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unnge: ATellngusrasdilefnuuinuasdnsesodunidienmsaioiuln nawdn waznanouLNUNIUATYgAa
avdlunandnazl MauHUNMIMARDIUUFLANYTal F117u 13 n33333 waedl 4 91 18w 1) lldveBunid 2) yaladn
1.5 du/ls 3) yaladnsn 3.0 dw/ls 4) yaladns 4.5 dw/ls 5) yaansdnst 1.5 duw/ls 6) yagnssgnsn 3.0 du/ls 7) yaans
9n51 4.5 dw/ls 8) yalnvuunaudnsy 0.5 du/ls 9) yalfivuwnaudns 1.0 dw/ls 10) yalnvuunaudasy 1.5 du/ls 11) Jo
windenyiseusnsn 1.5 du/ls 12) Jendndenseudng 3.0 du/ls uag 13) Jendndenieusnsi 4.5 du/ls wa
nsnaaes wui msldyalauasdevsinudonyiFouiisns 4.5 #u/ld fuwlilinandndmiinanvesastigaiian (1,777
wa 2,133 Alansu/ls mudiu) uenaind Selinaneuunumaasygiagvslunisndnaziigefian (21,629 way 22,825
uw/ls muddu) savesmsfnuitifidiuinyalauazdendniuienndsuiisng 4.5 du/ls inandumadenndsdmiy
nwRInslun1snanaz

Adnany: Azt; Jowall; JeBuvid; Auniansiueanidesnile; NanauLnunIueAsygiaans

q

ABSTRACT: The objective of this study was to investigate type and rate of organic fertilizers on growth, yield and
net economic return of Chinese kale. The experiment was a completely randomized design with 13 treatments and
4 replications, including 1) no organic fertilizer application, 2) cattle manure at the rate of 1.5 ton/rai, 3) cattle
manure at the rate of 3.0 ton/rai, 4) cattle manure at the rate of 4.5 ton/rai, 5) swine manure at the rate of 1.5
ton/rai, 6) swine manure at the rate of 3.0 ton/rai, 7) swine manure at the rate of 4.5 ton/rai, 8) chicken manure
mixed with rice husk at the rate of 0.5 ton/rai, 9) chicken manure mixed with rice husk at the rate of 1.0 ton/rai, 10)
chicken manure mixed with rice husk at the rate of 1.5 ton/rai, 11) durian shell compost at the rate of 1.5 ton/rai,
12) durian shell compost at the rate of 3.0 ton/rai, and 13) durian shell compost at the rate of 4.5 ton/rai. The
results showed that applications of the cattle manure and durian shell compost at the rate of 4.5 ton/rai tended
to have the highest shoot fresh weight (1,777 and 2,133 kg/rai, respectively). These treatments also provided the
highest net economic return (21,629 and 22,825 THB/rai, respectively). The results of this study demonstrated that
durian shell compost and cattle manure at the rate of 4.5 ton/rai can be an alternative way for farmers to Chinese
kale production.
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Az11 (Chinese kale) LJul i niaswgAef douvilnaluuszinalne ¥einermansvesaziin Ao Brassica
alboglabra pxtindufivdugn o1gdu ornsifuienziiedfi 45-55 Tundsugn Tasazthanunsaugnldnaontial us
Pranainzdmiunisgnagtanniige Ae Wousaau-wwisuremnd dmiuauamdlasuinisvesazituiin
TaguinislifnwauAmelasuinisvesazinanusuna 100 nsu wudn ndeu 24 Alaweaed da15e1m136i1399
Usznaume WWshiu 2.7 n3u aslulense 2.2 ndu ueai@eu 245 fadndu swqman 1.2 fadniu Infiud 147 Jadnsu was
nnleems 3.2 n¥u UssmalneSfuilnzugnagtihszam 55,000 15 uasiinsdseenaztuszan 84,136 Alan3u/d

v

Anluyann 3,333,077 Ln/U (nsudaaiunsinens, 2559) Azthausansyiulalaaiuiusiulunseiiinsssuiedns

a

wagdlmnugauanysalas (nsuduasunisinuns, 2551) mndeanisugnasiluiiufifidufudensefieugauauysal

a

AUt M3Tansledunidiieusuusaudfinisnienmuaziiuanugauauysaivesiuidanudniu Jedunsd

(organic fertilizer) HunumdnAglunmsuiuussaudinienienmvesiu laun 1as9asewedsiu ANsIUYY N1558UI8N

¢ a

wazenA mnduilautivnameniniinerdeiiueudulstlevivessigemsildannsladenilliuniy Fsoziinasie
nssquiule waglinandnvesiy Jedunidifundananindsddindalismemanig Afwiednililunisaiagivle
routaasudiu WelsBuridgndesaassgemsiimweniufazgnianddoseanuagnetn tieldulslovidsofils
anmsgudsTneTmMssuinainnisgdna uenaniedunidaseglufuldunuhldfivaunsngaldsmomsldogted
UsyAvisnmenngy (3ynA1, 2560)

dwiumogransfnvuieiunavesodunidlufivdn (vegetable) Ins@nwluuszialne Tnsduss uazans
(2559) l#Anwdviswavasinon 4 vinfidkadenananvosinazth Tnsmslddenen fo yaans yath yaune uasyalrie
Yuunauludas 3.2 fu/ls wuin axthiilssuleyaanslvinandnaztingaiign Ae 3.7 fu/ls sesasn Ao ladeyauns (2.8
du/l9) yald (2.8 #u/ls) uazyata (25 du/ld) mudidu dnlalladelinandnaedifios 0.6 fu/ls widu dudyg) waves
Usznn (2559) leAnwuszansamvesledunidauningeianisasayivlavesasth Idledunsdamnines 2 vila fie Ju

W

dunidamningsans 1 nsuaunay wasyalivinamnings lnglide 3 sedvu e 1, 2.5 uaz 5 n3u lulasau/fu 5

Y

'
1Y

Alansu wan1svaaes wud Jeduvsdamningsnisedu 2.5 wag 5 n3u lulesiaw/f@u 5 Alansu vilinueaadu Awendsn
Sruanlu/du waeiuiilu/du winndinsladedunidauamgsiisedu 1 nu lulnsiow/du 5 Alanfu Sat et al (2017)
e91ud mslafetinmandonuaswdendsulimaeigdulawssnananuesngiliwandainnisladend v
Thi et al. (2013) wua1 Aunauauldlang LasfunEuLAaUNIONIIE@IY 10:2 v’iﬂﬁﬂzﬁwﬁﬂm&ﬁmlﬁdmLLaswamamﬂfwmﬁnam
unfgndlorFouiisuiulalate TunszudUa Moyin-Jesu (2015) Idfnwnavesoduvddrenisiasaivlnuassandniin
vesnguaUafivgnlufusauuunse (sandy loam soil) veadsemaluiiie wudn mslidoyalalusng 1 fu/ls Iinns
Lﬁﬁy@iﬂ,mu,aswamémﬁ’aqmimﬁﬁ%ﬁimﬁwlﬁ a9 Tddeiaiigns 15-15-15 uaglilldds auddu ljoyah and Sophie
(2009) ladAnwnavesoyallumsnanannszvdrualufunsne (sandy soi) vesUszmaludiFe wui1 msladeyalidns
0.8 §iu/l3 ¥lsimandmiansevaUaiutuia 26.49% dewSeudiouiulilalds uazmsdnuilulssmeniads Tay Talekar
(2000) wuin n1sladeyalasng 3.2 fu/ls Whimdndasu wasnandaiveansevaUigedian daanmsfinwdandgn
Tauasiiuldinslaledunidiuuliulimassgivlawsnoniavosiningstuninlalddedunss
Tuilgiunisuslnandsunelulssmaisnafigetudeny Inglud 2560, 2561 wae 2562 fnsuilaaniden
elulsznang 114,000 waziiudu 210,000 uay 230,000 fiu a1uaIsU (@nuLATEERINITNYAT, 2562) T3l
WaenniSeuivimaiduiuauie WeviudenyFouuldusslond msiidenniSeusnldlunisvindentniield
Usudgshulumamnzdgnindadumadennils egdlsfin fufneugniisluusazuvisiienugauauysaiunnsnaiushls

@ 1 '

n1sdnnsdengenuandsiuluie envlauazdnsvesdedunidnmunzausonisnsyiulnwasnandnvenziiluau
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n318Uu3U (loamy sand soil) Aty Msfinwielafnwvlinuasdnivesdedunidnanisasyivlaiasnandnvasnzii

Fadayanlinnnisinuniaslulsslevifiavihlvduasuuazuuztdinunsnslunsudnasinsely

ABnnsAne
WNUNITNARDY

TNUNUNTVARBIMUUENANYTA] (Completely Randomized Design, CRD) ﬁﬂa%uw%’éﬁumﬂmaﬁu 4 %iin
Usznousie 13 n3suis wae 4 91 Tnermuanssudasneg fised

nsu3si 1 Wllatedunid (T1)

n35u357 2 yaladna 1.5 du/ls (T2)

N353357 3 yaladng 3.0 du/ls (T3)

n35u357 4 yaladng 4.5 du/ls (Ta)

n354357 5 yagnsdns 1.5 fu/ls (T5)

n35357 6 yagnsdn 3.0 Fu/ls (T6)

n35457 7 yagnsdns 4.5 fu/ls (T7)

n333357 8 yalnvuunaudmsn 0.5 #u/ls (T8)

n35357 9 yalrvuunaudnsn 1.0 #u/ls (T9)

n35u57 10 yalavuunausas 1.5 du/ls (T10)

nN3sUTET 11 YeviinudennSeusa 1.5 fu/ls (T11)

N3AET 12 JoviinidenySeusam 3.0 fu/ls (T12)

n3sUTET 13 YeviindennSeusam 4.5 fu/ls (T13)

Sumumasiuay

1. YNNUAI9E19AU o uUamnaeIn1sinensuduiu ansnalulad suauduiu sneiunsite Jand
uansa msisiuliuislufisidunm 1 §Uni wazseuRurunzunsaduigudnatsuunn 2 fadwns dnsulily
nsegantivesiuuaznsugnazin

2. Wpszieunnrasiu (soil particle) Anudunsn-ans (pH, Sasnduiuai wifu 1:2.5) il electrical
conductivity, EC, SAs1dmAuLn Wity 1:2.5) dun3udng (organic matter, OM) Tulnsiaustanun (total nitrogen, TN)
WeanleSaiiluuselond (available phosphorus, AP) wag Tnuvadeuiivandeuls (exchangeable potassium, EK) Tufu
feulgnaztihmuisnsvosdyans (2561)

3. AAs1evian pH (Snsndruleduvdn Wiy 1:2.5) uay EC Ensndauledunisain wihdy 1:2.5) sausia TN,
Woanasaianua (total phosphorus, P) waz K Tnunaides favua (total potassium, K) ludedunid a1uisnisves
Rayment and Higginson (1992) uagnaa1nn15iiAs1esionne1msiuledunidusasaiintiiunmuiamiUsunauesigems
wanluusiagnssuisvnaes (Table 1)

4. wngdundlufuiiivinanudameassnisinemsundundude 1

5. fafuannde 1 Usua 5 Alansu ldnszanananafndifientugs 25.4 wwufiums

6. SatlBuvidusiazinausaluusiagnssds (T2-113) ldadUlunsznnsdgnlude 5 wassahliigu winfudeu
Ugnlfiuaa 7 fu dielismemsluleninantdesoanin dnsuteyala waans uesyaldduldsummnanihiumes

wnwasnsluiuidmiaumansay dwdevdndennissuiulanusudionySoumnnnvefvienseuluiuidegns
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nanufivhnmsideUssann 5 Alawes Wewwhuldendn dmsumevhidendinudenydsutuldsrernailunimin
Uszanns 60 Su aulsemsinfiasysal dau%umaumsv‘hﬂwﬁﬂﬁwL‘ziuLasnﬁ'umaﬁwﬂwﬂﬂmﬂLﬂwsmﬂﬁﬁuﬁuﬁmﬁuﬁ]

7. Wlodundneny 14 u hmsdadendunditauysel lnefinsanainarmigauazvunvesdduilndids sty uay
fdruaulusihiy mnduinisgndundazii udrdnnenszaimesedulsadounuununisnaeauUduaLysal Ay
fnweuturesmhevnaedaihiauenaonsyzialgniunsetaiuifeinanan

8. ldteintigns 46-0-0 Samifugns 27-6-6 Tunnnssuisvaaes (T1-T13) lasldteied $1umu 3 ads oorgves
aztild 15 30 ua 45 Tundadheugn Tneldteta 2 gus ludhafiviiuie 20 Alansu/ls Wenstheny 15 uaw 45 u uas

Tudnsiviniude 40 Alansu/ls Weavtheny 30 Tu

Table 1 Plant nutrient contents in various organic fertilizers applied

Organic fertilizer types Application rates  Proportion of primary elements in each organic

(ton/rai) fertilizer applied for each treatment

N (kg/rai) P (kg/rai) K (kg/rai)
Cattle manure 1.5 21 5 27
Cattle manure 3.0 a1 10 54
Cattle manure 4.5 62 15 81
Swine manure 1.5 21 18 11
Swine manure 3.0 a2 35 22
Swine manure 4.5 63 53 33
Chicken manure mixed with rice husk 0.5 a8 33 21
Chicken manure mixed with rice husk 1.0 96 66 a2
Chicken manure mixed with rice husk 1.5 144 69 63
Durian shell compost 1.5 35 17 18
Durian shell compost 3.0 70 35 36
Durian shell compost 4.5 105 52 54
nstuiindaya

1. yhmsduiindeyadunisiasadiln Weastheny 25 35 uag 55 Ju Uszneuse
1.1 anugedu (wudwes) nduesinanugennlawiuficuaisyen
1.2 $1uaulu (us) dusauluiommadudlauaudsses
1.3 gunaLdusgudnatdiu (wudiweg) dnlagldiedes
1.4 euntslu (wuiung) duiindeyalagldliussindaly
1.5 anue3lu (wudwnes) Suiindeyalagldliussininly
2. myduiintoyanunanan
yhmstuiinhmiinansdunarlu (n3u/eu) deesthengld 55 Tu (Auiemanan) vinisfuiensih

18FARANAUMTDRIAY 1 LYURLUAT
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N33R idayaTneEda
TAsgvA1AuuUIUIIU (analysis of variance, ANOVA) mawﬁ”auﬂammmuﬂﬁmamLLUU Completely
Randomized design (CRD) wagiUssuiisuAaaslaeis Duncan’s Multiple Range Test (DMRT) 715zAuAMaLgatiu 99%

T#lusunsudn5agu Portable Genstat

NaNTSANEILAZITA!
auvRvasfunaulgnuazdeduvsd

1. andRvesdiunoulanazti

Auneulgnaztifiinannundunsa-ang (pH) Wi 6.61 An1stlni (electrical conductivity, EC) iy 0.05 1
8iuu/ums UunuBun3eTg (soil oranic matter, OM) Tufuwiiiy 0.12% Tulnsiau (nitrogen, N) savaalufuiyinfy
2.45 Waawe$a (phosphorus, P) Mfuusslewilufusifu 6.20 waslnunadey (potassium, K) fiwandeulalufuiiu
23.78 fiadn$w/Alan3u nuddu (Table 2) Auildlumsdnuiifufunaetuiau (oamy sand soil) Aifiawaasauysal
Aoutedn wagfiusina P Mduustlonflussiuuiunans us pH Wunans wanfududiliiiy (Rayment and Higginson,

1992) dwmsuen pH way EC duldfinaneanisiadgiivlnuasnisiinananvesnztn

Table 2 Soil characteristics prior to Chinese kale plantation

Parameter Value Criteria”
Sand (%) 85 -
Silt (%) 9.2 -
Clay (%) 5.8 -
Soil texture Loamy sand -

pH 6.61 Neutral
Electrical conductivity (dS/m) 0.05 Non saline
Organic matter (%) 0.12 Low
Total nitrogen (mg/kg) 2.45 Low
Available phosphorus (mg/kg) 6.20 Medium
Exchangeable potassium (mg/kg) 23.78 Low

/"Rayment and Higginson (1992)

2. audRvesdedunsd

Jeyala yaans yaln uazdevidniudenySoudia pH iy 8.63, 6.46, 8.60 uay 7.59 auadu dmsudn EC
WINAU 8.34, 6.92, 7.35 way 3.48 LATYLUU/LUAT ANNaeU N ﬁawmiuﬂawﬁﬁ’u 1.37, 1.41, 3.20 waz 2.30% f1ua19u P
V'igwmiu{jmvhﬁu 0.32, 1.17, 2.23 waz1.16% aua1nu way K V‘?wmiuﬂmvhﬁu 1.79, 0.72, 1.42 U@y 1.21% Auansu
(Table 3)
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Table 3 Applied organic fertilizer properties

Parameters Cattle manure  Swine manure  Chicken manure  Durian shell compost
pH 8.63 6.49 8.60 7.59
Electrical conductivity (dS/m) 8.34 6.92 7.35 3.48
Total nitrogen (%) 1.37 1.41 3.20 2.30
Total phosphorus (%) 0.32 1.17 2.23 1.16

Total potassium (%) 1.79 0.72 1.42 1.21

aunNssyRulnvaLazi

1. Aga

nasgdulamsuageesagtin WU eugaiintunussesaUgniiifindudl 25 35 way 55 fundéhe
Ugn dwisuluiudl 25 wag 35 Ju TneasthildsuleninudenySeuiisns 4.5 du/ls (T13) Wnseiadulameduaii
ganndigainiu 11.58 uay 13.10 wufluns suddu ganiaziilildsudedeianugsiiian widu 6.98 uay 7.50
WwuRLNS (P<0.01) suddu Weleszezifiuifmandniiony 55 Yu nuhegihfildduleviinudenyBounsng 4.5 fu/ls
(T13) Ssasdimugesiuiigeiigaiiiu 16.60 wuRiuns dageninaziiléduyaanssns 4.5 du/ls (T7) yagnssne 1.5 fu/

15 (T5) yaladmsn 3.0 §u/l3 (T3) uazazthilaladeduv3d (T1) (P<0.01) muddy (Table 4)

Table 4 Effects of various organic fertilizers on Chinese kale height (cm)

Treatments Days after transplanting

25 35 55
T1 6.97e 7.50e 7.85e
T2 9.65cd 10.15cd 14.15bc
T3 9.65cd 9.97d 11.30d
T4 10.90ab 11.45b 14.55ab
T5 9.35d 9.77d 11.93cd
T6 9.42cd 10.10cd 12.50bcd
T7 9.00d 9.75d 11.83cd
T8 9.92bcd 10.60bcd 12.78bcd
T9 10.20bcd 11.27bc 13.58bcd
T10 9.62cd 10.62bcd 14.85ab
T11 9.67cd 10.40bcd 14.23bc
T12 10.57abc 11.32bc 14.10bc
T13 11.57a 13.10a 16.60a
F-test > > *x
CV (%) 7.40 7.40 11.20

**: Means in a same column followed by the different letters are significantly different by DMRT (P<0.01)
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2. s Augna1diy

' s

PNMAENINMTATYRUlaEuhaudnardiurenziil wud Wemstiiony 25 Jundsgieugn idurAudnans

aduganigalunssIsalasudevinfenyiSeundns 4.5 du/ls (T13) fduraudnansaduganitaedmlidlasudedunsd

=

(T1) (P<0.01) Mstasqauladusaudnaafuvesazinfony 35 Jundadnedgn wui lunssudsnlasudensinuien

o P

NSEUNSNTY 4.5 fu/ls (T13) Ssnsdiidurigudnansanduiiadmaaudliwnnaeannssadsnlasulendnildenniseundns

1.5 fu/ls (T11) uaznssadsiilasudevdniudenSeundns 3.0 dw/ls (T12) uasiiduiiaudnansarduganitagtilidla
FuleBun3d (T1) (P<0.01) Wedtenanisiiuienandniions 55 fundsdredgn wui lunssudsalasuleninudenniseu

8031 3.0 fw/ls (T12) uwagnssudsnlasudendnildennSeuidns 4.5 du/ls (T13) dwalvnissgiaulaniniu

3 o w v o =

WurAudnasduvesrsthdndiafgaianias liunndsainnssudsnlasudendnilfonyiseunanst 3.0 du/ls (T12)

Y

wazdlidurnaugnaddiuganiasinlilasuledunsd (T1) (P<0.01) (Table 5)

Table 5 Effects of various organic fertilizers on Chinese kale stem diameter (mm)

Treatments Days after transplanting

25 35 55
T1 2.22e 2.70f 4.25e
T2 2.50de 3.12e 5.90bcd
T3 2.65cd 3.25de 5.92bcd
T4 2.67cd 3.47bcde 6.57bc
T5 2.60cd 3.25de 5.82bcd
T6 2.57cd 3.15e 6.47bcd
T7 2.67cd 3.35cde 6.15bcd
T8 2.57cd 3.37cde 5.37d
T9 2.85bc 3.67bcd 5.77bcd
T10 2.87bc 3.52bcde 5.60cd
T11 3.02b 3.90ab 6.90b
T12 3.07b 3.77bc 8.12a
T13 3.47a 4.22a 8.72a
F-test o *x "
CV (%) 7.50 8.00 11.50

**: Means in a same column followed by the different letters are significantly different by DMRT (P<0.01)

3. ANUNI9hU

Y
a =

nssgivlaauanuniluresaindvunaisdulosseznanfiindu Tuiun 25 35 uag 55 Tundsdeugn

= N o

Tuduil 25 uay 35 Tundsdedgn wud masaiulaanunisluresrethgengafeavinnlasudevdniionySeundns

q

4.5 du/ls (T13) dealinisasgiavlaniesiuanunindudfianiadu 5.00 uay 6.02 WuAWAS AINERU F98n15
Wi AulaiuTunNsEaEnaiLY Wassuiisuiuaztinlugaaiuauililasude (T1) Sanuniidduvesrstinage
a a d' D < A a 4 Y v v ] v aw ve o A 4:4 -
Wi 2.90 wuRlung Weazthfssseensiiuiemandniiony 55 Jundsdievan wudn asthildsulendniudenySeud

9n31 4.5 fiw/ls (T13) ilvinandnnisinuanunidlupgihasigamindu 9.03 wudiwns Fallanuuandianeadfaiunssuids
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filsisuyaanssna 3.0 fu/l3 (Te) AunssuAdildsuyaansdng 4.5 fu/ls (T7) fuyalndns 1.0 fu/ls (T9) wazazthitlaile
§uledumid (T1) (P<0.01) (Table 6)

Table 6 Effects of various organic fertilizers on Chinese kale leaf width (cm)

Treatments Days after transplanting

25 35 55
T1 2.90d 3.40d 4.25¢
T2 3.87bcd 4.50bc 6.10def
T3 3.57cd 4.60bc 6.52cde
Ta 4.80ab 5.65a 8.02ab
T5 3.37cd 4.00cd 6.80cd
T6 3.37cd 4.22¢ 5.37f
T7 3.40cd 4.30c 5.15fg
T8 3.72bcd 4.70bc 5.83def
T9 3.82bcd 4.47bc 5.45ef
T10 3.90bcd 4.72bc 6.17def
T11 4.25abc 5.30ab 7.55bc
T12 3.55cd 4.72bc 7.95b
T13 5.00a 6.02a 9.02a
F-test > % *x
CV (%) 17.70 11.40 10.90

**: Means in a same column followed by the different letters are significantly different by DMRT (P<0.01)

4. Auglu

NNSANHvEaLazenI1veIledunIddon1sasyiuln wasnaninvensti Wu1ANUeTlureeATiInaRIN

v =

ghevaniianuenluiindumueeiunluvesnsting 25 35 uay 55 Jundededan wasnui asthnlasudendniuden
NIeungns 4.5 du/ls (T13) imuendlu 6.43 81 12,53 wufiuns wagliunninwinnssdsnlasuyalagns 4.5 dw/ls

(T4) danuen3lu 6.07 A4 10.68 FadlaruunnsramsadifegadidedAnds (P<0.01) Auagdhitlilasuleduvsd (T1)

NANARNNIIAUANNEIL UL 3.23 D9 4.88 LwuRluns (Table 7)
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Table 7 Effects of various organic fertilizers on Chinese kale leaf length (cm)

Days after transplanting

Treatments

25 35 55
T1 3.22d 3.55d 4.87fh
T2 4.67cd 5.45bc 7.45cde
T3 4.17cd 5.00bc 7.10de
T4 6.07ab 6.80a 10.67b
5 4.07cd 5.05bc 5.93efgh
T6 3.85cd 4.60c 6.62defgh
T7 3.90cd 4.62c 6.67defgh
T8 4.67bcd 5.52bc 7.00de
T9 4.95bc 5.70b 6.82def
T10 4.90bc 5.82b 6.82defg
T11 4.50cd 5.37bc 8.47cd
T12 4.60cd 5.52bc 9.17bc
T13 6.42a 7.62a 12.53a
F-test o *x *x
CV (%) 19.10 11.80 15.08

**: Means in a same column followed by the different letters are significantly different by DMRT (P<0.01)

5. wuly
azihilisugaladns 1.5 §u/ls (T2) yaladng 3.0 du/ls (73) yaladaa 4.5 du/ls (T0) yaanssna 1.5 fu/ls

Y

(T5) yagns8nsn 3.0 fw/l3 (T6) yagnsdns 4.5 fu/ls (T7) yaladnsy 0.5 du/ls (T8) yalidnsn 1.0 dw/ls (T9) yalndns

1.5 fiw/l3 (T10) JevdnidenySewsnsy 1.5 du/ls (T11) Jendnidfenniseudng 3.0 dw/ls (T12) Jendinudenyiseu

an31 4.5 fiu/ls (T13) warlallddeduwsd (T1) luvilidunuluresrgihiinnuunndeiunisada (Table 8)

NaNANUNMUNEAVDIAZTN
a P H o v < a a o o v | ac a1 +
HanFan1en i vnanvesaviiognsinufemandn 55 Jundsgedgn wudn nssuIsildyala (T4) uazde
winWdenniseundns 4.5 dw/ls (T13) nandnumidnanvesazingafigavindu 25.87 uay30.08 nTU/du auady

WisTui 140 uaz181% suandu WelSeuileuiulallaledunie (T1) (P<0.01) (Table 9)
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Table 8 Effects of various organic fertilizers on Chinese kale leaves (leaf/plant)

547

Treatments Days after transplanting

25 35 55
T1 4.25 4.25 5.00
T2 4.75 4.75 5.75
T3 4.50 4.50 5.50
T4 4.50 4.75 6.25
T5 4.75 4.75 6.00
T6 5.25 5.25 6.00
T7 4.75 4.75 5.75
T8 5.25 5.25 6.00
T9 a.75 5.00 5.75
T10 5.00 5.00 5.25
T11 4.75 5.00 5.75
T12 4.00 5.00 5.50
T13 5.00 5.75 6.25
F-test ns ns ns
CV (%) 15.40 16.20 15.20

ns: not significant differences (P>0.05)

Table 9 Effects of various organic fertilizers on shoot fresh weight

Treatments Shoot fresh weight (g/plant)
T1 10.72e

T2 16.18bcd (+51%)"
T3 19.06b (+78%)
Ta 25.87a (+140%)
T5 13.46cde (+26%)
T6 12.40de (+16%)
T7 17.58bcd (+64%)
T8 18.10bc (+69%)
T9 17.09bcd (+59%)
T10 14.09bcde (+31%)
T11 19.35b (+81%)
T12 18.78bc (+75%)
T13 30.08a (+181%)
F-test X

CV (%) 18.30

**: Means in a same column followed by the different letters are significantly different by DMRT (P<0.01)
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/1 Increasing (+) percentage of shoot fresh weight in comparison to the no organic fertilizer application (T1)

' o

PnMsANE wudt mslddedunsdsiududendl (T2-T13) Mildmsasyivlawasnaninvesazingenitlildde

dun3d (T1) egrafiddAny esnmslddedunidildadlulufuainsatisysuusslasiasraveiuliady Freiiy
ANNENINIOlUNTIINTeIRY uvseingluiu wavUSuusimenmstuau @nun, 2547) Tunsfnwiilavinisugnesztinlu

AunseUuIIl (loamy sand) Fedllassasnevesiulid niouviaanuatunsalun1sguLazALeANANYSHVDIAUAT Fat

v '
N ¢ o a =

nsldtedurians 4 eledvilinnaiagdulnuasnandnvesnsthaninssuislilaledunid Jmavomsfinumadad
aonAdesiun1sAnwIves Antonious et al. (2014) Iddnwdeyaliuazninazneuinideluniswdnaziuaznsmaua wu
nsladevta 2 wiia idne 5.9 fu/ls damaliBureing uazs1n N P way K Mlusmemavdnlufudintu waesohling
WARURIRE LA NEMATURINTY YTl Bussuazas (2559) IdRnwBvswavestonen 4 sinfidnanonandnvoinazii
Tnennslétenen Ae yaans yata yauny uazyaldidevuunauludnm 3.2 du/ls wuin asthilldsutoyaanslinandngs
fign fio 3.7 fu/ls sesawn Ae Tavoyauns (2.8 du/ls) yaln (2.8 fw/ls) wasyath (2.5 fw/ls) mudsu dwlall dUels
KanANAZ e 0.6 fu/ls Wiy wegmsnwnavestBuridlumsnandnnsevaiualufusautunsis (sandy loam)
N15@NY1YeY Moyin-Jesu (2015) wui mslddeyalidns 1 du/ls anugs iduseuiswesdidu uailu anunhuae
g11v09 uazthmiiniesnszvaiganinssdsdlatend warlilads audidy Tuvhueafieau ljoyah and Sophie
(2009) lidAnwnaveseyallumsnanannszvdiualudunsne (sandy soi) vesUszmAludiFe wui1 msldateyalisns

4.8 siw/ls ylimsasyiulasuaue Wuseuimwesaidu 9uiulu Anunianase1veii waskaniniansenaUa

14

dindudlowSeuiisudulalads wasmsfnwludssmanai@elas Talekar (2000) wudn msladeyalngns 3.2 du/ls v

9 Y
Wwilnii/eu uasnandniinsevnaiudunnian
NMsAnwil wudn nstddevdnilfenniseudns 4.5 du/ls inandeavigandingsuitoug uiliwane1eain

msldayaladne 4.5 dw/ls oallesndendniudenyiseudia EC (3.48 wdHuw/iuns) Mivsedanupumniiloyadnd

 + '

Jayadnifien EC gonavgluvinbilnasioninundu

9 Y

W3 3 ¥ila (A1 EC ag/luye 7.59-8.63 LABTLIL/UAS) (Table 3) Fang

Usrlevilvessnenms viiniegaldsinemisiienissaiulalani (Marschner, 1995; Inun, 2547) Jeilvinandnves

o

avthilasuledursdns 3 slladlume Fsaenndasiunisfinwires Okorogbona et al. (2018) wudn nislademantudng

' v
a

fgwilituiianufuinniuisdibiluresasininnisiueuaznsasayivinanas daunisldyaladng 4.5 du/ls Ti

+

nandrvaspztnatliunnaannistddendnildonniseunions 4.5 du/ls snadunszdeyaladasdnanidviunmees

9 Y

K (81 Alansu/l9) (Table 1) wigsnavilvivudawsawazdrunuseaninmndsuilidvunzauled (Marschner, 1995) 34
duwalinandnvesnzinlunssuisiliunnssannislddendnudennseuiidas 4.5 du/ls egrelsiniu msldyaladng

4.5 6iw/ls FalluSanas N P wagk iy 144 69 wax 63 Alan3u/ls aud1du (Table 1) gsndnludenindenniseudng

q

0.5 fu/ls wilinandnezeiininnslddevinudennieuiuoradumszii nssudsdivmasnemsmniiune
(excess) wsomatduiiu (toxicity) sefia Jevilinmsiasaivlauasnandnvesnvtianas
nanauuWUMaATEgNIgNSlun1sHERALT

IINNITANYINARDURNUNIBATEAAaNE tuNITHERAzTN wudl lunssudsnlvinanauunumaAsygnagnslunis

'
o a

wanAyidnTigade nssuisi T6 FslvinansuumumaAsugRvanSIies 8,345 u/l3 uasnansULMUMAATYERIAMSIUNNS
WAnAgiTigaTigafo N T4 warT13 Wnanouunumaasugiagsia 21,629 wav22,825 vin/lf muditu Tnerfisdy
fl9 90 wA¥101% pudrdu WeiSsuiisuiurnaneuunumaasugiagnslumsadnnzthvesnssudsilalagedunds (T1)
(11,376 u/l9) (P<0.01) (Table 10) mﬂﬁmimwamﬁmaq%ﬁwLLaxwamauLmumqmwgﬁﬁ]qw% LNEATATAAINTO

fsandenviinuarensvesudunidlunsnandnaziinliegiumnyauivanimaesisadunug
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Table 10 Net economic return under fertilizer management in Chinese kale production

Treatments Organic Chemical Fresh weight” Yield value” Net economic return
fertilizer fertilizer Yield (kg/rai) (THB/rai) (THB/rai)
value" value”

(THB/rai) (THB/rai)

T1 0 0 T1lle 11,376e 11,376cd

T2 1,500 2303 1,137bcd 18,192cde 14,389bcd (+26%)”

T3 3,000 2303 1,351b 21,616cd 16,313abcd (+43%)

T4 4,500 2303 1,777a 28,432ab 21,629a (+90%)

T5 1,500 2303 924cde 14,784cde 10,981bcd (-4%)

Té6 3,000 2303 853de 13,648de 8,345d (-27%)

T7 4,500 2303 1,208bcd 19,328cd 12,523bcd (+10%)

T8 500 2303 1,279%bc 20,464cd 17,661ab (+55%)

T9 1,000 2303 1,208bcd 19,328cde 16,025abcd (+41%)

T10 1,500 2303 995bcde 15,920cde 12,117bcd (+7%)

T11 3,000 2303 1,351b 21,616bc 16,313abc (+43%)

T12 6,000 2303 1,279bc 20,464cd 12,161bcd (+7%)

T13 9,000 2303 2,133a 34,128a 22,825a (+101%)

F-test % *x *x

CV (%) 18.30 19.71 23.12

Y Cow manure price 1,000 THB/ton, swine manure price 1,000 THB/ton, chicken manure price 1,000 THB/ton, compost manure price
2,000 THB/ton, (W1NSAUA, 2562)

% Chemical fertilizer formula of 46-0-0 price 750 THB/ 50 kg, chemical fertilizer formula of 27-6-6 price 690 THB/50 kg (WIUINTSLAUN,
2562),

¥ Chinese kale planting 71,111 plant/rai (spacing 15x15 cm) (Ineinunsenans, 2562)

¥ Chinese kale price 16 THB/kg (Aanln, 2562)

* Increasing (+) or decreasing (-) percentage of net economic return in comparison to the no organic fertilizer application (T1)

**: Means in a same column followed by the different letters are significantly different by DMRT (P<0.01)

G
MnNsAnw wud nsldyalauasdensinudenniseuiidns 4.5 du/ls Suunldulinandaivdnanvesnziigs
Nignde 1,777 war 2,133 Alandu/ls audidu wenanil duliwwildulinaneuunumaasugiaanslunisudnnziasiigaae

21,629 wag 22,825 Uw/ls snudeu
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