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Abstract

This research aimed to study the effectiveness of compost from elephant dung
with organic matter on green oak lettuce growth. The experimental design was a
Completely Randomized Design (CRD) of 11 treatments with 3 replications; treatment 1;
unfertilized (control), treatment 2; chemical fertilized (15-15-15) and treatment 3-11;
compost from mixing ratio of elephant dung: cricket manure: water hyacinth: vinasse:
bat manure compost formula 1-9, respectively. The experiment was conducted in the
plant science field at the Faculty of Food and Agricultural Technology, Pibulsongkram
Rajabhat University. The result showed that the fertilizer formula 9 with the compositions
of elephant dung, cricket manure, water hyacinth, vinasse and bat guano at the ratio of
40:30:20:10:0 with pH 7.12, moisture content 29.23%, organic matter content 40.72%,
nitrogen, phosphorus and potassium doses of 23.78, 16.63 and 19.11 g/kg, respectively
provided the highest growth and yield of green oak lettuce with similar qualities to that
of chemical fertilizers. Therefore, the research findings can be disseminated to society
and promoted the production and use of compost in agriculture instead of chemical
fertilizers. The farmers have probably done more to further the distribution of the proper

compost ratio among green oak lettuce growers.

Keywords: Compost, Elephant dung, Green oak lettuce
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dnmaveuniuldaduinlunsenadnadaiildfuaudenlunniunuilag e
aadUsTnavvaslnumadey waaden laden wunddey wan wuesnila vewes dainsd waz
Faley %aﬁqmﬁwmﬂmmmi@iar;:iu%‘[m (Kawashima & Soares, 2003) Tun1suansnaan iy
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damsiiazdmalrimuinanudoningy vililassadefudes vinmueauauysal uazdma
sonruaugaluszuuinalufu (Lu et al, 2010) saiailvisgdnsamnisgeldlulasiau
vosfivanas uasiindamuafivluaninuindon (Zhang et al, 2013) uenarntuduians
Audesdlunsasuiosrindondfulifiiesdnmiiugedu uaznsldanduniuly
o19dwmadsunyndnuaz{uslaaluszorenn (Chang et al, 2010) 1esannsanAnaves
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Asudusonsia
puusiedunidesiismemsisniudensaiyivlnvesiivessasuduudiilodinse
PnUsIunUIivsinudeslifisinesonudesn1svesiy (Brady & Weil, 2004) Tngnin
ansandnledunianiviinasnemsinzaudmiunsmnzgnity awvinliannsoan
Tosoevasoduvidlusuiivinusmenslifismeronsaiyiulnvesiils
Arnuandi@nvideiringAvianiieg sndussduszneulunisnandensin leun
wad1s (Kedpimol et al., 2020) Tuusgimalneddnuiudiauszana 3,800 Wen lnensyangeg
muU1ategvaneus TagluusayJuszdyatne 30 Alanusedneiu andeyasrinaiiay
wutazdyadrdlulssmelneiatutuay 114,000 Alanfudetu Tasyadrsasdismermamdn
voafiuifussAvusznevluvimaiigslasianizroanssa (Abdulsalam & Yusuf, 2015) ya
e uvendnmdefiwinnsruiumameiisdwin (Bukar et al, 2021) fiffosduszneu
vodlulnsioulutinaiigs uazyadsnn (sareethika & Manisthawadee, 2018) il Tuumas
vosoanesa lasaineuiseuns (Sreela-or et al, 2022) wuinyad wiadlulngaudu
osAUszNoUl 4.36% Tuvnriyadanniieanssadusdusznaufs 8.30% uazinauyn
(Akeem, 2010) AduFufimiiinuldmuunasivihluinsueneiusifegmndi Fawmniims
undnszlunaailuufinaiinniuluashlifeuannemai fiundnmsddnaurm

@ o 1

wnlduselovdlustusng o wu nszln Jandunszunn egrslsimuinaurndaiinauadn
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Fruusnniladlegninanldusslovd fafumnanunsaddnmurnunldlsslovilusudu o
Thund uagshlvarmsnanyunueainauenn wazaatgmi faivguiandnaveld
(Tharungsri et al., 2022) Ineinauynazdisinemsuanvesigdusidisznay welulnsiau
Woamloda wazlnunai@eou (Polruksa et al, 2009) sauvan1sldinnnafiduvesdefilaan
N3TUIUNIHAALDYNLEA (Espana et al, 2011) Afsalnunadouluuiinaigeannsaldidy
widdlnunadosld uonaniudalismomsivdnmassindussdusenou Tdun Tulnsiau
waaleu Auzdu wundifoy wavgas1ne1n1s (ndn wuanida danzd waznouna)
(Christofoletti et al., 2013) fulunsiteadsiFafimnuaulafiesihingAuidessusenouly
smonndnvesivlulTinaiigafaiina1nnisumanduleviindednwiussaninaves

Jendnanyatesiududunssingrenisiasyivlavesinniaveunsulen
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1. MIMURLNTVIAGEE YN5 TR TIRaBNLUUE Ny 5ol (Completely Randomized
Design: CRD) 1wy 11 Amaaes q az 391 Idud dmeaosdl 1 1dldves (muaw) dmnaesd 2
Tdeiniigns 15-15-15 Amnaesd 3-11 Ae nislddevsdndldannisuysiusasidiuves
zﬂaﬁi’ha:;ﬂa%yw%‘m:cﬁ’nmwm:ﬁwmndm“aﬁwmq seil Ammansdl 3 30:20:20:20:10 Fmmaesd 4
30:25:25:15:5 @ WAa099 5 30:30:30:10:0 & WAa8T 6 35:20:15:20:10 & WAaed 7
35:25:20:15:5 A9AA037 8 35:30:25:10:0 A4MAA0A 9 40:20:10:20:10 4 aMAALIT 10
00:25:15:15:5 Aol 11 40:30:20:10:0 Fauanslum1sedl 1 (Table 1)

Table 1 Mixing ratio of compost production from agricultural waste with elephant dung

Mixing ratio (% v/v)

Treatments
Elephant dung Cricket manure Water hyacinth  Vinasse  Bat manure

1 WF - - - - -
2CF - - - - -
3CPF1 30 20 20 20 10
4 CPF 2 30 25 25 15 5
5CPF3 30 30 30 10 -
6 CPF 4 35 20 15 20 10
7CPF5 35 25 20 15 5
8 CPF 6 35 30 25 10 -
9CPF 7 40 20 10 20 10
10 CPF 8 40 25 15 15 5
11 CPF 9 40 30 20 10 -

Remark WF = Without fertilizer, CF = Chemical fertilizer (15-15-15), CPF = Compost formula

2. mswdeuieviindldlunismaaes Tnsmsthyadnaaimisthausian Smimdodnl
udauendniovu wdnhunanvuinmoiaissuaduiviivnazimvssgaslunszaoy tya
JaFnanuiem dunnsusn S1dn SmdaRualan waryadnannanddiem Smiaglar
inAnuendaieUunazinnussqadlunsyasy ihinpurmans afutinvesminedosuy
fiyaasnsu tananvuiadoind ssunduieiivuazinnanaududasnsanuaadu
seviaan 12 $lus wdsniuthanussyaddunsyasy thihnndanuisn lendgiamun $1in
Fmiaunsanssd uvssgadlurianatainvuin 5 dns wagthlufunuiludiduiionmgd 15
ssrLeaidea awiouingiuasufuuddnhumanudnsndwildeenuuunmmaaedly
uiazdmnans shmsuiinlulsaFeuduszeziaa 60 fu Lﬁaéuzjﬂmwﬂﬂﬁwﬂ&mﬁnmm%"ml,az

Adlunsudunm 3 5u uaziamieseinndwesmaadl Town A1 pH uwaslsinasinemnsiy
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3. NSRS UNNTNABDY Wmﬁmﬁuﬁ:ﬂi’ﬂmwauﬂ?ﬂﬂé’ﬂﬁ'iwiwmmﬂﬂixmﬂ
LULSBSUALS ATIATUAS TUIAUTTY 40 Wanseres dnudniugiinanuunzndluaiang 1
\wansieviau ué’amﬂﬁ?uﬁﬁmmwaslﬂlﬁuiidﬁauLﬁaﬂmﬁ’uﬂ’m%ﬁ’]mmmﬁmgﬁm ALtuUNIg
Tidiuay 2 ass (4118w wardreugnasnszaraiiedundrfiongld 14 Yu lnegoasluly
ﬂizmnﬁmmﬁﬁLé’uﬂhu@uﬁﬂaw 16 7 Awwdenld 1 dusoniisnszans $1uau 33 sEana 5a
hiuay 1 ads wazvhmsladedosnnmaneuniuldrengld 10 fundedreugn tnsldledunis
Sonsinludamaansd 3-11 Tudnsn 200 nfurenszans (FAuanannstadesdnst 2,000 Alansu
#ol9) Inglsidinsladovindu snfudmeassnuauiinisladegns 15-15-15 Tusna 3 ndy
Aonsad (AIuannslddeans 15-15-15 8051 30 Alansusials)

4. nsnegeussAUsznauAiivesevinanveudeman AT iuyati
Tdlumsveaes lnsmsdawnslesgriuuabunsedng A1 pH 519915 laun lulesiau
Weavlesa Inuvaldon upa@eu Lundil@ey wazdaes lnan1siasgimuiunalulasausie
3% Kjeldahl method 3LasngsinuUs unalwunald eunae3s Wet digestion and spectrophotometer
AangimUsnureanasa wna@eon wnili@on uazdaimeasnaedd Wet digestion and Atomic
Absorption spectroscopy (Land Development Department, 2010)

5. stuiinuamanaassnumnaiyivlnvesinnaneuniulaiiongls 40 Yu
wasgeugn laun mnugeiu (wuiiuns) anundiamsms (eudues) 9wl (o) A
19U (WUAWNT) ANl (WURWAT) LazAINeMTIN (WuAmas) dmsunisduiinue
srumandn Wown thainan (n$)

6. mylasndeya Iinneideyalagldnisiasesininuuysusiu (Analysis of
Variance : Anova) kazlU3gulfisunailaseiuTunuNanan0Iuaazisn1s Aae3s Duncan’s

New Multiple Range test (DMRT) ﬁ p<0.01

NAN153Y
nan1IAszRRantAvasingavTunisnandendnainyadiesaunudunseing

faNsRsAULAvasinnIAviaunIulEnA
Han1siATzrRuantRnvesingivlunsndadendnatnyadresmiudunseing

AONTASYRULRVBIRNNIAONNTULEA LAAIRINITINTN 2 (Table 2)
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Table 2 Characteristic of raw material for compost production

Parameter Elephant dung Cricket Water Vinasse Bat manure
manure hyacinth

pH 7.61 7.18 7.84 5.87 7.15

Nitrogen (mg/kg) 15,098.31 49,059.12 12,276.18 1,498.05 30,664.98

Phosphorus (mg/kg) 21,948.22 24,761.19 5,984.20 348.92 74,190.81

Potassium (mg/kg) 13,407.95 31,077.26 21,120.54 7,450.88 5,326.44

91NA15197 2 (Table 2) wansr pH LLazﬂ%mmammmaﬁmﬁiéf%ﬂi'mqﬁuLwiawﬁfﬂ
Tngawiulsiniuiuvadulasaulunssdaleninunnyaieie uaryadse uidmioano’a
11903 ak19AN Yad win wagyatradundn druuvasnunadennanyadmia uas
dnavyndundn Ei’m%’“umiﬁ’lﬁwmﬂdmﬂiﬂumimﬁmﬂwﬂ’ﬂiuﬂ%ﬂﬁulﬁaLflul,ma'wmﬁm
p1TTRNazsmoaiasHlTRUAnnAveunIulsa i esanluthnindifiesdusenauves
waal@ey Muydu uundi@en wén uwanda danzd uazneauns invdesnisldly
nswiydulslulBinuisesnansimlulasiou wearea uazlnunaion Fudusgems
winasity (Christofoletti et al., 2013)

nan1sIassiauantavaslendnanyadreiiuivdunseingranisaiyiuln
YasnN1aneUNIuLEA

mslddunanvosingivlumsnandevsiniiuananeiu denasenmuandAvestovsin

mMsaseyAule LaznandndnnInreunIUlEANLANAINAY AIRN15199 3-4 (Table 3-4)

Table 3 Characteristic of compost from agricultural waste with elephant dung

Characteristic

Treatments pH Moisture Organic Nutrient content (mg/kg)

(%) matter (%) Nitrogen Phosphorus Potassium
1 WF - - - - - -
2CF - - - 150,000.00 150,000.00 150,000.00
3 CPF1 6.70 29.81 31.53 17,982.66 18,415.08 15,939.43
4 CPF 2 6.78 30.02 33.44 20,441.27 17,225.36 17,910.46
5CPF3 6.94 31.91 36.06 22,899.89 15,035.64 19,881.48
6 CPF 4 6.75 30.04 35.79 18,123.77 19,213.28 15,553.80
7CPF5 6.83 28.55 37.38 20,982.38 18,023.56 17,524.83
8 CPF 6 6.92 29.74 38.67 23,040.99 15,833.84 19,495.85
9CPF 7 6.94 30.13 38.30 19,264.87 20,011.48 15,168.17
10 CPF 8 7.01 28.60 39.51 21,723.49 18,821.76 17,139.20
11 CPF 9 7.12 29.23 40.72 23,782.10 16,632.04 19,110.22
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|

HadnTnnautRvesendnatnveadeoniinisinunssauiuyatne wuitAiny
Bunsarsegsening 6.70-7.12 Aanuifuegszninefesay 28.55-31.91 Usinadunising
osag 34.06-38.79 Tusinussenvanvesiiy wui dusunalulasiaueysening 17,982.66-
23,782.10 fiadn3u/Alansu Tnedevsingasi 9 fusunailulasiaugsiian sesasnde Yot
ans? 6 wazdemingnsi 3 fusunalulasioumindu 23,782.10, 22,899.89 way 21,723.49
fadnsu/Alansy awddu Usuaeanedalud snsinits 9 qns ogszming 15,035 64-
20,011.48 fiadnsu/Alansy TmEJQWﬁﬂqmﬁ 7 ﬁU?mmWaaWa%’aqaﬁqm Ao 20,011.48
fadnfu/Alansy sesawunde Jovsingnsil 4 uavevingnsi 8 fusunusleanssaiity
19,213.28 uay 18,821.76 faansu/Alansu muansu ‘U'%mmiwLmaL%wﬁ%meﬁﬁ]mﬂwﬁﬂ
ALN1INAABIBY 5EMINe 15,168.17-19,881.48 fadnu/Alansy Inodovsinii fuTuin
TnunaBeniigeignaetoviingnsi 3 sosawnfo Jevingnsil 6 uazlovsingnsil 9 fuUiua
Inunaidesiyiiu 19,881.48, 19,495.85 way 19,110.22 fadniu/Alaniy anud1siu

ALz EnTRveslendn wud f-jmauﬁ’amaqij&mﬁﬂﬁlé’mﬂmimaaﬂuﬂ%ﬁ
(Table 3) dnuaudRoglunuanuinsguledunsd w.a.2557 TN IAnTLITINTINYATIH
Tudueaudunsasin (5.5-8.5) At (kifudesay 35) Buvdedng (kitesninfesas
30) warUTunausinemsie (Usunalulasiau Weavesa wazlnunadeoy lidesninfeuas
10,000 5,000 wag 5,000 fladnsi/Alaniu amaeiu)

nan1snagaulsEansnavesleninanyadresiuiudunssingrenisiasaiaula

vasrinnIAviaunIuldn

NNsNAaeIavesleninanve udeniinisinunssauivyataienisiasaiule
uazHandnveannaveNn3ulEn fan131afl 4 (Table 4)

mamswmaauﬂwﬁw%mwmmﬂ&mﬂ’ﬂﬁﬁﬁiamiLﬁ]%fgLﬁuimaqﬁﬂmwam?uié"ﬂ
wud1 mssgivlavesinniavieunIulda laun A3mgesu (plant height) A3NNT1NT I
(canopy width) 91uaulu (leaves number) A1Mun119lU (leaves width) A2me1lU (leaves
length) LAZAIUEITIN (root length) HANuLAnAR T TuE1AY19aiA (p<0.01) Taglu
shueugedu wuin mslievsingnsi 9 ansadwaliinniavenniuldadianugsdu Ay
s eunddly anuenily wasdwonlu geiiga wihiu 184, 201, 102, 10.8 lwufms
uaz 15.0 Tu sy sesasnde mslateningasi 6 nswiapAulnfuaugaiy Ay
nansany Anundetu auely wazdiuiulu wihdu 17.8, 19.5, 9.9, 10.6 luflunsuAY
14.7 Tu muddu dmdumaesguivladuaiuensnnuii fnnavesniuldaildsutenin

gns 3 dianuensnanniian Wiy 13.1 wwiwes sessanAensiidendngnsi 6 uazansi 9
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|
dsualsinnuensnvesinnavesniuldawiity 12.9 wufluas Tnsdmaassilaildtelinig
wigAulalunng duiiiae egnslsinandewIsudisuiuamaassiidnislddendnui
Fnnavienn3uldadilasulaiatiannsalinisadydulamnsugainidnneavenniulaildsy
{Jowiin Taeinnaveuniuldafilasutonddammugaiuyintu 205 wufues anuniimsey
WinAU 21.2 wufwns Aundslueindu 11.5 wufwes auenluwindu 12.3 1 wuins

ANNYITINANAU 13.5 Wwuiuns wazdnwiuluwinny 15.7 Tu

Table 4 Growth and yields attributed of green oak lettuce as influenced by various

treatments

Treatments Plant Canopy Leaves Leaves Leaves Root Fresh

height width number width length length weight

(cm) (cm) (leaves) (cm) (cm) (cm) (9)
1 WF 7.9+0.47" 10.5+0.30°  7.0+1.00¢ 4.3+0.20" 7.8+0.25' 5.5+0.21" 27.3+0.71"
2 CF 17.9+0.65° 21.2¢0.21°  157+0.58*  11.520.06°  123#0.21°  13.5+0.30°  120.7+2.11°
3 CPF 1 13.10.40° 17.2¢0.35"7  13.3x0.58°  7.9+0.35° 8.6+0.35" 10.7+0.15¢  95.3+1.33
4 CPF 2 14.6+0.47° 18.8£0.319  13.7£0.58*  9.0+0.12° 9.6£0.26°"  12.8+0.15°  108.3+1.44¢
5CPF 3 15.2+0.35% 19.4+0.50° 1474058  95+0.10°  10.2+0.15¢  13.1+0.21*  109.9+1.10°
6 CPF 4 13.3+0.36° 17.7+¢0.53°  13.3+0.58°  8.3x0.20" 9.0+0.15°  10.5+0.21%  99.4+0.45"
7CPF5 14.7+0.36° 18.8£0.319  13.7£0.58*  9.0+0.15° 9.8+0.15¢ 12.4+0.10°  108.5+0.26°
8 CPF 6 15.3+0.35° 19.540.51°  14.7£0.58°  9.9+0.20°  10.6+0.15>  12.9+0.15°  113.80.30°
9 CPF 7 13.5+0.35° 17.7+¢0.51°  13.3+0.58°  8.5+0.06' 9.3+0.151 10.2¢0.36°  101.2+1.27°
10 CPF 8 14.7+0.55¢ 189+0.47¢  13.7+0.58°  9.3x0.31%  10.0+0.21%  12.3x0.38°  109.0+0.31°
11 CPF 9 16.3+0.21° 20.1+0.38°  15.0+1.00°  10.2+¢0.15°  10.8+0.35°  12.9+0.21°  115.9+0.45°
CV (%) 2.31 1.18 4.91 1.82 2.45 2.14 1.02
F_Test *% *% *% *% *% *% *%

Remark **p<0.01, *' Different superscripts within each column are significantly different (p<0.05)

' a a

Han1svegeulsEansamveseniniidenandndnninveunsulen wuin waKae

1+

YosRnNIAreNNIUlEATiALLANA1IY1siTEdAYNI9EDR (0<0.01) Tnsdmaansniinislale

v 9

ningnsi 9 Winudnnianeuniuldaaiuisalinandnaiuiividnan (fresh weight) gefian

q

o

whiiu 115.9 nfu sesaunde Jevsingnsi 6 uar 3 dwadnnmaveunsuldaiiuminan wiriu
113.8 wag 109.9 nfu auanu Tuvngndmeassrivaudmaliiminanvesinninneuns
wldarfian windu 27.3 N34 wazilovnsiSeuiisuiudmaaesnidnislddeiadnuin

Annaveuniuldalasulainiianunsalvidminangsnindnniaveunsuldailasulensin
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anUsigna

[ 7S '
v Ao v ] a a

Jovsdnna 9 gnsnndnlaannsideluaseliiidnsdivesingiviunnseiudawai

q
1

Tiflnudnuasiiunnstedu lidinasdu A1 pH iy Usnadunieing uasUSunasnems
nanvesney n1stasgLiulalaznandnvssinnIaneuniulsadanudunusivvesusua
suvseinquazuTinailulnsiou nedleUsinadunisinquazUinallulaseuiidussddszneu
Tulevsinifiugadudmaliinnianeuniuldatinisaiagdoln 1 arugeiu anuniiemse
wia Sruavly eunirdlu annuennlu wesnandediudminandivgetu asnadosiunuife
109 Ainika et al. 2012 finuinisasydvlnuarnandnvesisiinnuduius fuusumves
Tulnsiauiifigld sy Aedldsusiadelulanauluuinuifud uazdmalddivduinig
Widulamiuguiy lnsuawsadaasunsesadulameduddu uasluvesit
TnsdaasuliAnnsvensvunneed wasiinduuead dwalifvdinisBafwesdiu wasd
Swluiiisdu (Olaniyi et al, 2008) agdlsfnuUiuaBurEeTquazUsinameslulnsiau
Liflanudunusiuninasgiulaniuainuenisnaesdnnianeuniulda uanuauIui
Woanesanidussdusznoulud swindanuduiusfuninadyivladuaiueiisnes
Rnn1AvieunIulen Lﬁaﬂ?mmmmmam%ﬂuﬂ&mﬂ’ﬂLﬁ'uﬁumm&J’]’Jiﬁﬂmaqﬁﬂﬂ’mwauﬂ%‘ﬂgﬂ
AuuunT iy Lﬁaw'1ﬂWaaWG%Jau‘]uﬁmmmiﬁﬁmméﬁmﬁamiLﬁ]’%gyl,ﬁuimaai'mﬁ%
Prelinnuasiisudaussamsouinszaisldsnigitu (Veneklaas et al, 2012) ilefiel#sy
Umnameariesaiizauazvhlinuesiiefimasiydulniifaunsagaigneimsedsd
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