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The influence of using rice husk ash on the growth and
reproduction of earthworms, Eudrilus eugeniae and Eisenia foetida
during vermicomposting
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unAnta: nareansldunaumnseniaaiyiulinuaznisreneiuguedldineuiuaneiug Eudrilus eugeniae
waz Eisenia foetida lunszuaunisvintleningaldineuiu innimaaesdasldunauwndngm 10% sauemsuas
Tzwineagns Lﬂ@@ﬂuumﬂvwmLmvmmu‘ﬁmmm 091 2:6:1 wun FFumsmeaesildunauien ylHlKiReuRy
VN 2 mawuﬁumuuﬂm (We|ght of earthworm) 'ﬂ’]mumiﬂl (number of cocoon) LAZANUILARaaul A Aa AL
(number of juvenile) sAwauRauifauiuiiuNMmasesiilildunaunathedifadfymeadn (P<0.05)
Tne/ld\Aeuduaneiug £ eugeniae uaz E. foetida Renmindaiiisiiu Senaz 42.86 waz 73.53 Mudiy 41w
qﬂﬁﬁm%m?@m: 73 uaz 153 MuAL uazdunwhseuldiFeuRuiiniu faras 173.19 uaz 76.92 a1na
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ABSTRACT: The influence of rice husk ash on the growth and reproduction of earthworms, Eudrilus eugeniae
and Eisenia foetida during vermicomposting. Used rice husk ash 10% mixed with swine manure, cassava peel and
Korat soil series. The results show that the mixture with rice husk ash had significantly (P<0.05) affected to weight
of earthworm, number of cocoon and juvenile. After vermicomposting the result showed that weight of earthworm
increased by 42.86% and 73.53% respectively. The number of cocoon increased by 73.3% and 153.7%, respectively.
The number of juvenile earthworm was higher in the mixtures with rice husk ash increased by 173.19% and 76.92%,
respectively. This result indicate that using rice husk ash in vermicomposting using swine manure, cassava peel
enhanced the growth and reproduction of earthworms, Eudrilus eugeniae and Eisenia foetida.
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inemg InaldineuAuaiunsnilaaundasautiinng
WHLAZNINNIENINTBIN NIRRT Tinane
dl s alld

Wuanservnsmidudssleniiazeninnininga
Taafaniuunsuany Aedaninyaldinounu
(Vermicompost) @aiflut]eduvsdnlsznausiae
a = rall s = d‘ o 3| |
qauvisemiulselamiuaziiansensnaduse
naLasoALIAIRINT (TANIA LATADE, 2554)
T&meunuvinlandogilszunns 4,000 nanaiin wein
HautihundindnaasdunzamianisA il ssanu
15 9n Tngldinaunudiulvnjazduldinausu
aneugnaglungu Megadrili 1193d Lumbricidae
2 o o A a | A o A Ao
goiluldineuinlunguiiondelurszBuristiazya
Apdifludonlun u l&RewAuaneswug Lubricus
rubellus, Eisenia foetida, Eudrilus eugeniae,
Pheretima peguana, Perionyx excavates lugu
(8111, 2550) Mavintlendnyal&inensu Inavialy
agldyadnisonnuaasdunad Wy wWedn nndu
Atlenda waeniudlends sy wiyadnduna
o e o X . 4
giminanTrlueuaaslaveuin i n1sluilen
2DINBILAY (Copper) WazdInzA (Zinc) Tuyagns
Wasannisiunesuasuazdensdluauisgns
Wad28luNITHINA Y BIUNTLAZLINNNTLAT DY
WALTH gNIFIBINIINEILAN 33119 5-10 WN./AN. B9
a1un30gaTNluniuAuemsluszALTANTR il
nesuasdulunlsznnns 72-80 % gniuesnin
119944192 (Sager, 2007) AUFLAAIUNITHNNG
nanuilaiudleude iudngnainnssunilani
Bunmeeadaanuauunn wallaendudleuaed
anslaanlumiduasdlsznay Seaunsoumansa
o A &2 @ A o a ada )
Wunsaloeiataduieiu@ldin uiaiunsoan
AALTUNE AL NN TELAUNTUINLAT AN TR
A nnszuaunIsuaniiliud1lenas azinlmine
124188 (pulp) 10 - 15% 1BHUENTINER (Sriroth,
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(Cassava peel) 5aeiaz 3 whllaandud1dsuvasd
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91 msldlaenduddzudsuazyaliazdnase
v wazAuaugell Taemudniszeivionan 30 4
Mdeumdhiminsuazsmaugdldanas usan
AMsAN®289 Krystyna et al (2016) FaAnEAen
AiuAMANLIRY89 biochar fidsuasaniaaioyiuils
w09l IPoUAUANERIE Eisenia foetida Wudnng L
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mmﬁﬁ@mmuﬁﬁﬁhﬂqmsiumﬁ;mmiﬁﬁm%ulu
FENINNTTLAUNNT mineralization LATAINIIOARA
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1. AnwuansldunauimnsAanIsuanias
a1sneuasldlAauAy (Avoidance)

ﬁﬂﬂﬁiwm@@‘uwqﬁnﬁumwﬁmﬁlmmﬁw
raslfineunuluamsuandnasine Lo yagns
S laendudnznds © wnauen ;- Au dRIndau
1:7:1:1, 226:1:1, 3:5:1:1, 4:4:1:1, 5:3:1:1, 6:2:1:1
waz 7:2:1:1 Ing a1 snanuaziu atnsas 100
nfu uwazldldinenin 10 Aa/n1smAaes B1nng
naaaslnguleaunsnantazavaanity 2 419
141 & AeuAnlUTeInTaNANITENINNBUNTHAN LA
AL ﬂQUQNﬂ’JWN%‘%ﬂTZﬁNWm 50% wkean 48 Falass
tuanuuldineunuluwsazdsesanasa

NSAATIERLRYA

AsANuI e FIE UM N TUAN LA EN T
AansldaInannis

%A = (C-T/N) x 100
- wefiudniIvaniaseansiie (Avoidance

response)

C = smuldiFeusuluilain (Number of worm
in untreated soil)

T = §rualdieunuluietemtn ( Number of
worm in treated soil)

N = anuldiFeudutanuniildlunimaaey

(Total number of worms exposed)
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HAgVIEaeNIIRaLauasiTluLan (+) 18T
WOANITHNITUANIALNATNY UWATNAGNEVRINT
ARUAUBINLIY () LaTDen17lnauauaasagn s
= P ' o o a g o
wraldfdanuuanseiuaeseudnuasfunld
4 A Aus . e
NAGAL T9ANLRAEALAANNNIANUIUINTZAL 60%
Aty %Wdﬂﬁlﬁmﬁﬂﬁhm@m”mumﬂﬂwﬂn
mqummsumimm@m AUNIDLNTLEANNNET
LLmmumuuwmmmmTLﬂuLLm\m@ﬁmﬂm@m
Wi 2 dou sml,ﬂmﬁmiwmmqummsumwm
e resldinauaunidugna 1S0/17215-1
(ISO, 2006)

2. Ansearaanisidunauinlunisvinia
wmiinlagldifaunuainyagnssaunuilaansiu
dA1dzuassanisiasyiiule 1e1aWugaa9
ld\RauRAuanaWug Eudrilus eugeniae waz
Eisenia foetida

NNSLATENDIMNTHAN (Mixture of feeding : MF)

NITLETUNAINNTNANAINYAGNT (swine
manure) Waansudnznde (cassava peel) LAz
WNALLNN (rice husk ash) LLmﬂ;maume (Korat
soil series) 8m31 2:6:1 taaldAFLNTMAARIAL
200 NFN LASLANLNALLNIEAT 10 % (Li et al.,
2011) AMFLFN TN AREMTIAILNALTRIUNAL
W1 WdaunaNuAgned ld iy 3017 uAY
muaumwéﬁuﬂ?:mm 60-80% lnemiinannig
nan 15 T4 neulaeglinaunu serdnanszuaunng
s iudesyaniawdsundasesianaiunse-
A4 (pH) AMN3ti RN (EC) mw%u (moisture
content) LL@%@QA‘MQQ (temperature) MARANIT
NARBY

msmsanldifaunu

AnLaen lERaUANANWUS Eudrilus eugeniae
Waz Eisenia foetida Tmmﬁfaﬂﬁqﬁmuuiﬂi wdausa
LL@;ﬁQLﬁuiﬂﬁmeﬂmﬁﬂﬁu( LULNNIVLNLNUE)
fidnauuazdanalndidaety e ldldimeuan
vuiin 13 1/nszan
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Fr3nsnAaed 1 avnsuauLazldAeuAL
aneiug £. eugeniae

FNFUNNINARDST 2 01VNsHAN LA ldIABUAL
aneiug £. foetida

FAFUNNINARST 3 BNVMNIHAN FANFULNAL
W1 8191 10% wazldipeumAuanaug £ eugeniae

FAFUNNINARSST 4 BNVNIHAN FAufULNAL
W1 8191 10% uarldineuRuanuniug £. foetida
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of earthworm) auaunele (number of cocoon)
mmmmq\ﬂ"ﬂ (size of cocoon) LAZANUIUEN
seuresldlAew (number of juvenile) fiazazinan
15, 30 waz 45 41 nasantlaeylAeunn

NsAATIZRLRYA
AAeianLLslsun1eais (Analysis of
. T ,

variance) waziBFeuiieuAedelneds Least Sig-

nificant Difference (LSD) szAUANITaLU 95%

NANISANBILATIANTDL

a

NN9ANHINATRINNT I WNALLNIABNITLAFE

(7
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wWulawazaenaiugaadldinounuanawug
E. eugeniae waz E. foetida lunszuaunsinge
winyaldineuin tneldyagns idendudzwaa
WAZLAALILHN %qﬁmﬁmﬁtﬁ@mmﬁﬁmqmﬁ

(Table 1) st

Table 1 Chemical properties of raw materials used for experiments.

parameter swine manure cassava peel rice husk ash
1.pH (1:10) 7.4 6.7 8.5
2. EC (1:10; ds/m) 2.2 0.5 0.2
3. Total Nitrogen (%) 2.3 0.3 0.2
4. Total Phosphate (%) 9.4 0.04 1.4
5. Total Potash (%) 1.3 0.36 0.56
6. Organic Carbon (%) 30.6 17.8 3.5
7. Organic Matter (%) 52.7 29.8 5.9
8. CIN 13/1 59/1 231
9. Copper (mg/kg) 731.73 4.99 24.45

2. HANISLELNALLNIARNITUANLALNAITNE
aasldLlAauAY (Avoidance)

AIMNEANIINAAEY NI TEIRBUALAIERUE

E. foetida AxHAMNNUNIUABANTANENINNLN
Reuauaneiug £. eugeniae iasanldiion
Rugneug E. foetida SnnAnssuniavaniagsans
AWHINTT 60% ludnadan6:2: 1: 1 usiléinou
AuanaWug E. eugeniae Gluwquﬁmmmwaﬂ
{Beagnfit 60% lusnadau2:6:1: 1 (Table 2)

annmasadLandliviudn l{ineuauLsazans
g anunsonuseaailuilduansaiy Tny
l&nauRuaeiug E. foetida aNN30NUsRTEIY
gnugfinndauazanansnsssTinluaszBuniem
STl dvana sz w,ﬂumawuﬁwumum
anMuIndeNANINLARENY Wetuaes
melurfu nudrazianununiundnldineusu
aneiuau Aduudaaiteldindaaasauridlén
(a1nlg, 2550; Edwards, 2011) WANTINANT
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sanidesieedldifeuiu eraunannuaaanve
11 7l AeL09An pH luseninanimaand
mwwﬂuﬁmmmmLLmﬁﬂuLﬁ@umﬁmﬂm@ﬂmm
Al uAmveslaenludlwddenuddznas
AINNFANEL8Y Zhu et al.(2014) wudn 13uneu
NesuAIRsEALANLEIdY 683 un/nn azsinll
I&heunuanaLg E. foetida Hemanisanaianny
50(LC, ) Tiazeiznan 14 uas 510 (2558) 91819114
41 neaupsAndndy 1,000 un/nnsnlil&inen
Auanaug E. eugeniae Hemsnisaneienay
93.33 luszaizinan 28 u dAufusiudndeundsazd
doutlsznavvesansloenlud lunquansloanluaiia
ﬂ@ﬂﬂi‘ﬂﬁ(Cyanogenic glucosides) %qmmammn
siaulunsalgeniia (Hydrocyanic) annnsAneaea
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Tewe (2017) wudnaansiudnizunasan (Fresh
peel) wazilaaniudnlzndsminuite (Sundried
peel) dnsaldeniin 364.2-814.7 {n./NN.LAY
064.3-321.5 un./nn. ANNAEL (Eerinuldensi
Antlendsnnldlunsyuounisindewinyaldinou
AuBnadinsnlaenafunniivlazdemansny
AanisasnyiAuinaasldifeunu Rachid et al.
(2011) 1en19 @stlsznenlaen lusfin A
4un1nn9n 131 mgCN/kg azdanansznumald
\PeURA @8 E. foetida ‘Emmﬂmmmiﬂimfau
”LmﬂumwuwwmmmimmmLﬁﬁﬂuvl,eﬁm”l,um en\m
mmmwmummmw@ﬂnqmmvmm@mv 507
TrEy 14 U (ECSO-14 das CN) winfiu 74 ug/kgsoil

Table 2 Avoidance of Eudrilus eugeniae and Eisenia foetida on difference mixture of feeding

Rate Avoidance (%)
(Swine manure : cassava peel : rice husk ash : soil) E. eugeniae E. foetida
1:7:1:1 +40 -80
2:6:1:1 +60 -80
3:5:1:1 +80 -40
4:4:1:1 +80 +0.0
5:3:1:1 +80 +20
6:2:1:1 +100 +60
7:1:1:1 +100 +80

2. wavain1sldunauiainisilasunas
ANNTU AUUDN UazANLUANILAN (pH, EC)
wnsilavsinyaldinaunu

l&haunuaeiug £ eugeniae waz E. foetida
fla9pnTuRIMLN L aNTEMINe 70 - 80% WAL
70 - 95% AANANAL (2101F, 2550) AINNNTNARDS
WU Fn3unnmasedililduazldunauien e
mm%uﬂ%iiwdm 61.0 - 82.0 Laz 67.8-87.3 ANM
a6y (Figure 1) ANt LesAuianing
FadnuanLaztnvindvedldidousu iesann
”meummvmmLﬂumﬂﬂa‘”ﬂ@ummm 70-80%
m@qumuﬂm (a10dg, 2550) Faths nnstlaatunng
mumﬂmfaﬂﬂmmwmmqLﬂumml,ﬂummi
ANTRRLAzTianssusine) lAheuAnawine Aueg

1 %

TutuniauTugs Uiuimauduazwils

1
o a A

ENEUALR MR LHBAINTUAARNAINILAL

3
£
a =<

goamnigeu azdenalimunisuanfunadesiald

a
o

waudu Mnlil&ineunudiganinnisinga Tne
mmﬁqLﬁ'ﬂﬂmﬁummmLﬁﬂfnfa@nmm'wmm e
dalunjay Lmﬂﬂﬂlu@wmwnmiqumqLL@vqm
SeufiomeAnuna funazuouds writiiaidngog
Nuﬂ?mmmqmuiummwquu”mefaumumﬂ@n
ANANINNNTANFLAZAINITNATTIR LHPNLUNG
A ildinennuainisnreneiug AR budaegs
du IR auRuud azarawugilgaeguugiia
mmmmi@mm?‘tylﬁuimﬁLLmﬂﬁh\ﬁu”léflﬁ@uﬁu
AN8WUS E. eugeniae WAz E. foetida N9 nuuqi
1’71'mmmwifamm?cyLﬁu‘lmmdw 20-28 29AN
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VIALTEE LAY 15-25 A9AIALTEE ATNATAL
(a7nlg, 2550) AINNITNAADY WL founnH U
ﬁﬁumammm“ﬁlisﬂzﬁLL@&’L@'LLMULM@QTMN
221914 20.8-30.5 asATaLEua WAz 22.9-30.1
B9ANTATEd MNANAL (Figure 2) %Immmmu
nsvndeudnyaldineunuazgandnguunNaes
Aulnm Lﬁm@qﬂmnﬁqmimmﬁgauﬁﬂu
NIZUIUNNT mineralization La2LanaNAIUREN
11 lugtreanasuaInien warianssuyes
adwidaziinasaninulfsuulasresdn pH an
NN9AN®1U89 Sanchez-Monedero et al. (2001)
WUI1 A1 pH AARNSY RAANMsILlAsuLLasTe
wanluilew (NH_* L‘ﬂuimmw TagwuAiFe
nitrifying bacterla mmmnmmnfm 40 239AN
maFaalusnniiieandiau ilitnslasdes
lalasaulonen AagnnIg

Nitrosomonas bacteria : 2NH4+
2NO T+ 4H" +2H O

N/trobacter bacterla 2NO + O —>2NO

A" pH Lﬂu@ﬂﬁmwu\‘mmmﬁwam@m@mm
wulnaesldineunu lnaldineuiuanewug
E. eugeniae unz E. foetida mmmmmﬂﬂ@ﬂu
AUNHAN pH ag9eud19 4.7-7.0 wrA1 pH 7
mmmmﬂmﬂmmmu‘lﬁmmimmumum 240l
WG ABTA9AN pH 331979 7.8-8.0 WA 6.7-8.0 AN
AL (81003, 2550) AINNTNARES WU ANFLNNT
noaeaililduazldunainn S0 pH agszung
6.4-7.2 WaY 5.3-7.0 muasU (Figure 3) Taanniu
MINAREIRlALNALLENAE TR pH FndnsnFL
AnmAaeslaldunaLLEn Nuhaa et al, (2015) Wy
i1 N duuazanasaIA pH '%u@%'ﬁmﬁmm
f?@@%uﬁﬁﬁ”ﬁﬂumumuG:mﬁulumzmumiﬁﬁ
{Javiinyaldireuau aadn pH anas iHesinan
ANTALANTDINTARUYIETLAAT UL N9N"2tiatl

+ 30 —
2

aa18419172naL polysaccharides LHAUANANN
Uaneldmaunuazinlian pH Fndu ey
WerAn pH iU Mauritius standard @1819088L18
1A31199A1 pH AARTY uansnefuluszMdng
NITUIUNNTURLAANE DINTTURLAATLLAARIN
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WANLLATIEY AxilA1 pH BEx11979 6.0-7.5 AN
wanidieas aziien pH B¢7E1I4 5.5-8.0 WATNIN
waARludada aziAn pH ag9ruang 5.0-9.9
uanaNiiaNNsAnELes Suthar (2010) wudn Tu
syndnanszuauniavintandingaldineunu An pH
AOARIIZITIN 4-10.5% FennailAeunilasen pH
Tueyfiusunnmesiaaniuelaeenlad ( (CO)

Anauanludle ( NH) Tuman ( NO, ) WATNIABUYITE
vimmmwmmiwmuma mlnerahzatlon Wil
FengaNITUIUNNINanminasiiaN 99 mMe 199
waNlue (NH,) wazniagaydelulngiaugisinge
NN9ANAI9AATL 1 biochar, charcoal WATLAN
(ash) azdoagadunavannisgoyidalulngiau
Christoph et al. (2010) $78197%491 N9LAN biochar
8n91 20% lunszuaunisindandniauyaln
biochar aztasppduienluiinazienluilond
ATANETN EunTtasannTseradLenTiile
Wiy 64% wazantFununisgoyidelulngiau
Fanuawindu 52% wienfeufuAnsunimaand
7414 biochar FsaanA&aITLNELIES Chen
et al. (2014) 37847431 NFzUAUNIULNIAENIT I
YagN7IINAL bamboo biochar 8R51 9% WAZN1T
ldyagnasaniy bamboo charcoal §m31 3%
azinliaansgoyidelulngian 39% waz 23% nw
A9 wWreuWeauiusiuacuan nsldunausn
faflnasansiasuntlasen EC anmamaaes wi
31 Ansunamaaesilidlduazldunauiun fan EC
8¢9EUINN 2.42-3.36 dS/m WAz 2.33-3.15 dS/m
AINAAL (Figure 4) )NANFLNNINARBIATWLNNG
anas1adA EC Tuddandusnaasnimaany we
WAL AN EC Tuualtiuifiad Nuhaa et al,
(2015) $9873N MsLRaAIR9AN EC iiladannnig
avaravasnenlufle uaznislasuniasaes
wanlulledusenTuilanuasluimen 1Tu
N3TLIUNNT nitrification TeaaAAEAITLINENULRY
Gupta and Garg (2008) 778941121 m'a“L‘W‘N%uﬂm
AN EC fm@Lﬁmmmﬂn']afjfaﬂmmmm%uw?ﬂd”mq
vinliiAanslantaeeinasluginefusine wu
Wodwlm wanluiean waz Tnunadan N1k
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biochar, charcoal wazLiN (ash) ArTenAtULAL
annegaydelulnnauld Sesenndasiumeany
289 Krystyna et al. (2014) 31297491 N394
biochar azdqsaan1sszinavesuanluy way

111

ansngadu wenluiflan-lulnsiau g uaznan
o e S X d AN
g3n Auinliie EC inTu e Fauiiauiusiniu
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3. WATRINSMuNautkIAaniIsasuLauln
wenaNuguadldiAauAY
nsldunaLinazdnasanisasiuinues
lneunuaneiug £. eugeniae wa E. foetida a1n
n9mAaad WU uasandaeuldinaunu 15 4
frsuffinsldunauinn TideuRuwis 2 aneiug 3
nsastyasinacinegmia Tnefiimingadisty
otz 75.9 (Table 3) uaz fasay 43.3 (Table 4)
PNANAL WeuFeuusiFunimanedilals
WAL kazilaouuanAiunsanaas1elite
&A1Y (p<0.05) wanslHiuINNITldLnaLLIHNAY
doagsaiunisasyivinaedldideunin d
AAAAABINLINLNIULEY Krystyna et al (2016)
'Finmlﬁmﬁu@mmuﬂﬁ’um biochar fidanasianis
winyiAnnvesldineunuaneiug £ foetida wWu
41n5l4 biochar 8§79 4% waz 8% azvinlil&Aau

AUty 27% uay 29% ANAIFL
Tammeorg et al. (2014) 2181971491 biochar azgqgl
dudsunaeseyiulanaznisenaiuguedldibou
At \ie9ann biochar HANNTUEIRINTD AT
Tavienin uwazdaaanaluiiuneaaslansuin
AeldAeuAu LAy Krystyna et al. (2017) 918971
41 biochar lwwnasANLALaIAMITUANLAZETR)
BIMNIIBY ANNNINTOLALATHAANIINUDIGAUYIFE
waznnasnyAuinuesldinaumu waNAN# 1N
nmasassiantdn asvaznadnluUdineuny
fuualiariuiingaanas iWesanlusyninanis
naaaaldaninBunmensresldinaunu ldineu
AuusiaziasitawnslsnuAismiiesimen
fasiadi 319 BrnnienvnsTian TR analaiieane
santsaayAulnvesldinaunulutieszaziogn
YBININARD
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Table 3 The change of earthworm (Eudrilus eugeniae) weight during vermicomposting

treatment Percentage change of earthworm weight (%)
0 days 15 days 30 days 45 days
Vermicompost without rice husk ash 0 24.36b 43.55a 15.08a
Vermicompost with rice husk ash 0 42.86a 27.83b 0.27b
F-test - * * *
%CV - 5.93 27.83 33.73

Remark: In the same column followed by the same lower case letters are not significantly different at p < 0.05

by Least-significant difference (LSD)

Table 4 The change of earthworm (Eisenia foetida) weight during vermicomposting

treatment Percentage change of earthworm weight (%)
0 days 15 days 30 days 45 days
Vermicompost without rice husk ash 0 51.31b 47.56b 6.70b
Vermicompost with rice husk ash 0 73.53a 65.70a 22.68a
F-test - * * *
%CV - 14.62 11.04 44.86

Remark: In the same column followed by the same lower case letters are not significantly different at p < 0.05

by Least-significant difference (LSD)

4. ﬁﬂuqur!a'lqi (number of cocoon)

ann1maaes wudl{ineaunuaiawug
E. eugeniae %wuﬁ’]muqumﬂﬁ@m NAIATN
sxez198n 45 51 TusnFunismaaesfildunatin
Tnanusuaugeldiade 78 gold WaduAnidy
Yeuay 73.3 Wefaufusiunimaaedilald
LNALLEN WAZHAMNLANANSAUNN9dDAae 198
UeldAty (p<0.01) (Table 4) dwiul&Aaumuans
Wug E. foetida wu“-‘i’mauqumﬂ%m NAIATN
5021981 30 41 TusnFunismaaesfildunatiun
Tnenuduaugeldiade 137 gola indudedly
%ae1a 153.7 (Table 5) SeeuAUA TN MARe
FlldunaUn wazdiAuLANANSAUNNIATA
ae il dud1Aty (p<0.01) waaslFiiudinisld
me_|mem@&i@n’mﬁu%ummémquqaw i
AAAARBNNLNNUINE YRS Krytyna et al. (2016) X
91897491 N7M biochar lWaMNINEN B8R3N 4%
way 8% avionlildineunAuanuiug E. foetida &
'ﬁ’lmuqqimﬁ'm%{u IPenasan 4 dUav wudnga
Tofisidu 13% wae 66% mudi TaauReudiey

funsunmaaesiilaild biochar nsa¥nenalal
vedldiFeunuiueg iy gmgll Avdy i
LViAEIINT UAZIALIZNaLTRsINNUANRBN A
flmanzan a1nnsAneed Shagoti et al. (2001)
918U TiReuRuAeWIS £ eugeniae A1119D
Jugnaniugléfigoumndl 25 uax 30 asrniaidea
Tnemuneld A1uew 0.9 uaz 1.5 geld/svaland
pNAAL wardnaldazanluszezionn 16 dland
RUIU 10.8 WAy 14.7 nala/dn ausau usilile
Qi geiufiszsL 35 uaz 37 eeATaITg
TFeunulianansnsugiianansiug Sophie uaz
Reinecke (1990) $1e9nudn I AauAuaniug
E. eugeniae %“ﬁ’ﬂumqwﬁmm%uiwdw 79-80%
Tnamudnuaugala feeay 35.5 wAEAY LN
Fuaginlfsaugslianas haauTuszudng
80-82% aznusuaugdld Janaz 20.8 uanannii
ANANYINIIRtRNMNIATinased wIugald Tns
peldfa¥eldanléieunuusazainazuansiig
i Toel&ieuAndimiiendeluauidawiedag
wae ou ldReuAuaaug Allobophora
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caliginosa, Allobophora longa Wwa< Dendrodrilus
rubidus fiendeluau avairagalalfilszanm 3-13
Quiadl wildidewRudunsiiendaldnesamin
wsaluyadniaza¥regelalaszan 42-106 g
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o/l Tneldiheuduanaiug £ eugeniae uaz
E. foetida ﬁﬁmﬂ%ﬁﬁmmm:mﬁﬁlugaﬁmi
anunsnaienslalflszaunns 188 waz 198 na/dn/
1 pudndu (210, 2550)

Table 5 Number of cocoon (mean * SD) of earthworm Eudrilus eugeniae during vermicomposting

treatment Number of cocoon
15 days 30 days 45 days
Vermicompost without rice husk ash 4+1b 19+4 45+5b
Vermicompost with rice husk ash 50+5a 2313 78+8a
F-test ns >
%CV 13.35 16.84 10.85

Remark: In the same column followed by the same lower case letters are not significantly different at p < 0.01

by Least-significant difference (LSD) , ns = not significant

Table 6 Number of cocoon (mean * SD) of earthworm Eisenia foetidae during vermicomposting

treatment Number of cocoon
15 days 30 days 45 days
Vermicompost without rice husk ash 21%4 54+9b 5619
Vermicompost with rice husk ash 42+5a 137+17a 51+6
F-test > * ns
%CV 14.37 14.24 14.30

Remark: In the same column followed by the same lower case letters are not significantly different at p < 0.01

by Least-significant difference (LSD), ns = not significant

5. ﬂluﬂmmaaqa‘lﬁi (size of cocoon)
naaeldiReuRuaneug . eugeniae uaz
E. fetioa Tuswisunismaaesilduazldldunanien
wugnauavesgelaliiaouunnsnaiuneaia
(Table 6, 7) mmmngﬂ?’wqﬂﬂ (cocoon) U84
HFauusiazainasilglsreiinansineiuean’y
ldhausuaneWug £, eugeniae axilnalagilsg
AGNEINTUNY (lemon shaped) $avingiFeannau
2UNALTEZNIU 2.53 mm. x 6.13 mm - 3.03 mm. x
6.23 mm. @lndiAesiun1sIduaes Nuhaa et al.

(2015) RANMREIRLANaANadld A auRuas
W E. Eugenia Tunsvnijevsinyaléinieuainasy
Bunad Inenugaladawnatlszann 4.26mm x 2.82
mm dwiuldiAeuRnanaiug £ foetica Fadlu
Reusuinssaunadn asiigdldglindae
1219 (lemon shaped) 31iM393 1A 2.07 mm x
3.77 mm.-2.50 mm x 4.07mm. asfianaindide
FU9MEM"1284 Edwards (2011) Tianenidn 1diaen
AuaneWug E. foetida azdnildawnn 2.82 mm x
4.85 mm.
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Table 7 Size of cocoon of earthworm Eudrilus eugeniae

LNULNERAT 46 (1) : 105-116 (2561).

during the vermicomposting

treatment Size of cocoon (mm.)
15 days 30 days 45 days
Vermicompost without rice husk ash 2.96x6.23 2.78x5.90 2.58x5.75
Vermicompost with rice husk ash 3.03x6.23 2.57x6.62 2.53x6.13
F-test ns ns ns
%CV 15.49 24.57 29.94

Remark: In the same column followed by the same lower case letters are not significantly different at p < 0.05

by Least-significant difference (LSD), ns = not significant

Table 8 Size of cocoon of earthworm Eisenia foetidae during the vermicomposting

treatment Size of cocoon (mm.)
15 days 30 days 45 days
Vermicompost without rice husk ash 2.50x4.07 2.40x4.40 2.20x3.35
Vermicompost with rice husk ash 2.37x4.43 2.07x3.77 2.17x3.83
F-test ns ns ns
%CV 9.87 16.92 12.12

Remark: In the same column followed by the same lower case letters are not significantly different at p < 0.05

by Least-significant difference (LSD), ns = not significant

6. a1uruml2auldLAauAu (number of
juvenile)

T&heuRuaeiug E. eugeniae Tusniunis
naaasRldunaLnaznunsinuss el A
Ay faudsrezinan 15 Sundalses|diFeudu uas
‘wuﬁﬁmuﬁf;ﬁ@uﬁﬁeuﬁumﬂﬁqm‘lmwmm 45
14 Aunede 265 f AW eEAY 173.0
(Table 9) WRsFauRUFFUNMAaesRlld
LNALIN LATHAMNLANFAAUN19aDAeeinafle

g

ARty (p<0.01) duiudmiul&ineuiuanaiug
E. foetida Bunudsenldireunudausiszesion
30 Ju nastaeyldiReudu waznusUILAIEe Y
1HiFeuAu unfigavdsann 45 fu Sauiedn 23
i diaduAsludenas 76.9 (Table 10) W3eriiey
FuAnsunmeaesillldunaumn wazilaany
wANANNAUeat Rt e ldad1Aty (p<0.01) uang
Tdiudnnisldunaumiazdoalvgeladnidugn
ganldunnndnnslilfunauien Seaenndasiu

NUINETRY Krytyna et al. (2016) T4s12911491

N34 biochar FINALANYNINAN 87191 4% WA 8%
azaaalildineunuanaWig £. foetida Hauauen
douldiAauRufinannay Lmzwum’mﬁ@mﬁwm
nImAned 18 dlnf IngAanuTuazinansin
Wushaesldmeunu nnaiindusieeuaedldnen
ALLFARZANENUG %ﬁﬁfmzﬂmmﬁquﬂﬂ s
Aupnsneiu %q@mmﬁLmzmm%uﬁ%w%mﬁi@
srgzinanzeansinidusiresldinaudu annng
An®11e9 Sophie AT Reinecke (1990) WU

g

i}

Q

ANTUTENING 77,5 - 79% IReuRuanesiu
E. eugeniae azWniilufiaeu fauas 68 walile
ﬂ')’]ll%uﬁlﬁﬂ'j’] 77.5% azdlansnsinidusagen
faniny 313 MiAeuRulaarligdldaznufeeu
Tsnmeanuiud 1 vise 2 Fawinti (2105, 2550)
T&hauRuanswug £ eugeniae ayldinanlunis
fN12 - 16 4u wazildruausafiiineanuileds
2 - 2.7 dgald uarldimeunuanawug £ foetida
a8 1NN 18 - 26 Fu uazESIUFATN
ABNNLRAE 2.5 - 3.8 Fo/nale (Edwards, 2011)
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Table 9 Number of juveniles (mean + SD) of Eudrilus eugeniae during the vermicomposting

treatment Number of juvenile
15 days 30 days 45 days
Vermicompost without rice husk ash Ob 4+4p 97+13b
Vermicompost with rice husk ash 7£3a 158+22a 265+15a
F-test * * *
%CV 56.20 19.52 7.62

Remark: In the same column followed by the same lower case letters are not significantly different at *p < 0.05,

**p <0.01 by Least-significant difference (LSD)

Table 10 Number of juveniles (mean * SD) of Eisenia foetida during the vermicomposting

treatment Number of juvenile
15 days 30 days 45 days
Vermicompost without rice husk ash 0 Ob 13+5b
Vermicompost with rice husk ash 0 3+1a 23+3a
F-test - * *
%CV - 34.99 22.91

Remark: In the same column followed by the same lower case letters are not significantly different at *p < 0.05,

**p <0.01 by Least-significant difference (LSD)
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