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Effects of using organic fertilizer from wasted palm fruit bunch and crab shells

on growth and yield of red oak lettuce
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Juntakorn Rodyoo®, Aunthicha Phommuangkhuk °, Ratiwan Meethong®, Piyapak Bhumibhamorn® noppanon Chanapal®
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Table 1 Average stem height, root length, and number of leaves of red oak salad seedlings. at harvest

age 35 days after sowing the seeds.

Treatment Stem height (cm) Number of leaves (leaves/plant) Root length (cm)
Tr. 1 9.1+2.74° 6.1+1.04° 3.2+0.61°
Tr. 2 13.844.60° 7.2+1.31° 3.5+0.79°
Tr. 3 17.3+3.27° 10.3+1.55° 3.7+0.59°
Tr. 4 14.946.04° 11.0+ 0.95° 3.7+0.80°
Tr. 5 6.9+2.39° 6.5+1.53¢ 2.8+0.67°
F-test * * *
C.V. (%) 31.7 25.3 10.9

Mean £ standard deviation that are followed by different letters vertically are statistically different.

using the DMRT method; *Statistically different (P<0.05) at the 95% confidence level.

Fig. 1 Shows the different parts of salad vegetables according to experimental set 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 before and after

Table 2 Average root length fresh weight and dry weight of stems, leaves, and roots of salad red oak

lettuce with a harvest at 35 days after sowing

Treatment  Fresh weight (grams) Dry weight (grams)

Stem leaves Root Stem leaves Root
1 1.640.8° 4.6+1.07° 0.540.16° 0.08+0.03¢ 0.41+0.20° 0.02+ 0.01"
2 3.6+1.48° 7.3+2.25° 0.8+0.99° 0.17+0.08° 0.51+0.15° 0.03+0.02°
3 8.642.45° 16.944.05° 1.140.35° 0.43+0.19° 1.09+0.32° 0.06+0.02°
4 15.745.42°  16.2+#25.74°  1.0+0.37° 0.44+0.31° 1.13+0.41° 0.07+0.03°
5 1.3+0.87° 3.941.77° 0.340.19° 0.08+0.04° 0.43+0.24° 0.03+0.01°
F-(test) * * * * * *

C.V. (%) 90.8% 59.8% 43.4% 73.0% 46.6% 45.6%

Mean = standard deviation Those followed by different letters in the vertical direction were statistically

different using the DMRT method; *Statistically different (P<0.05) at the 95% confidence level.
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Drying: Stem (F); salad leaves (H); lettuce tree (G); Fresh salad roots (K)
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