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Abstract

The application of nitrogen in a soil under agricultural production is subject to several pathways including
de-nitrification, leaching and recovery by an annual crop. This is as well greatly influenced by the man-
agement practices, nitrogen source and soil conditions. The main objective of this study was to investigate
the loss of nitrogen (N) through nitrous oxide (N2O) emissions and mineral N leaching and uptake by
annual crop as influenced by the N source. The study was carried out at Kabete in Central Kenya.
Measurements were taken during the second season after two seasons of repeated application of N as urea
and Tithonia diversifolia (tithonia) leaves. Results obtained indicated that nitrous oxide (N2O) emissions at
4 weeks after planting were as high as 12.3 lg N m�2 h�1 for tithonia treatment and 2.9 lg N m�2 h�1 for
urea treatment. Tithonia green biomass treatment was found to emit N2O at relatively higher rate com-
pared to urea treatment. This was only evident during the fourth week after treatment application.Soil
mineral N content at the end of the season increased down the profile. This was evident in the three
treatments (urea, tithonia and control) investigated in the study. Urea treatment exhibited significantly
higher mineral N content down the soil profile (9% of the applied N) compared to tithonia (0.6% of the
applied N). This was attributed to the washing down of the nitrate-N from the topsoil accumulating in the
lower layers of the soil profile. However, there was no significant difference in N content down the soil
profile between tithonia treatment and the control. It could be concluded that there was no nitrate leaching
in the tithonia treatment. Nitrogen recovery by the maize crop was higher in the urea treatment (76% of the
applied N) as compared to tithonia treatment (55.5% of the applied N). This was also true for the residual
mineral N in the soil at the end of the season which was about 7.8% of the applied N in the urea treatment
and 5.2% in the tithonia treatment.From this study, it was therefore evident that although there is relatively
lower N recovery by maize supplied with tithonia green biomass compared to maize supplied with urea,
more nitrogen is being lost (through leaching) from the soil–plant system in the urea applied plots than in
tithonia applied plots. However, a greater percentage (37.8%) of the tithonia-applied N could not be
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accounted for and might have been entrapped in the soil organic matter unlike urea-applied N whose
greater percentage (92%) could be accounted for.

Introduction

In addition to the nitrogen that is either recovered
by an annual crop or retained in the soil at the end
of a growing season, significant amount of nitro-
gen (N) is lost directly or indirectly from both
organic materials and mineral fertilizers when ap-
plied to the soil. Some of the major processes
through which N is lost from the plant–soil system
include denitrification, leaching, and volatilization.
In addition to the prevailing edaphic and climatic
conditions, the management systems also influence
these processes that govern nitrogen loss from the
soil–plant system in both agricultural and agro-
forestry systems (Dixon 1995). There is little
information on the magnitude of N2O emissions
and N leaching in tropical soils under different
management regimes and soil types. Due to the
high mobility of nitrogen in the soil, these losses in
turn influence uptake by annual crops. Therefore,
this study was aimed at providing estimates of
nitrogen (N) loses through nitrous oxide (N2O)
emissions and mineral N leaching and uptake by
annual crop as well as soil N at the end of a
growing season as influenced by the N source.

Some of the pathways through which N is lost in
different forms include the following:

Denitrification

This refers to nitrate reduction to gaseous nitric
oxide (NO), nitrous oxide (N2O) or dinitrogen gas
(N2) and this mainly takes place under anaerobic
conditions (Babbar and Zak 1996) through several
bacteria (Loomis and Connor 1992; Singh and
Vaje 1998; Brady and Weil 1999) resulting in a net
N loss from the system. These N gas losses can be
reduced significantly through better soil and
fertilizer management. Lehmann et al. (1999) re-
ported that the rate of N loss was lower with
mulches compared to inorganic N source and
attributed their findings to microclimate amelio-
ration by the organic material. They also observed
higher rates of N loss with application of ammo-
nium sulphate [(NH4)2SO4] fertilizer compared to

Acacia saligna mulches in a study in the dry
tropical savanna of northern Kenya. Matson et al.
(1998), working on wheat in Mexico, found that a
reduction of gaseous loss of N from about
14 kg N ha�1 to almost zero could be attained by
improved system management. This depicts that
organic inputs can be used to minimize gaseous N
losses. However, other studies have shown higher
denitrification losses with organic as compared to
mineral fertilizers (Janzen and Schaalje 1992).
More research to ascertain this is needed especially
for different agroecological zones and soil types.

Volatilization

Nitrogen loss in the form of ammonia gas and its
volatilization is mainly a soil surface phenomenon
that is more pronounced in alkaline environments
(Glasener and Palm 1995; Palm et al. 1996; Singh
and Vaje 1998). Loomis and Connor (1992) noted
that at pH 5.0 and below, about 0.004% of the
nitrogen is present as free NH3 but that fraction
increases approximately 10-fold with each unit
increase in pH. Thus at pH 9.0, about 40% of the
total nitrogen available in form of NH3 is volatil-
ized. When urea fertilizer is applied to the surface
of agricultural soils of pH >7.0 especially in arid
and semi-arid regions, NH4

+ formed from urea is
deprotonized to form NH3 gas (Terman 1979;
Patra et al. 1996). This NH3 gas readily diffuses
into the atmosphere causing reasonable losses of
the urea applied nitrogen. Kumar et al. (1994)
quoted by Lehmann et al. (1999) noted consider-
able reduction in NH3 losses by application of
Sesbania aculeata leaves as compared to mineral
fertilizer application. Glasener and Palm (1995)
found a maximum of 11.8% N loss via volatili-
zation on a soil with pH 4.5. This was reduced to
zero with incorporation of the organic materials.

Leaching

Nitrogen applied or fixed into the soil is not all
taken up by plants; a large amount is incorporated
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into the soil organic matter, lost to the atmo-
sphere as discussed earlier or leached into the
ground or surface waters (Di and Cameron 2002).
Significant amounts of soil organic nitrogen are
also mineralized, which are then taken up by
plants, lost to the atmosphere or leached down
the soil profile (Kimetu 2002). Nitrogen loss
through leaching mainly occurs with increased
accumulation of nitrates in the soil profile
followed by a period of high drainage. Due to the
fast conversion of ammonium to nitrate, the
concentration of nitrates is higher than ammo-
nium in most soils. Therefore, because soils are
mainly negatively charged, nitrates are loosely
held in the soil hence can readily be leached down
the profile.

Nitrate leaching and water contamination have
become a major concern worldwide. This has
been due to intensification of agricultural pro-
duction involving the application of nitrogen
fertilizers (Spalding and Exner 1993; Addiscott
1996; Di and Cameron 2002). Although this
problem is more pronounced in the developed
countries, rising nitrate concentration in ground-
water have also been detected in some regions of
developing countries where agricultural produc-
tion has intensified with increased use of both
chemical fertilizer and organic fertilizers (Di and
Cameron 2002).

Management options to mitigate leaching of
nitrates include: reducing N application rates,
synchronizing N supply to plant demand, use of
cover crops, better timing of ploughing pasture
leys, improved stock management and precision
farming (Di and Cameron 2002).

The pathways highlighted above and others like
crop harvesting and runoff have been noted to be
the principal ways through which about 89% of
the N applied in the soil is lost (Peoples et al.
1995). Most annual crops are capable of recover-
ing only about 20–50% of the N applied (Paroda
et al. 1994) or lower (Mugendi et al. 2000)
depending on the form in which the fertilizer is
applied (inorganic or organic). More research is
needed to establish the amount of N lost through
each of the pathways and work on ways and
means of minimizing this loss.

The objective of this study was to investigate the
loss of nitrogen (N) through nitrous oxide (N2O)
emissions and mineral N leaching and uptake by
annual crop as influenced by the N source.

Materials and methods

Site description

The study was carried out at the National Agri-
cultural Research Laboratories (NARLs) station
at Kabete, Kenya which is located at 36� 46¢ E
and 01� 15¢ S and an altitude of 1650 m above
sea level. The soils are mainly Humic Nitisols
(FAO 1990) that are deep and well weathered. The
soil pH is 5.4, total N 1.35 g kg�1, extractable P
27 mg kg�1, carbon 1.6%, exchangeable Ca, Mg,
and K (cmol kg�1) 5.8, 1.7, and 0.7 respectively,
clay 40%, sand 23%, and silt 37%. The mean
annual rainfall is about 950 mm received in two
distinct rainy seasons; the long rains (LR) received
between mid-March and June, and the short
rains (SR) received between mid-October and
December. The average monthly maximum and
minimum temperature is 23.8 �C and 12.6 �C,
respectively.

Nitrogen (N) recovery, N losses through N2O
emissions and N leaching were compared from
application of Tithonia diversifolia (tithonia) green
manure or urea, both applied at 60 kg N ha�1.
Organic materials (freshly collected leaves of
tithonia) were applied at the beginning of the
season, broadcasted and incorporated by hand in
the top 10 cm of soil prior to planting. Urea was
applied according to normal practice (split appli-
cation); a third of the total amount was applied
before planting while two-thirds was applied 5
weeks after planting. This was by broadcasting
and incorporating up to about 10 cm depth,
The calculation of the application amount of
organic materials (that would give 60 kg N ha�1)
was done on dry matter basis. The maize vari-
ety planted was hybrid 512. The experiment,
which was designed and established by TSBF in
1999, consisted of 10 treatments replicated four
times (Kimetu et al. 2004). The treatments
sampled for N2O, N leaching and N recovery
were tithonia treatment, urea treatment and the
control.

Sampling and analyses

Measurements were taken during the second sea-
son (2000 long rains which occur between March
and June) after two seasons of repeated applica-
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tion of N as urea and Tithonia diversifolia (titho-
nia) leaves.

Gas sampling

The three treatments (tithonia, urea and control)
each replicated four times were sampled for gas
analyses. This was done before treatment appli-
cation, 1 week, and 4 weeks after treatment
application. Plastic chambers with internal diam-
eter of 30.5 cm and a height of 10 cm were used
for measuring gas fluxes. The top of each chamber
had a brass-sampling valve fitted with a teflon
septa. A base was constructed using polyvinyl-
chloride (PVC) tubes about 6 cm in height where
one end was expanded to enable the chamber to fit
tightly. The bases were driven to a depth of 3 cm
in the soil 24 h before gas sampling to ensure that
disturbed soil had settled (Puget and Drinkwater
2001). At the beginning of each sampling period
the chamber was placed into the permanent PVC
base. A hole was opened in the chamber’s top
during placement to avoid creating over-pressure,
a rubber bung was placed in the hole once the
chamber was situated in the permanent base.
Samples were collected from the chamber head-
space with 50 ml polypropylene syringes at 0, 10,
20, and 40 min following chamber closure. Thirty
milliliters of each sample was injected into 20 ml
evacuated glass vials (Labco Exetainer). The vials
sampled were properly labeled with plot descrip-
tions and time of sampling and then sent to
USDA/ARS laboratory in Fort Collins, CO, USA
and analyzed by gas chromatography. Nitrous
oxide (N2O) was analyzed by electron capture
detector (ECD) (Matson and Harriss 1995).

Gas analyses

To determine nitrous oxide emission in the differ-
ent treatments, the following procedure was used:

Gas concentrations in parts per million (ppm)
were plotted against time (0, 10, 20, and 40 min)
for each chamber. The four replicates were plotted
in one graph. The out-liers were eliminated where
necessary to obtain an R2 of the fitted line of above

0.7. Using the slopes (Dy) of the lines (concentra-
tion versus time), the fluxes were calculated as:

N2O flux ¼ Dy � 7027:2
The above calculations assumed a standard

pressure (1 atm.) and standard temperature of
20 �C or 293 K, therefore, corrections for pressure
and temperature were made as follows (Source:
Matson and Harriss 1995):

Flux (correctedÞ ¼ Gas flux

� ½Pressure (bars)=1:013�
½Temperature (K)=293�

Nitrogen uptake

Nitrogen uptake by the maize crop was deter-
mined at the end of the growing season. N uptake
was calculated by multiplying the grain, stover and
core (husk) yields with the nitrogen concentration
in the specific components. Analysis was done on
grain and stover samples for total N by Kjeldahl
digestion with concentrated sulfuric acid (Ander-
son and Ingram 1993; ICRAF 1995). The nitrogen
concentration in the core was estimated from the
values obtained from the stover samples. This is
because, earlier research by Gachengo (unpub-
lished data and personal communication) revealed
that the nutrient contents in the stover were almost
similar to concentrations of the same nutrients in
the core. Mugendi (1997) also observed the same
in his study in the subhumid highlands of Kenya.

Nitrogen recovery was determined as shown
below:

Soil sampling and analyses

Soil N availability and movement: Soil N dynamics,
both in terms of N availability in the topsoil and N
movement through the profile were determined by
consecutive soil samplings through the cropping
season. At the end of the season, control, tithonia
and urea treatments were sampled up to 180 cm
depth for mineral N (NHþ

4 and NO�
3 )

Nitrogen recovery (%) ¼ ðNitrogen uptaketreatment �Nitrogen uptakecontrolÞ
Amount of nitrogen applied

� 100
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determination at different depths (0–10, 10–30, 30–
60, 60–90, 90–120, 120–150 and 150–180 cm). This
enabled determination of N dynamics down the
soil profile. Soil moisture content was determined
and the values used in the calculation of mineral N
content in the soil. Soil extraction was done by
shaking about 20 g of soil in 125 ml bottles for 1 h
in 100 ml of 2 N KCl (ICRAF 1995). The extract
was filtered through Whatman paper (no. 5). The
filtrates were then analyzed for extractable nitrate
by cadmium (Cd) reduction column method
(Anderson and Ingram 1993; ICRAF 1995) and
for extractable ammonium using colorimetric
method (ICRAF 1995).

The effects of treatment on gas fluxes and N
leaching were determined separately for each
experiment using Genstat 5 for windows (Release
4.1). Treatment means found to be significantly
different from each other were separated by least
significant differences (LSD) at p £ 0.05.

Results and discussion

Treatment effects on nitrous oxide emissions

Missing out the second split of the urea applica-
tion might limit any concrete conclusion on the
amount of N lost through N2O emission in the
present study. Nevertheless the study reveals some
intrinsic facts about N2O flux with organic input
versus synthetic fertilizer inputs as highlighted
below.

Nitrous oxide (N2O) emissions differed signifi-
cantly with sampling time in tithonia fertilized
plots. The range was as low as � 0.3 lg N m�2 h�1

(before treatment application) and as high as

12.3 lg N m�2 h�1 (4 weeks after application)
(Table 1). Urea treatment did not show any
significant difference between the three sampling
periods (before treatment application, 1 week and 4
weeks after application). This was also true with
the control.

There was no significant difference in nitrous
oxide flux between tithonia and urea treatments
before treatment application and one week after
application. The amount of N2O emitted from
tithonia treatment one week after treatment
application was about 2.4 lg m�2 h�1 while N2O
emission in urea treatment was 2.9 lg m�2 h�1.

At four weeks after treatment application, there
was significant difference in N2O emission between
tithonia and urea treatments (Table 1). The rate
of N2O emission in tithonia treatment was
12.3 lg m�2 h�1 as compared to urea treatment
which emitted at the rate of 1.3 lg m�2 hr�1. The
relatively lower N2O emissions in urea treatment
could be attributed to split application of the
mineral fertilizer. Palm et al. (1997) reported rel-
atively large amounts of N losses from sole
application of high quality organic materials as
compared to mineral fertilizer alone. Thus, a better
option (than the use of either organic or mineral
fertilizer alone) could be the use of high quality
organics as partial substitution for synthetic fer-
tilizers.

The relatively higher N2O emissions in the
green manure treatment as compared to syn-
thetic fertilizer treatment could be attributed
partially to the incorporation of the green
manure leaves which promoted high levels of
nitrate and available carbon in the soil enhanc-
ing denitrification (Janzen and Schaalje 1992).
Xu et al. (1993) and Jones et al. (1997) reported

Table 1. Treatment effects on N2O fluxes at, Kabete, Kenya, 2000.

Treatment N rate (kg N ha�1) Nitrous oxide (N2O) flux (lg m�2 h�1)

T0 1WAP 4WAP Lsd0.05

Control 0 1.7 1.2 7.3 11.2

Tithonia 60 �0.3 2.4 12.3 5.4

Urea 20 0.6 2.9 1.3 8.8

Lsd0.05 NA 8.0 3.2 9.4 –

Note. Only 20 kg N ha�1 of urea had been applied at the time of the gas sampling; 40 kg N ha�1 was applied at 5 weeks after planting

(1 week later).

Abbreviations. T0, before treatment application; WAP, week(s) after treatment application.
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higher losses of N through denitrification when
the material is incorporated compared to surface
application.

Nitrogen uptake and total %N recovery by maize

Results obtained at the end of the maize growing
season revealed that nitrogen concentrations in the
grain, stover and core yields differed significantly
(p £ 0.05) between the different treatments (Ta-
ble 2). Nitrogen uptake ranged from 86.3 to
131.9 kg ha�1. Urea treatment gave the highest N
uptake while control had the lowest. Total N
uptake in the above ground yield from urea
sole application was 45.6 kg ha�1 higher than in
control plots. This relatively high N uptake
from urea treatment could be attributed to the
readily available N from the urea. The N
uptake by maize that received tithonia green bio-
mass alone as N source was about 119.6 kg ha�1,
which was not significantly different from the
control.

Nitrogen recovery by the maize crop that re-
ceived urea was significantly higher compared to
nitrogen recovered by maize that received only
tithonia green biomass. The apparent percentage
N recovery by maize crop that received only
tithonia green biomass was 55.5% while urea
treatment had 84.7% nitrogen recovery. Other
researchers working on different N sources (or-
ganic inputs and synthetic inputs) also reported a
percentage N recovery ranging from 25% to 111%
(Westerman et al. 1972; Kruijs et al. 1988; Chris-
tianson et al. 1990; Gachengo et al. 1999; Rees and
Castle 2002). The high N recovery by maize crop
planted with sole urea was an indication that there

was less N loss from soil–plant system. Therefore,
the growing maize crop took up a large percentage
of the N supplied by either the synthetic or organic
inputs. Nitrogen recovery by annual crops can
vary widely depending on biophysical conditions,
but is generally thought to be low for organic in-
puts. Giller and Cadisch (1995) suggest that for
most organic inputs, this can be about 20% and in
some cases up to 25% when high quality organic
materials like tithonia is used as N source (Gach-
engo et al. 1999). However N recovered from the
tithonia-treated plots in the present study was
55.5% which is relatively higher compared to
earlier studies by other researchers (Gachengo et
al. 1999). This could partially be explained by the
residual effect from a previous season which is not
discussed in this study or difference in biophysical
factors like rainfall and soil type which could
influence nutrient uptake by crop and loss from
the plant–soil system.

From this study, it was also noted that, grain yield
accounted for a greater portion of the recovered N
than either stover yield or the core. This was also
noted by Mugendi et al. (2000) in their work in the
sub-humid highlands of Kenya. N recovery value
from the urea applied maize agrees with the findings
of Chabrol et al. (1988) in a study in Bedfordshire,
England as well as whatMugendi et al. (1999) found
out in their studies in the subhumid highlands of
Kenya.

Mineral N leaching at the end of the season as

influenced by the N source

Soil mineral N movement down the soil profile
was also investigated at the end of the season and

Table 2. Nitrogen added, total aboveground nitrogen uptake, and nitrogen recovery by maize crop (2000) at NARL, Kabete, Kenya.

Treatment N applied (kg N ha�1) Nitrogen uptake (kg ha�1) %N Total %N recovery

Grain Stover

Control 0 86.3 1.7 0.63 N/A

Tithonia 60 119.6 1.8 0.8 55.5

Urea 60 131.9 2.0 1.1 76.0

Lsd0.05 N/A 41.0 – – N/A

Note. This sampling was done at the end of the season and the second urea spilt urea had been applied giving a rate of 60 kg ha�1.

Calculated total %N recovery values obtained in the study were meant to be estimates to the actual recoveries because the material

used were unlabeled.
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the results revealed significantly higher mineral N
content in urea treatment as compared to control
and tithonia treatments (Figure 1). This was evi-
dent at different layers up to the depth of about
100 cm and could be attributed to leaching of the
applied urea N down the soil profile. This was
because during this season adequate rainfall was
received thus, providing enough water to percolate
down the soil profile hence washing down of the
soil loosely held nitrate-N to lower layers (Singh
and Vaje 1998). At 20 cm depth, soil mineral
nitrogen was about 3.6 mg kg�1 higher in urea
treatment compared to tithonia treatment while at
75 cm depth this difference increased to about
4.5 mg kg�1. This could be as a result of leaching
of the nitrate N (Hagedorn et al. 1997).

At depth lower than 100 cm, no significant
treatment differences were noted in the mineral N
content.

The relatively lower mineral N content in
tithonia treatment as compared to urea treatment
down the soil profile was an indication of lower
rate of N leaching when tithonia green biomass is
used as N source as compared to the use of urea.
As shown in Table 3, the use of tithonia biomass
however is not an assurance of zero N leaching but
could help in reducing the rate of N leached. As

noted by Di and Cameron (2002), in organic
farming systems, the lack of chemical N fertilizer
use would lead to lower N leaching loss. There-
fore, farmers could be encouraged to engage in
more of organic farming with the use of organic
resources like tithonia green biomass to lower N
losses through leaching.

Mineral N in the top soil at the end of the season at

Kabete, Kenya, 2000

At the end of the season, the mineral nitrogen that
remained in the soil at 10 cm depth soil was highly
depended on the treatment (Figure 2). Results
indicated that the separate application of the dif-
ferent N sources (tithonia or urea) had signifi-
cantly different levels of influence on mineral N
content in the soil. Urea had the highest mineral N
content (8.2 mg kg�1) followed by tithonia sole
application with 6.7 mg kg�1 while control treat-
ment had the lowest mineral N content
(3.9 mg kg�1). The relatively higher mineral N
content in the urea treatment might be partially
explained by the split application of the urea. This
could be an indication that all the urea applied in
the second split was not full utilized by the maize.

Figure 1. N dynamics down the soil profile – End of 2000 long rain season at NARL, Kabete, Kenya.
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N budgets at Kabete, Kenya, 2000

Nitrogen lost through leaching in Tithonia diver-
sifolia treatment was only 0.4 kg N ha�1 above
control treatment which represent 0.7% of the
applied N while N loss in urea treatment was
5.4 kg N ha�1 above control representing 9.0% of
the applied N (Table 3). This was an indication
that more N was being lost through leaching in
urea treatment compared to tithonia treatment as
already discussed in an earlier section.

Nitrogen loss through nitrous oxide emission
was relatively higher with the application of
tithonia while urea had relatively lower losses. This
could be attributed to the split application of urea.
Only 20 kg N ha�1 had been applied at four weeks
after planting (4WAP). This was an indication that
the use of tithonia green biomass as a source of
nitrogen could not be considered as a way for
reducing N loss through nitrous oxide (N2O)
emission due to the one-time application practice
for the green manure. A possible alternative could

Table 3. Nitrogen balance sheet after a maize cropping season at Kabete, Kenya, 2000.

Treatment Control Tithonia Urea Lsd0.05

N applied (kg ha�1) 0 60 60 –

Nitrogen lost through leaching (at 70–80 cm depth) (kg ha�1) 8.6 9.0 (0.4) 14.0 (5.4) 4.6

N lost through nitrous oxide emission at 4WAP (kg ha�1) per year 0.64 1.10 (0.5) 0.11 (�0.5) 0.8

N recovered by the maize crop (kg ha�1) 86.3 119.6 (33.3) 131.9 (45.6) 41.0

Mineral N remaining in the top 10 cm soil layer (kg ha�1) 4.3 7.4 (3.1) 9.0 (4.7) 3.4

N accounted for (kg ha�1) 99.8 137.1 (37.3) 155.0 (55.2) –

N not accounted for (kg ha�1) – 22.7 4.8 –

Values in parenthesis are net values relative to the control.

Mineral N content available in the soil before the start of the experiment was 17.6 kg ha�1.

Figure 2. Treatment effect on soil mineral N at the end of 2000 long rains season at 10 cm depth at NARL, Kabete, Kenya.
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be split application of the green manure but more
research is needed to ascertain such a hypothesis.
However, missing out the second split of the ap-
plied urea in this study limits a concrete conclusion
as mentioned earlier.

Maize crop fertilized with tithonia recovered
33.3 kg ha�1 above control which represent 55.5%
of the applied N while maize fertilized with urea
was able to recover 45.6 kg ha�1 (76% of the ap-
plied N). The relatively lower N recovery rate from
the tithonia biomass could partially be attributed
to the lack of synchrony between N demand by the
maize crop and the N released by the decomposing
biomass (Mugendi et al. 2000). Urea treatment
had the highest amount of mineral N left in the top
10 cm soil (4.7 kg ha�1 above control) while
tithonia treatment had 3.1 kg ha�1 above control
treatment left in the top 10 cm soil.

Out of this study, we were able to account for
92% of the urea applied N and 62.2% of the
tithonia applied N. The decomposition of the
tithonia biomass may have led to N retention in
soil organic forms that are resistant to rapid
mineralization (Haggar et al. 1993; Mugendi et al.
2000) hence relatively lower N accounted for in the
tithonia biomass compared to urea treatment. In
this study, only the mineral N was determined as
remaining in the soil however there was a possi-
bility of some of the applied N being entrapped
into the organic N pool. In their studies using
Calliandra calothyrsus and Leucaena leucocephala
in the humid highlands of Kenya, Mugendi et al.
(2000) found out that close to 60% of N in the
applied tree biomass was left in the soil N pool
while about 25% could not be accounted for.

Conclusions

In this study, we were able to account for 92% of
the urea-applied N and 62.2% of the titho-
nia-applied N. A greater percentage of the applied
N both as tithonia and as urea was recovered by
the maize crop. This accounted for 55.5% and
76% of the tithonia-applied N and urea-applied N
respectively. Only 0.7% of the tithonia-applied N
was leached down the soil profile and 9% from the
urea-applied N while about 0.8% of the tithonia-
applied N was observed in nitrous oxide emission
and virtually no N loss observed in urea-applied
plots through nitrous oxide emission. About 5.2%

of the tithonia-applied N was left in the top 0–
10 cm soil layer while 7.8% was left in the urea-
applied plots. We were not able to account for
37.8% and 8% of the tithonia-applied N and the
urea-applied N respectively. More research is
needed for long term evaluation on the effect of
different nitrogen sources on N losses through
N2O emissions and leaching as well as N recovery
by annual crops in the tropical farming systems.
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