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Abstract

Currently, consumers express concerns about agricultural products derived from organic production systems.
The application of organic fertilizer is a choice in crop production with safety and ecology being carefully considered.
A completely organic system for peanut production might reduce pod yield. Thus, this investigation was started in
response to these conceins and the yield of peanut cultivars to different rates of organic fertilizers. Split-plot in
Randomize Completely Block Design (RCBD) with four replications was used. Kinds and rates of fertilizer were
assigned as a main plot, and sub-plot using six peanut genotypes with different yield productivities. Crop growth rate
(CGR) leaf area index (LAI) and SPAD chlorophyll meter reading (SCMR) were collected at intervals from 15 to 90
days after planting. At harvest date, biomass pod yield and harvest index (HI) were measured. Biomass, pod yield
and HI of peanuts receiving organic fertilizer were not different from the chemical fertilizer application treatment.

Moreover, the rate of 700 and 1400 kg/Rai organic treatments were found to have the same pod yield with chemical
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treatment in all peanut genotypes. In addition, the response of physiological traits CGR LAl and SCMR were not

significantly different with the difference in fertilizer treatments. The six peanut varieties in this study are able to be

used in peanut organic production systems. This information could support a peanut production system with organic

practice.

Keywords: crop growth rate, leaf area index, pod yield, biomass, harvest index

UNUI
81389 (Arachis hypogaea L.) Lﬂuﬁ%mizgaﬁaﬁa'luﬁin
wanlgus=lomildnannans msldus=lomindiass
daulnglfifontsuslnaflesandsanfeien
fnduanzen LLa:ﬁqmmmﬂmmmiga IRt VRIS IR
Iﬂiammzvlﬂuﬁuﬁtﬂuﬂsﬂmﬁg& wonanil faaweded
RIIRAY LBU 813U3zNoUNUaAN (phenolic compound)
ﬁwumnﬁlﬁaﬁwaaLmﬁﬂﬁ'sfﬁadz FssnsUsznoufiuedn
mﬁhﬁﬁm']mmmmlumsﬁ’ma%afa‘aizé’mﬂummq}
WD

luatiugduilnandadmsiniiniainsasiuin
Twanuauladuanulsaadoanniu wnlidadioy
mMitanSUKiaAIMiINIINEas uduLuINEaIBurS
Twasntreannin EANINYNITAUTINVBINANTA I |d
inuasaunIlussuumInaanofisitedeasunasouiu
wan Lilfasefifnansdlunandans winstzdu
Modunisiag ﬂUfa‘uw%ﬁﬁwa@iamimﬁﬁmmaaﬂ‘%mm
5198IM1INAN anaaInLINmBuNIeTan Uzl
Uit yssud@nmemenwuas@is InsAuauga8d5e)
s meludn’ mﬂ%ﬂﬂﬁuw%ﬁﬁaLﬂumol,ﬁan%ﬁﬂu
miwﬁmﬁ%mmiﬁﬂaa@ﬁsﬁa@iaﬁu‘ﬂnmm:izuuﬁmﬂ
udagnslsfiany lunszuaunisnaamassuunaunadng
szuvanvazi ldmataifulowscnaninaasy au
Lﬁaamnm'lm'fagaﬁmmmﬁmﬁmm:au lagiannzating
B9 wnaﬁayjaé’mwﬁmmmmaam@gmmﬂugﬂLLuuﬂsJ
Suw%ﬁﬁmmin%fnwmmﬁﬁryLé‘mImLa:wawﬁmaaﬁl’aﬁm

ﬂyé‘u‘n%ﬁmw:mﬂddLﬁ%uﬂﬁslﬁNawﬁmﬁoﬁwu
U‘%mmuazqmmwmaaﬁ"ﬁaa %aﬁ’sﬁaaﬁuf khurpi Aler
Fuilunausznineiudunid 800 an/ls waziluiad
3.2:4.8:6.4 nn/l3 N: P: K wintSunmlulasianluday
12.4% LRINaNEAEN 19.3% 1RNUSI o Tuuaslsau
1um§<ﬂijaLﬁﬁuﬁ’umﬂdﬂﬂLﬂi’lé'mw‘i"lLﬁmasmLﬁm“
waludagtiuanudasnmisvesguilnailygnniaaly
EULLuuSuw§§ﬁai:uu %dﬁaﬂdﬂﬂﬁuﬂ%&ﬁmasj'ml,?lm

ﬂﬂ'éuﬂ'%ﬁdwmiama%amwuazﬁﬁmﬁwaagﬁuw%ﬁﬁayﬂuﬁus
LLazmﬁ@maaﬂﬂauﬂ%ﬁ LT ﬂﬂyja"h NHEVEV ﬂﬂgavl,ﬁ
LLazﬂﬂau'ﬂ%ﬁwaaﬂvl@i’mnmwa@m"gia (organic
compound fertilizer of monosodium glutamate) Tinanda
Anlduandrsannisladoadl wazgendinislilads®
vy a e a = a A + a A 6
Lmemmﬁ)ﬂua@@mmiﬂﬂmamwamaaﬂqﬂaummi_l’%yu
= > + =1 v 1 =3 v Qs +|
NEINSTHEICHIR ag9lsnany Tayanavasaaily
suniddamuadnifvlauaznaniavesnrfaanuind
' o o Y A A A ea
AMNLANAI AW I TaLan ihasaniludunidiiannu
nanwanluidaznun waziloudazrialamandanis
A ' o o =gy ° ' o 2
ifuanenanu il liddanuuzsihagnem 9 1 Sans
'31,@13’13151'4sﬁuw%ﬁuaﬂdmumwﬁaamiﬁmmzamz
“ 4 X o X e o
Wuwwimenieiud lailgmile wanani Tagdudaana
TayANIINBLAUBINIRTIIN Az aLvlaly
LL@iaz*ﬁwmqmaaﬁﬁmﬁuf&ho ﬂﬁé’dﬁ]’mvl,ﬁ%fuﬂﬂauﬂ%ﬁ
v = v A ' v o & ae N8 Ao &
AT lWIATINULANGIAH GITEH U piasiliagazase
W BANBNNNTADLRUBINNRITINU LR NANAAUDIDIRR
1 +| a A 6 & > dl 1 s d' v as 1
@aﬂqUaumya@L;J@ﬂuamml,mﬂ@’mﬂu TIANUFEINEN
AT FIFSNILUUNINEA A RILUL BUNIS IR LT anTaw
X o ' a o a Ao oA .
VNTU ARDAIN mvlﬂgizuumswam'saammwlum
madulasdagriwiasayle

A5n3dAnn

UHWBNIINARDY

AWUNWNIINGFBILUY Split-plot in Randomize
Complete Block Design (RCBD) $1471 4 1 lagfinnua
1# main-plot Al sfiauazdanile laun 1) lilaiy 2) 1a
floiafl gay 12-24-12 (N:P O_K 0) 8471 25 nn./13 3) la

o

a

fuduniddada dam 350 nn/ls (dudanidszau P

'
°

dnindoiadl 12-24-12 1 1) 4) ladedunidaaiiia
§a31700 nn./l3 ((Iwdefiflszeu P winduiloiadl 12-
24-12) uaz 5) latluduniddaulia das11400 nn/ls (du
Sanfifiszay P ganiloiaii12-24-12 1 1111) &% sub-
plot #a f1383 6 U leun Wug ICG 397, ICG 15042,



Vol 35. No 4, July-August 2016

ICG 14170, KS 1, KS2 uaz KKU 60 Fotfuiusiifinania
LANGNN

nsdanuaznisauain

vnmsloas 1 059 lowds 105 wazlowsan 1 o
VUGBE19G% 4 JeduanuanaInElGu laud 0-15,
15-30, 30-45 WaT 45-60 TH. NAIDEIAUFIATIVIATIZR
AuaudanaAliuazMonIW (% sand, % silt, % clay,
Total N, Total P, Total K, Available P, Exchangeable K,
organic matter, CEC L8z pH) ﬁauﬂgﬂfﬁﬁm (Table 1)
wazthmadlpduridaianaliensiguandnaad
(Total N, Total P, Total K, organic matter, EC L8z pH)
(Table 1) ﬁauﬂg}magmuﬁaﬁ"ﬁmﬁam%avl,ﬂsmﬁw Uan

Physiological Responses and Yield of Peanut Cultivars to Organic Fertilizers 395

ﬁaﬁaaﬁizuzﬂgﬂ 50 x 20 T3, RUAALUAANANAZ 3 LUAA
uiastasdnre17 5 4. 1w 10 Ua Lﬁﬂﬂ@ﬁﬂfﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁ%ﬂ
vmsaassszuuindfiislsoenes Wilsoevinesznineia
ThaU59in0f 4 x 4 1. Auseduiin 1.5 1§ e liSunani
ﬁlﬁ'tmwiazuﬂmﬂaﬂwinﬁuuﬁumﬂﬁq@ Tiiuings
anian oliaaFassenageminane wazliinany
anwsndufiodrsisssunaasennisinain edass
21l 10 Jundsdan vimsdandey neuusnliingde
WaNaz 1 6w Lfiaﬁ"'sammﬂq 15 TunasLlan 1dﬂuﬁiﬂu<ﬁu
AMNGITU main plot LAINAUNIUA ndin Iiida8as
fndadoia laglFaeunn $1wam 2 aSsrewiassairady

Table 1 Characteristic of organic fertilizer and the soil at 0-60 cm depth before starting the experiment

Soil sample
Characteristic Organic fertilizer

0-15cm 15-30 cm 30-45cm 45-60 cm
pH: 1:1 H O 7.81 7.09 7.17 7.06 6.34
EC: 1:5 H O (dS/m) 6.45 0.05 0.05 0.03 0.02
Organic matter (%) 17.48 0.55 0.52 0.42 0.36
Total N (%) 0.87 0.024 0.023 0.018 0.015
Total P (mg/kg) 0.353 (%) 138.23 118.49 94.35 68.02
Total K (mg/kg) 1.034 (%) 253.69 248.99 244 .30 277.18
Available P (mg/kg) - 49.26 46.63 27.21 11.85
Exchangeable K (mg/kg) - 65.84 77.06 39.99 25.36
CEC (c mol/kg) - 2.14 1.80 2.32 1.85
% sand (2.0-0.05 mm) - 89.93 89.78 83.86 81.00
% silt (0.05-0.002 mm) - 7.78 8.00 12.00 12.14
% clay (<0.002 mm) - 2.29 222 4.14 6.08
CIN ratio 11.65 - - - -
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Table 2 Mean squares from analysis of variance for biomass, yield, harvest index (HI) at harvest with different fertilizers

of 6 peanut varieties

Source of variation DF Biomass Yield Harvest index
Replication (R) 3 90685 925 0.00309
Fertilizer (F) 4 62625 ns 17438 * 0.00544 ns
Error R*F 12 71302 3582 0.00580
Varieties (V) 5 157985 * 296158 ** 0.12712 **
F*v 20 76748 ns 7041 ns 0.01086 **
Error R*F*V 75 65620 7524 0.00418
Total 119

DF = degree of freedom, * Significant at p < 0.05,** Significant at p < 0.01,ns not significant
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Table 3 Biomass, pod yield and harvest index (HI) at harvest with different fertilizers of 6 peanut varieties

Fertilizers Biomass (kg/rai) Pod yield (kg/rai) HI
no fertilizer 1117.2 341 |c 0.305
chemical fertilizer 25 kg/rai 1152.2 385 | ab 0.331
Organic fertilizer 350 kg/rai 1166.1 355 | bc 0.309
Organic fertilizer 700 kg/rai 1253.3 407 | a 0.339
Organic fertilizer 1400 kg/rai 1194.2 390 | ab 0.330
F-test ns * ns

Varieties
ICG 397 1155.3 | b 368 | b 0.323 | bc
ICG 14170 1077.3 | b 268 | c 0.255 | d
ICG 15042 1190.3 | ab 325|b 0.285 | cd
KS 2 1216.4 | ab 317 | bc 0.268 | d
KKU 60 1322.3 | a 613 | a 0473 | a
KS 1 1098.0 | b 363 | b 0.333 | b
F-test * ** ok

Mean in the same column with the same letters are not significantly different by Least Significant Difference (LSD) (at

p < 0.05). * Significant at p < 0.05,** Significant at p < 0.01,ns not significant
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Figure 1

Pod yield, biomass and harvest index (HI) at harvest with different fertilizers of each peanut varieties LA/
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Table 4 crop growth rate (CGR; g/day), leaf area index (LAI) and SPAD chlorophyll meter reading (SCMR) during crop

season periods with different fertilizers of six peanut varieties

Physiologi- Date Fertilizers F-test
cal traits no chemical fer. | Organic fer. | Organic fer. | Organic fer.
fertilizer 25 kg/rai 350 kg/rai 700 kg/rai 1400 kg/rai

15-30 DAP 3.63 3.83 3.05 3.85 3.89 ns

30-45 DAP 10.93 11.03 11.23 12.40 12.22 ns

CGR 45-60 DAP 6.39 7.90 5.96 7.32 7.57 ns
60-75 DAP 7.7 6.52 6.94 6.23 8.06 ns

75-90 DAP 6.11 5.07 6.81 6.04 6.99 ns

15 DAP 0.192 0.189 0.190 0.187 0.196 ns

30 DAP 1.190 1.175 1.167 1.195 1.315 ns

45 DAP 2629 b 2.688 ab 2566 b 2970 a 2977 a *

HAl 60 DAP 3.644 3.897 3.740 3.691 3.706 ns
75 DAP 4.273 4.206 4.405 4.524 4.700 ns

90 DAP 4.132 4.059 4.362 4.528 4.690 ns

15 DAP 39.65 38.29 39.21 38.85 39.09 ns

30 DAP 40.00 41.03 40.01 41.04 40.51 ns

45 DAP 38.23 37.34 38.48 38.51 38.47 ns

SCMR

60 DAP 37.21 36.96 36.83 36.49 36.31 ns

75 DAP 39.53 40.07 39.63 38.82 39.10 ns

90 DAP 36.94 36.79 37.02 36.44 37.23 ns

Mean in the same row with the same letters are not significantly different by Least Significant Difference (LSD) (at p

< 0.05) * Significant at p < 0.05,** Significant at p < 0.01,ns not significant
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crop growth rate (CGR) of each peanut genotype with different fertilizer applications during crop season

periods.
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Figure 3 Leaf area index (LAI) of each peanut genotype with different fertilizer applications during crop season periods.
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