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Table (1) Yield of sugarcane and intercrop In
different locations

Location Cropping system Yield
Sugarcane (ton/ac) | Intercrop (basket/ac)

2020-2021 Cane season

Pyinmana Cow pea 20.78 6.6
Nyaungpintha | Green gram 38.00 6.0
Kinpontaung | Sesame 28.17 5.5
Kanpani Cow pea 20.00 6.0
2021-2022 Cane season

Pyinmana Cow pea 33.87 9.0




Table (2) Cost of sugarcane and intercrop
cultivation in different locations

Location Cost of cultivation (kyat/acre) Gross cost
Sugarcane Intercrop (kyat)

2020-2021 Cane season

Pyinmana 737800 82000 819800

Nyaungpintha 910000 80000 990000

Kinpontaung 811700 84000 895700

Kanpani 730000 57000 787000

2021-2022 Cane season

Pyinmana 868700 108000 976700




Table (3) Gross return of intercropping with
sugarcane In different locations

Location Gross Return (kyat/ac)
Sugarcane Intercrop Total
Yield Unit | Amount Yield Unit | Amount | Amount
(ton/ac) | Price (kyat) | (basket/ac) | price (kyat) (kyat)
(kyat) (kyat)
2020-2021 Cane season
Pyinmana 20.78 30500 | 633790 6.6 30000 | 198000 831790
Nyaungpintha 38.00 30000 | 1140000 6.0 35000 | 210000 | 1350000
Kinpontaung 28.17 36000 | 1014120 5.5 34500 | 189750 | 1203870
Kanpani 20.00 30500 | 610000 6.0 30000 | 180000 790000
2021-2022 Cane season
Pyinmana 33. 87 43000 | 1456410 9.0 30000 | 270000 | 1726410




Table(4) Economic analysis of intercropping with
sugarcane In different locations

Location Cost of Gross return | Net profit | % increase
cultivation (kyat/ac) (kyat/ac) | In Profit
(kyat/ac)

2020-2021 Cane season

Pyinmana 819800 831790 11990 1.5
Nyaungpintha 990000 1350000 360000 36.4
Kinpontaung 895700 1203870 308170 35.6
Kanpani 787000 790000 3000 0.4
2021-2022 Cane season

Pyinmana 976700 1726410 749710 76.8




Figure (1) Economic analysis of intercropping
with sugarcane in different locations
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Figure (2) Economic analysis of intercropping with
sugarcane in Pyinmana (2 year)
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Effect of intercropping on Sugarcane Yield and income
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