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Kariyat (Andrographis paniculata) is a medicinal herb with significant therapeutic potential.
Currently, organic A. paniculata is cultivated in controlled-environment greenhouses to ensure high-
quality production. A crucial factor in organic greenhouse cultivation of this herb is the management of
soil nutrients. This study aimed to investigate the effects of different application rates of cow manure
on the growth, nutrient uptake, and andrographolide production in A. paniculata cultivated in an organic
farming system under greenhouse conditions in southern Thailand. Red soil was collected and mixed
with cow manure at rates of 0 (control), 2, 4, 6, and 8 tons rai’ (0, 61.32, 122.64, 189.96 and 245.28 g pot'l,
respectively). A. paniculata plants were cultivated in 10 inch-diameter pots. The results showed that
the application of cow manure at a rate of 2 tons rai-* significantly promoted plant height, stem diameter,
and both fresh and dry biomass weights. In addition, the application of cow manure at a rate of 2
tons rai”! not only resulted in the best growth of A. paniculata, but also enhanced soil pH, electrical
conductivity, nutrient availability, and andrographolide content in the plant. Therefore, applying cow
manure at a rate of 2 tons rai’’! can serve as a guideline for organic greenhouse cultivation of A.
paniculata, as it improves soil properties, enhances plant growth, increases nutrient uptake, and

promotes andrographolide content in the plant.

Keywords: herb, andrographolide, organic agriculture, soil management in agriculture

15



Journal of Agricultural Research and Extension 43(1): 15-28

Wnzaielas (Andrographis paniculata)
Duitvayulwsfisidnenmmanisunnd Joquiing
UgnlmezanelasdunidlulsaFouiiannsonuny
anmwndomiiielildihmzarelasnauning dsddny
lunsugniimeanslasdunidlussuulsuiou fe
nsdanmssmemnsluiu suideifsdiingusasd
Lﬁaﬁﬂw’ma“uawai’aé’mﬂmq 5 MONITLATYLAUL
N39alds1ne1T uagnisasansueulasnilnlad
vesfimzarslasivgnluszuuinunsdunidanels
anmlsaseulunialdvesusemalng viniswaudu
waaiuyaddlugnsy 0 (AIUAY), 2, 4, 6 uax 8 fru/ls
(0, 61.32, 122.64, 189.96 wag 245.28 NTu/NTE0
ey ndulgniimeatslaslunsznisauin
dushugudnans 10 i1 nan1smaassudn mldya
Tlugns 2 du/ls demaliiineanelasidnig
WIYHULAR1UAINEY YUALEUEUAUENANE1AY
paonautmindunafimgaislasanuasuiaLiis
getu nsldyataludnm 2 fu/ls ldiftesuddsnalis
fmganslasdapivlnifan widsdmalvnudiiies
AN USHnasneImis aaenauuTuIens
woulasnaiiwlaluihmeanslosifingatu ey ns
wauyaiaiuAulugns 2 fuls anunsaldidunuamng
Tunisudaiimzatelasdunidlussuulsuieu
IngylrautRvesiu nssgiaulavesiy Usuiu
519913 luld wazuTunaaszddy

Tuflmeanelasiiiugadu

mdfn: ayulns weulasnslilad inunsBunid

N1FIANITAUNINAITNEAT

uni

Wanzaiwlas (Andrographis paniculata)
Dufivanulnslnefdanuddglunsnsunmd Tng
fdeuddludydomdnuian i aussnienis
win 1§une 8101519 wagvieade (Herbal Products
Division, 2025) uonand e snga1ud gl
Usz@nSnalun1sussmioIn1svaonausnlau tay
Iwﬁﬁ'mﬁ’mwuqﬁﬁuﬁ’u (Shahid Akbar, 2011)
WnzarelaslaTun1seausueg19n3d199219910
nan5Isefinansliiiuianilunsdunssnay
waznsed unildunu (Sooksawate et al., 2022)
Winzarelasiansdrrey Ao woulasnsnlulan
(Andrographolide) sfignsmandeineniiaenndos
Auassnand1enu Jui i nzatelaslasuaiiy
aulasgrsuanlulenisayulng lnsianigluyag
gonunsalnissruinminuendelain-19 lugqed
w.. 2563 A desnndnisléfhngarelasidie
UITeNNsTuRUweInsRnitevedlsafina

Uszwmalnednisugnilmearelaslunane
il Lﬁaqmﬂﬁaquﬁmmﬂ%aw‘gummzamiami
195 A ule (Department of Agriculture, 2021)
wiidfnzanelasaniduiviidanununiudeanin
9INATOULAZUAIUA LA R LLm'msiJQﬂ‘Luv‘fi”uﬁmﬂiﬁ
FanaUsvavdgninandnnn Aviasaivinlyd
\esnndulunialddlngdufuiianugau
augsaﬂw‘h (Land Development Department, 2015)
uana Nty nanefiuidnisldasedlunisauem
Angiy denaliiy Iayulnsenaldsudunsieain
a1snlinnAnd wiinstddewmdilenianinasnnang

lufudesinnu deiu Weandertvianaoniuljua

16



Journal of Agricultural Research and Extension 43(1): 15-28

AULWININSHERTYBUNSE N15ldyadnd 1 yala
Fefiumnasnnlumelduaganunsalfiduunasliisg
onsiile Faduuuamaiithaula 1esinnsugn
Tuszuuinuasdunigidunsiinunsivsaainms
T einiuazenindndngiy (National Bureau of
Agricultural Commodity and Food Standards, 2018)
n1sndnimgatelaslussuuinynsdunse
aInsaneUAUDIREAIFINNTYR s UTAATI UL
aulandnfusiivasnsoanarnaduazidufinsiu
Auandew uenantu mandeiirluszuulsauiou
Bl Rl HanE T uT U (Poonpakdee, 2022)
TsaSouazthemunuiladedidnadensaigdula
vosimzanslas 1wy oamgll A1y wazuatuan
Fagtrelvivasapdulaldd nandnsinanin uas
aAN1SIMIa18v0alsALATLIAIARTAY N1THER
fimzarelasliliansdfygaivarsJadoiierdos
nildluiladuidu e s1momsiia Fxsauinue
Hmganelaslisusmemsed amgauniaguan
Wudwﬂmzawhm%zy@uimﬁLLazﬁmiéﬁiyLﬁ'uqﬁu
(Tanawirote et al., 2024) wiJedunigaziivsunm
s Bsudsuiuloed eglsfmu meld
Jodunidlulunauilvsinemsfisme deual
mzarelasiinssyiiulanazdsunaaisuaulag
ﬂiﬂﬂ/\llaﬁLﬁﬂJq\ﬁfu (Basak et al., 2019; Sanjutha
et al,, 2008) navManuaslauuzdlldedunsd
Tudns 2-3 #u/ls ileiduunaslisinemsiivnay
Usuugsaud@nu agslsinnu nslddedunidans
gedie 7.5 du/ls lussuuwdaaununsdunid wuin
danalidnlnamnuasyiivinuasnandaiuty
dleiisufudngien (Pongthai et al., 2023) a9y

a

o 1 [ + a 6 o L a
aﬂlmmwmuasm'qaaumammumsmamﬁmzmsﬂ%

v
& @ £y av as Ao

dunsd Aty NUITuNIINTRgUsTaIn i a@ne

q

v 1

HaveIyadIReNISsYRULRLarN1Tas A Ary

Y

vaaimzarglasignlussuuinunsdunidaneld

annlsaseu

gUnsaluazdsnig

nswssNAuUgnuasinznd i meanelas
mn1sidseguiisunisiasyavlnues
fiwzanelasivgnlufuunaiiiulndusnaguniiuygu
lugunedngidl Janinasuan (X=625772.7522 E;
Y=771365.7643 N) s utifusni sliussludisu
wUsRusendu 2 diu duusnsourIuAzINTIY8a
a2 ww. deldiieneviaudiidowiumand Toud
Moy (1:5 wAv) Arnsdrbida (1:5 wa) lulesiau
wanun (eldahl method) Weavesafiduusslowd
(Bray I) Inuwvadeoy wpadeon wazwundifeudiads
16 (1M NH,OAC pH 7.0) a3 ouUNIUAZLATIVUIA
Fouldn 0.5 uu. 1 eTiAszsidunIoingludiy
(Walkley and Black method) au@iiedias1eviau
wazNy (Onthong and Poonpakdee, 2020) Audqu
7l 2 SourunzunssvuIavela 2.0 oy, dwmiuld
Ugnitmzanelaslunszansaninlsadeudiiingan
wananta nisinuinadudinineasiiinauszuie
omAdledemenaszrienelunazuenlsaiou
wgndlmzanelasluanugniinauainiusou
wnaue yaldieu uazyeueninludadiu 1:1:1:1
TagUsuas vdndislfidunan 30 Yunourunld
vooawdaimzarslasluniamiziussyianugn
F1u9m 5 wwie/vau Wendfimzarslasseniaydl
918 30 U NSAAMED 1 Au/Mau wagdundd
asgrlunsensvaduriugudnans 10 i fuse
AUUTUINTUTENI 6 AT WAAZNTEA9INNNNY
Usganal 10 3. IUNUNITNAADIRUUF NaNy Tl
(Completely Randomized Design: CRD) & 5 %13 AL
yEawuday 8 91 14un 1) yneauay wagninimus

=

1 2-5) Al AULAIARNRANLATITNIT 2, 4, 6 Uag

8 fiu/ls mudfu (Weuiunvesiu 1 1siuuns

v

flufiveanszans vindnyadiild Ae 0, 6132,
122.64, 189.96 uag 245.28 ASU/NILOI MUAIAU)

17



Journal of Agricultural Research and Extension 43(1): 15-28

Tneyarithanlddifiios (1:10 wA) 7.31 st
T (1:10 wAv) 3.29 dS/m lulasiauiiavan (total
N) 1.08 % leanadananun (total P,Os) 0.75%
wazlwunaidoustanun (total K,0) 2.00% 3R

UszUnTuas 2 A%e Yratnazdulagldtiseiin

N9 YLAULALAENISILATIEHEIABINS
Tudnzanalas
udeyamsasaiulavesndimeanslas
naalgnaslunsznns 2, 4, 6, 8 uay 10 dUavi lag
M3InAUEIRY (Frumilefiuauiagen) wagiduni
Augna1aawiu (willedu 2 wu.) lngldfdneatiesilly
Lﬁ'amuﬁmumguqﬂmimaaa (10 &Uai Lilesann
Hmgarslasisusenaen) iuduiimzaielasdiu
witlofuwenesenidu 3 diu fie Tu ddu @ duriar
AoN) LAYIIN NTUIIAINAZEIARAL TR
daudeu Faiminanvesdusing 9 wazauaumin
Asf ndsanBudasTuiindmnuis vhnisua
Fog 1N IMza181TUAITOUNTUAZLNTIVUIA 20 LI
wargaeR18nsndafasn (H,50,) il 031A5 129
Tulnsiauanun (Kjeldahl method) kagnsnuE
TunsnasAasin (HNOs:HCLO, 3:1 vA) Lile
Jasievivieanesd (Vanadomobedate method)
Tnunafen weral@en wundi@en wan wueniila
denzd LLawaaLmegwm (Atomic absorption
spectrophotometer) muq'ﬁa?miwﬁﬁuuagﬁﬁv
(Onthong and Poonpakdee, 2020) nduUsziiu
Uhinasmemsnsuaiiimzanslasgeldainaiu

Watuswevsiasaraniinuiwesmeanglas

nswIeuasatafmeatslasiiodnsziusuna

waulasnslnlan
thehegdumilonunmavesiimyarelas

fiirunsauwiedl 50°% ualiazideaudasou

HUAZIN TN 40 Wiy wiseuasarianaislaseyld

11 Thai Herbal Pharmacopoeia (Thai Pharmacopoeia
Committee, 2021) Fauafimzanslas 400 un. aslu
YINNUNAN LRNAISHENTEUINelaAaelsTinuLay
Ws1uea Tuensidu 1:1 (v/v) Usu1ns 50 ua. @i
zanelasiagldnaianmsanamsanuseuluaniig
reflux 1wtaan 30 wait anndunsesansataniu
A52AN¥NI04 Whatman No.1 thansafaiilalussime
Thuwianielaaniizanai Uiy aza1enaunile
Ws1uea wagusuusunslila 100 wa. luranusu
Usums arntdunsesansataiuurunsedluaeu
gun 0.45 lulasiuns wazihasaiaiilaludiasie
USurauaulasnsrlnlan areimada High

Performance Liquid Chromatography (HPLC)

n1sAaszRUsuaneulasnsinladaremaiia
HPLC

nsaesziliunateulasnilnladlag
wadla HPLC 61989914357 svylu Thai Herbal
Pharmacopoeia lned n15Usulgataniae (Thai
Pharmacopoeia Committee, 2021) ANSIATIEN
¥NUUSEUY HPLC Prominence i §u LC-2030C 3D
(Shimadzu Uszinadiw) ¥ nedsnl C-18 wun 15x4.6
uy. \Juipainegiuil wazlddrunauveusiuea
wazilushndau 52:48 (vA) audu USunnas
nsanfieg1adinszd 20 lulasans drArfiud
Tnsivanni1sdpsiziluiuSeuLieuuTuw
weulasnsilwlad funsnnuinsgiudiadieain
asuespuweulasnstlanlugaenanududu 5-30

lulasnsu/ua.

NNSAATIZRADR
mﬂ"]La?{maﬁ’fayjamsw%ﬁyﬁuim laun

21079 VURLEUR U U nateE L Uavidnan

dminuis USuausimevnstudiusing 9 wagusunn

answaulasnsluladluinzatelas nasnauauds

18



Journal of Agricultural Research and Extension 43(1): 15-28

a '

Aunauuaymaelgn Nt U
(ANOVA) kaztU3 Ui g uauLana 195 Wi W3 nLuue
#1835 Duncan’s Multiple Range Test (DMRT) fiszeu
ANLdesTL 95%

NaN1538
auuanaluvaniu

Wednaudgnnoun1snAaeIuIIAgIe9

audAnaail wuinislayatidwmalifudeafiiey

A1l Sunedeg wavs1neIms lawn
lulnsiauianun Weanodad 1duusslowy
Tnunadon unaidon uwazuwundifoudiadnle
WugeduilawFouifisudurimsuiaunm uazdleld
safrludaniigatuffunlduilisnomslufu
Wingedu egnslsfin eldyatadna 8 du/ls
wud dewalvidudainisunluingedis 1.45 dS/m
(Table 1)

Table 1 Chemical properties of soil before cultivation

Application rate pH EC oM Total N Avail. P Extr. K Extr. Ca Extr. Mg
(ton/rai) (1:5) dsmt)  (gkeh (g kg™ (mg kg (mg kg™ (mg kgt (mg kgt
0 6.22 C 0.08 e 13.18 d 0.70 e 96.90 e 84.31 e 1918.00 c 57.02 e
6.44 b 0.86 d 2217 ¢ 1.39d 144.62 d 2383.48 d 2330.02 b 220.55 d
4 6.67 b 1.06 c 27.47 bc 1.68 c 230.15 ¢ 3128.42 ¢ 272141 b 268.47 c
6 7.05a 1.38 b 36.52 a 1.86 b 263.82 b 3933.64 b 3010.31 a 363.59 a
8 7.25 a 1.45 a 43.49 a 2.24 a 288.66 a 4149.85 a 3527.13 a 42893 b
F-test * * * * * * * *
CV (%) 1.53 3.28 12.33 2.01 0.59 2.84 1.37 1.07

* = significantly different at P<0.05; Different letters in the same column indicated significant differences by DMRT at P<0.05
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Figure 1 Growth of Kariyat in soil amended with cow manure at rate of 0-8 tons rai’!
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of 0-8 tons/rai

* = significantly different at P<0.05; Different letters in each bar indicated significant differences by DMRT; nd = no data due to

plant non-survival
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Table 2 Nutrient concentration

Application rate

Total nutrient (g kg™)

Total micronutrient (mg kg™)

(ton rai™) N P K Ca Mg Fe Mn Zn Cu
In root
0 11.31d 0.86 c 37.20d 2330 a 341d 2,475 b 1,013 ¢ 223.02 c 14.92 b
2 20.14 a 1.67 a 42.00 c 13.60 c 4.36 a 2,882 a 1,238 a 29334 a 22.72 a
4 19.17 b 113 b 50.62 a 11.63d 391 b 2838a 1,136b  284.68b 20.48 a
6 1753 ¢ 1.12b 44.94 b 14.34 b 3.63 C 2,353 ¢ 990 d 214.54 d 13.87 b
8 nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd
F-test * * * * * * * * *
CV (%) 1.91 3.74 1.92 0.85 2.02 1.25 0.89 0.80 7.05
In leave
0 29.40 a 0.83 ¢ 34.70 c 42.30 a 375d 12331 c 50.44 b 2141 c 232 c
2 29.70 a 1.13 a 49.00 b 2592 b 585a 185.34 a 71.52 a 3122 a 4.77 a
[ 28.60 b 1.04 b 5390 a 21.13 ¢ 561b 17470 b 70.47 a 28.06 b 351b
6 23.60 ¢ 0.80 c 55.40 a 16.91 d 4.24 c 119.83 ¢ 42.03 c 19.84 c 2.16 c
8 nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd
F-test * * * * * * * * *
CV (%) 0.87 3.33 2.13 2.06 0.93 1.13 1.77 3.44 3.58
In stem
0 10.50 d 0.58 ¢ 48.22 c 2831 a 2.63 a 2732 ¢ 3152 c 20.23 ¢ 4.09 c
2 1331 ¢ 121a 50.73 b 20.67 b 241 b 55.82 a 63.31 a 2582 a 5.69 a
4 14.62 a 1.25a 59.01 a 21.04 b 247 b 49.47 b 56.97 b 2297 b 523 Db
6 14.34 b 092b 58.26 a 20.53 b 2.18 ¢ 2146 d 27.68 ¢ 19.35 ¢ 3.74 c
8 nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd
F-test * * * * * * * * *
CV (%) 1.33 5.54 0.58 1.15 1.85 5.32 4.70 3.82 3.38

* = significantly different at P<0.05; Different letters in the same column indicated significant differences by DMRT withn each

plant part (root, leave and stem); nd = no data due to plant non-survival
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Woanesa (0.057 nFu/mu) Inunadey (2.03 n3w/
Au) uAaLdyl (0.86 nTu/fu) uazuunilifew (0.18
n$u/d) gefigaidleSeuiisuiunisldyaindnm
#14 9 (Table 3) @enndosiunisgaliqasininuiy

n1sldgadilugnsn 2 du/ls dewalviimgatelas
finsgaldindn (44.74 un./su) wuaniida (19.65
un./eu) dened (5.01 UN./AU) wagnowng (0.48
un /i) gafigaiileiSsuiisuiunislayailusmm
U 9 (Table 3) agslsAnm nslayaidludasi
dintundudmalifinganelastinsgeldsinemis

Ioanas Ineangmisldyadaludng 6 du/ls
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Table 3 Total nutrients uptake in Kariyat

Macro-nutrients

Micro-nutrients

Application N uptake P uptake K uptake Ca uptake Mg uptake Fe uptake Mn uptake Zn uptake Cu uptake
rate (tonra™) (g plant™) (g plant™ (g plant™ (g plant™ (gplant’) | (mgplant®) (mgplant”) (mg plant’) (mg plant™)
0 032b 0.014 c 0.75c 0.58 b 0.06 ¢ 16.30 c 6.82 ¢ 1.64 ¢ 0.14 c
2 0.90 a 0.057 a 2.03 a 0.86 a 0.18 a 44.74 a 19.65 a 501 a 0.48 a
4 045b 0.025 b 1.18 b 0.39 ¢ 0.09b 2213 b 9.13b 242 b 021b
6 0.12c 0.006 d 0.33d 0.11d 0.02d 522d 225d 0.54d 0.04d
8 nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd
F-test * * * * * * * * *
CV (%) 7.08 3.91 9.36 2.07 11.49 0.81 0.89 1.32 4.65

* = significantly different at P<0.05; Different letters in the same column indicate significant differences by DMRT within macro- (column 2-6) and micro-nutrient groups (column 7-10); nd

= no data due to plant non-survival
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woulasnslnlasifiuiunusasiild (Figure 4) Tng
wud1 Nsblayadagng 0, 2, 4 uaz 6 fw/ls danali
druwtlonuansimzanslasdusunuaisuoulas

nsllansaeay 0.94, 1.82, 2.41 kag 3.50 MUAINU
nslayaddludnm 4 uaw 6 dw/ls dwalviilmeanelas
fUSuuasaAydenanias sgnslsinny wil
fhnzanelasilansedfgaasindunuiniineaielas

ra

finssqdvlaldd (Figure 1)
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Figure 4 Andrographolide content in shoot of Kariyat in soil amended with cow manure at rate

of 0-8 tons/rai

* = significantly different at P<0.05; Different letters in each bar indicated significant differences by DMRT; vertical bar = SD;

nd = no data due to plant non-survival

30lNan15ITY

dudAny

Aunnsiild@nunewihnisaassifitey
nstliii eaesauneadonnaziundifeudady
51901 ssesluseiuilmngausonisasqavle
voaity (Table 1) msldyaTlusmmilifiugatudana
Taudaiey An1sdr by USuadunsedng
suismemnsluiufisgaunudnaild (Table 1)
satududodunisiiduunaslisinemsiai
SIMDIMNINGN §519BINTIOT UALTIWDMNIETY ke
Duedunidimlsvhluluaaldidesnninumns

Tunmaldendests ognslsinu yadlfendusa

nsldyatilusasdifistu TedwmaliAuiariion
naonsumduduTessIe IR AnTY K
nslayailudnsiigaiuldedamalidudusag
wardarnisinlnihgeaaulivangaudenisugnity
fiadlAnfiiosflivanzausonisugniivegil 5.5-7.0
Tuwariiarnisiiliitvesiu (EC) ldasgandn 2
dS/m (Brady and Weil, 2008) nslayaialuiifigaus
dawaliruiiomomafivgstu uidiseauigeli
audRfuMIAUTENT LAz TN WU AUV
s2uv83AuANAY (Baka et al., 2021) FaotfiaUTaal
uniga dusslovdlufui vaonsdosaany
Sunieing uwazduasuaudulszlovives

590 WsLUAY (Sivojiene et al., 2021)
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nssyiulnvasimgaelas
nslayalusmsimunzansivdaaiunis
WiyiduTnvesiimeaslasiadnuaugs vuiady
dugugnansddu samstadanavesimzanslas
(Figure 2 and 3) yailswemisingiamelulasiau
woaeda uarlnunafon §dlufudiulvgis
waniiduesddszneudiudiiusinemsiisniu
Aon1stasgLivlnvesiiy laotanizlulasiau
fiftunumdfalunmsiduesdusznavrenaslsiiad
Fadumsnlilumsdanmeinas luvazdiveanosa
Fronsziunsdunzindanulugves ATP 3
Rerdeatuanslindsnuluwadity dnlnunadeon
YuAIuANNITHLATIERUTAuLasduasunns
LﬂﬁaugmLLﬁﬂLLawfﬂma (Osotsapar, 2015) o
Hmzanelaslasudedunidndwmalilasusinems
ity aenndesiuiinenuin fvgaelasiivgnlu
Audaliedunisiduunaslisneimsluyium
ffieane nu3rdnisasyivle wazuSuiaans
LLauImmﬂMaﬁfLﬁ'mqﬁyu (Basak et al., 2019)
uenantu nslFedunislusng 15 duienans
(~2.4 #u/l3) (Sanjutha et al., 2008) ERBNERTRL
TndiAssfunismnassessud Ae 190udunidly

8091 2 du/ls wuindwaliimzanslasiasgiulalad

nsgaldsnemnsvesiinganalas
nsldyaddludng 2 dw/ls wudhedaesy
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pmaiinty fuasaiulafity venanty dewald
flmzarslasgaldsmermsidiiadu (Table 5)
nslddeduniddareliaiunsaanusuianisld
Jaadilunisudanialea n1sanu3uianislddend
Lifigausvsandunulunisudn widieuiiuaii
fulavesfuilaalunisidenldndn dusiayulng

¥

FerustandnAndedsnsudRvneansinunsig (Good

Y

Agriculture Practices: GAP) {Jg8uv3 et uimedn
anuaziininuis sesauUTinansuelasnsluilad
‘Luﬂmzmdﬁmﬁmqqﬁﬁu (Basak et al., 2019) a&14ls
A msldyaiinnuasiivieaiesadussduszneu
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a a 6
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asluly (357%) > dau ey (1.24%) > Fdu
(0.75%) > Hn (0.16%) (Department of Agriculture, 2021)
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fisrea1u (Figure 4) lloflmeanglasldsusinoms
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