
| time |Amount to fill Water Water
: Depth | Run Dee 8 :
Treatments‘ min._ | of water infiltrated | off root p appication | disiibution
applied (em} {cm) zone {em) efficiency | efficiency
! F On | Off (Cm) | atF.C. % % ‘
\I | {cm) N
;_ Surge1 | 5 | 5 | 693 ' 558 [135] 447 111 64 50 8330 |
“Surge2 | i0 | 10| 764 | 673 0911604 069 7906 8000 _
" Surge3 ' 10 | 5 | 748 657 091 574 | 083 | 7674 | 7840
" Surged | 20 [ 10| 611 | 527 '0B41 458 | 089 | 700 | 8747 _
1 Surge 5 15 5 630 513 117] 476 037 | 75860 8256 |
' Surge6 | 30 |10 | 6.18 559 [059] 510 049 8252 8760 |
Alternative 690 578 1.12] 462 1.16 66.96 74‘40:1
[Continuous | 837 552 |285]437] 115 52 21 7750 |

Table (3): Evaluation of the third irrigation for the dlfferent treatments,
throughout growing season 2006

[ Cycle T _"Depth ! !
time Amount to fill Water Water
. Depth | Run Dee s
Treatments — M of water infiltfated off root pemola?on application m
applied (cm (cm) zone (cm) efficiency | efficiency
On | Off; {(cm} atF.C. % %
: {cm)
J Surge1 [ 5 5 696 | 588 l126] 4.83 0.85 69.60 82.50 |
. Surge2 . 10 ;10| 668 , 569 1000515 0.54 76.98 78.00 |
Surge3 | 10 | 5 | 715 | 562 153 525| 040 73.00 8230
. . Surged . 20 10 608 . 478 1300428 050 | 7040 8140
Surge § 15 5 617 | 452 1 25| 4.60 032 [ 74.60 B2.21
. _Surge & 30 10 562 | 568 0 94 ] 502 066 | 7583 86.2¢
| Alternative 8.61 7.02 1.59] 548 1.54 63.65 r 79.10
| Continuous 8.79 560 [3.19] 451 1.09 5130 [ 7730

Tables (2 to 5) showed that the deep percolation is affected by the surge
flow, alternative furrow irrigation and continuous irrigation treatments with the
post planting and third irrigation during growing seasons {2006 and 2007).
The highest values of deep percolation in 2006 {Tables 2 and 3) are recorded
under the alternative treatment with the post planting and third irrigation (1.16
and 1.54 cm, respectively). On the contrary, the lowest values of deep
percolation are found under surge with 15 min. on and 5 min. off with the post
planting and third irrigation (0.37 and 0.32cm, respectively) while, under
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continuous irrigation these vaiues are 1.15 and 1.09 cm with the post planting
and third irrigation, respectively.

In the post pianting and third irrigation durning growing season (2007).
Tables 4 and 5 showed that the highest values of deep percolation are
recorded under surge with 10 min. on and 5 min. off in the post planting
irrigation {1.36cm} and under alternative in the third irrigation (1 68cmy) It is
noticed that the deep percolation values for the continuous irrigation in the
post planting and third irrigation are 1.13 and 1.03cm. respectively. The
higher values of deep percolation and runoff could be attributed 1o that the
infiltrated depth is more than the required depth,

The results showed that the water application efficiency is clearly affected
by the surge flow, aiternative and continuous irrigation treatments in the post
planting and third irrigation during both growing season. The highest value of
water application efficiency in 2006 (Tables 2 and 3) was recorded under the
surge irrigation with 30 min. on and 10 min. off (82.52%) with the post
planting irrigation. while the corresponding value (76 .98%) is obtained under
the surge with 10 min. on and 10 min. off in third irrigation. In this case. over-
irrigation occurs over the whole length of the furrow. On the contrary. the
lowest values are found under continuous irrigation treatments in the post
planting and third irngation (52.21 and 51.3 %, respectively). The values of
water application efficiency for the alternative furrow in the post planting and
third irrigation are 66.96 and 63.65 %, respectively

In case of growing season (2007). the highest values of water application
efficiency (Tables 4 and 5) are recorded under the surge wrigayion with 10
min. on and 10 -min_off in the post planting and thurd irrigation (79.2 and
81 86%. respectively) whie the lowest values are oblained with the
continuous in the post planting and third ingation (603 and 58.93%
respectively). It is noticed that the water application efficiency for the
alternative furrow are 62.6 and 60.66 % in the post planting and third
irrigation, respectively. '

Tables 2-5 showed that the values of water distribution efficiency are
affected by the surge fiow. alternative and continuous treatments. The
highest values in 2006 season (Tables 2 and 3) are recorded under the surge
with 30 min. on and 10 min. off in the post planting and third irrigation (87 .6
and 86.2 %, respectively). The lowest values are recorded under alternative
in the post planting (74.4%) and under continuous irrigation in the third
irrigation (77.3%)

During growing season (2007), the highest values of water distribution
efficiency (Tables 4 and 3) are achieved under surge with 30 min. on and 10
min. off for post planting irrigation (86%) and under surge irrigation with 15
min. on and 5 min off in the third irrigation (85 31%). On the contrary. the
lowest values of the water distribution efficiency are obtained with the
alternative treatments in the post planting irrigation (73.9 %) and under surge
irrigation with 5 min. on and 5 min. off with the third irrigation {76.42%).

These findinges are in a good agreement with those obtained by
Ghalleb (1987), Osman (1991}, Osman ef al. {1896), Eid {1998) and Aiad

(2003},

5445



El-Hadidi, E. M. et al.

Table (4): Evaluation of post planting irrigation for different treatments,
throughout growing season 2007

Cycie - - — . ]

ime | €. . 3 | -| 8E | E el ag

min. 2E £ B == = 85| Eg 1

; = . = £ 2 Eg af | 528 | £€2

‘Treatments °3 EE ' 5 ou {1 §= EOE| LYx

! S = == % |2 | 255 | 858 |

ono g8 & & fe | §| 8% |53 |

E® | 8 5 8¢ g 2

Surge! 515 | 774 | 6881 093] 568 1.13 73.40 83.20 :

Surge 2 110] 10 62 | 576 086 524 0.52 79.20 BOBO |

Surged 110] 5 678 | 656 022] 520 1.36 76.70 8070

 Surged 20710 622 | 537 (085] 456 0.81 7330 8020

Surge5 [15] & 7.20 651 |069] 530 1.21 7361 8410 .
Surge 6 |30] 10 6.11 514 [0.56| 4.31 0.83 70.70 86.00
Alternative 5.64 429 1351 353 076 62.60 73.80

Continyous 823 609 [214] 496 1.13 60.30 7440 |

Table (5): Evaluation of the third irrigation for the different treatments,
throughout growing season 2007

I Cycle T
l time |« 8 r o El?’—_“é‘_ £ e 3® £,
! mn_ | cS_ic&_| 8 |52Eia2_| 525 585
I Treatments g%g 355\% 8= 3"35 ESE | 8§25
] onion EET | 9ET e B8 %82 | T5g |
\ TP EEE R TR
| | 1 ,
T Surgel | 5 | 5| 774 | 659 115 5a1 | 118 | 69.90 a2 -
Surge2 | 10 | 101 656 | 583 .073 537 | 046 | B186 | 8000
Surge3 | 10 | 5 | 741 | €38 103 555 | 083 | 7489 | 8010
" Surged4 | 20 [10. 683 ; 585 097 513 ° 067 7599 | 8334
T Surge5 [ 15 15 1 637 ' 518 119 448 . 072 | 7002 T g5 I
T Surged | 30 | 10| 736 672 .0B4. 558 | 114 | 7582 8000 .
- Alternative | 694 589 1105 4.2% 1.68 6066 | 813C
[ Continuous ] 784 | 585 [219] 482 1703 | 5893 7657

Conclusions:

It can be concluded that the performance of the system during the
evaluation is acceptable in case of surge irrigation with 10 min. on and 10
min. off or 30 min. on and 10 min. off treatments in the two growing seasons.
In case of continuous flow, the performance of the systern is inefficient since
about 48 percent of the water applied was lost from the field as runoff or deep
percolation.

REFERENCES

Aiad, M. A, EI.-{2003}. Effect of surge irrigation on water conceptive use and
nutrients uptake of cotton. M.Sc. Thesis Soil scie.,, Fac. Agric.,
Mansoura University _

Allen, N. L. (1980). Advance rates in furrow irrigation for cycled flow, Thesis
presented to the Utah State University at Logan, Utah, M.SC. Degree.
USA.

Bishop, A. A, W. R. Walker, L. N. Alfen and J. Poole (1981). Furrow advance
rates under surge flow system. J. Irmigation and Drainage, Division
ASCE, 107: 257-264.

5446



J. Agric. Sci. Mansoura Univ., 33 (7), July, 2008

Black. C. A. (1965). Methods of Soil Analysis, Part { Am. Soc. Agron..
Madison Wisconson. U.S.A. :

Eid. S M {1998) Surge flow irrigation for corn and wheat under different land
leveling practices in heavy clay soil ph. D Thesis. Fac Agric. Tanta
Univ. Egypt

El-Shahawy, M | (2004) Some aspects of water management in furrow
irrigation under cotton crop. J. Agric. Sci. Mansoura Univ. Egypt. 29(6).
3651-3660.

Garcia. G (1978). Soil Water Engineering Laboratory Manual. Colorado State
Univ.. Dept. of Agric and Chemical Engineering. Fortcollins. Colorado.
USA :

Ghalleb A A (1987) Evaluation of surge irrigation for different field crops
Ph D Thesis. Fac. Agric.. Alex. Univ. Egypt.

[smail. S M., G L Westesen and W.E. Larsen. (1985) Surge flow border
irrigation using an automatic drop gate. Transaction of the A S AE, 28.
No. 2 :

James. L G. (1988). " Principles of farm irrigation system design" John willey
& Sons (ed.), New York, PP. 543

Meleha M. E. (2000) Effect of furrow length and methods of applying
irngation water on cotten yield and water use efficiency. J. Agric. Sci
Mansoura Univ. 25: 3883-3890.

Mernam. J. L. and Keller, U. (1978). Farm wrigation system evaiuation” A
guide for management Agricultural and irrigation Engineering
department. Utah state Univ Logan Utah, 271 p.

Osman. A M.; MM Attia; H El-Zaher and M. A Sayed (1996). Surge flow
furrow irrigation in calcareous soil. 1. Furrow advance time function and
applied water J. Agric. Sci. Mansoura Univ. Egypt, 21(10): 3671-3678

Osman. AM. (1991). Surge flow irrigation for corn and faba bean in clay soi
Ph D. Thesis. Sail Sci.. Fac Agric | Alex. Univ. Egypt

Stringham, G. E. and J. Keller (1978). Surge flow for automatic irrigation,
ASEC trrigation and Drainage Diviston, Special Conference Held at
Albugquergue. New Mexico, presented at July. pp. 132-142

Juad 2 bl Jguase g bighdll (3 sdiadly Jolally el o N Sl pudl

alall

Frale rogdd) $dsena 3 TPl dans dpana T guaall 3 gene L

5 paiall Aaala = Ach 3l &S — i Y audt

s = 5 =Rl g sl g ol N Disag e = R0 Zipad e
sl DY) D s ol e padacdl b il e et sl
e gall A e ) i€ A daflas Ly S ) 0 D el A e i jad La sl

USROS SRSV PR RIS JPg IR e T L PPN PR WA

DU L8y R Ayl Ayl el A plall ALASH ieiadll Aln axilidy Ul Jlas e

(356 3652 00y i B Y g R 0y o 3902 9) ¢ b D a5 -
(6 e oy o aiha Yo 8 080y 3 B V) 3T g e el 5

(Jﬁj&&_.\,}:_jéqi#_\?. ,i_;;’_a"_p_g_\asfﬁq_aﬂj_-\c) LV =J5-'J‘)-f.,r4‘-"“~_$ﬁ—
. (.‘nsd)&,‘as__';)).'a,‘nﬂl__,jéj;l._&lléﬁ—
o l ‘ oy “Ih,?’JM_

it addy ") AT IS JA), e iy J-)il -."‘\;\)_*Y,._zu ?LE{;]I ehal oy Jll C"Lu“ iy
A lum eaddie Wlatl elab ad U il &é)ll a8 L. el 30 e ,Aid.a(_;ss iy v
el g ada B L et W S Sl el Al e Y

5447





