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Abstract

This study was conducted to evaluate the effect of different organic fertilizer applications
and weed control on the diversity, density, and fresh weight of weeds in pineapple plantations during
90 days after planting. The experiment was conducted in Chonburi Province from November 2021 to
February 2022. The randomized complete block design (RCBD) with three replications was used, and
12 treatments consisted of four organic fertilizer applications (control without using organic fertilizer,
chopped pineapple leaves composted at 2.47 ton/rai, chicken manure at 1.67 ton/rai, and a mixture
of chopped pineapple leaves composted at 2.47 and chicken manure at 1.67 ton/rai) with three weed
controls (control without weeding, hand weeding once a month and using a mixture of bromacill at
320 and diuron at 320 g a.i/rai). Total ten weed species emerged and grew on the studying field,
there were five broad-leaved (50%), four grasses (40%), and one sedge (10%). Among various species,
morning glory, horse purslane and nutgrass were the dominant species in all plot. Weed density and
fresh weight were higher in morning glory and nutgrass with chopped pineapple leaves composted
application, but lower in horse purslane than chicken manure application. Interestingly, using chopped
pineapple leaves composted or chicken manure alone resulted in lower weed density and fresh weight
than combining chopped pineapple leaves composted and chicken manure. The results indicated
that 90 days after planting, the type and rate of oreanic fertilizer application affected weed density
and fresh weight, which varied according to weed species. Weed control of horse purslane can use
herbicides or hand weeding once a month, while morning glory and nutgrass use herbicides only.
Suitable alternative of the use of organic fertilizers to improve fertility in pineapple cropping systems
is chopped pineapple leaves composted because it recycling waste and reducing costs. This study
lasted 30-90 days after planting and aims to effect on weeds only. However, long-term experiments
on organic fertilizer application would help confirm the influence of organic fertilization on weed seed
bank, weed density, species diversity, the growth and crop yield of pineapple for weed management
in cropping systems to increase production potential and pineapple crop yield.

Keywords : chopped pineapple leaves composted, chicken manure, oreanic fertilizer, weed density
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Affumednwsnesinguilliuiiouduuansiiinuwandsegaiidudfeydmieada (P<0.01)

o

nauildmuanfriefundguiieauauiafis wud Anedenrumuuiuasisinasvesinideiu
fiauuansafunisadd (P<0.01) (3197t 5) Tnenguitlaleuauivindanumunuiuuasiminanvesints
wnnnhnguiimunafsits dunduiimueyfuiesmeussnuausiadedminaavesindefuiienuundi
yaadd (P<0.01) Tnenguiimuauisiadeussnuauiiduiinanvesindefiutosninguiiniuaudaeans

o w

Mdnduiy (115199 5) Weannnisauauirivmeusuaulaensin an aeuisiennweuvinliduiviy

fnuluudamasesiivundnisivwiindes Tuvnsiisadeaumuuiuresinidefiusswinguiiaaunu
Fufwsnoussnuauiunguiieueuseasiidafuivlifuandatuniseda (s 5)
3.3 mslddeduniduaznsnuauiviivdeanunuiuiuuaztiminanvesuianyluudag
Uandulesn

7130 Yuvdamanaaes wui mslliteBuvddsmiunsmuauiviivseansiiaviesinnumiu
YoauvvgLNTign Lwimﬂ{fﬂUualﬂ'ﬁﬁmﬂ’ﬂammLLﬁ’mumm?iam 7l 60 Yumdamsnaass mslioyaln
ﬁqmummmmwsumamsmammwwmﬂmmLLuuLLavmmﬂamaqmemnmm 71 90 Yundsnismeaes
nslaligedunissutunismuauisiedisussnuauiaumuwiuiasivinanvosuinygundiae
(57971 )
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M13199 4 wan1slideduniduaznisaruauIvivyfanUNUILLLLATUITINGAYDIUTINY
luuuasugndudzsan 30 60 uaz 90 Junasdan

AMuvLILLY (Fu/a1snauns)  dutnga (nSH/A1519Uns)

?iwmam

30 DAA 60 DAA 90 DAA 30 DAA 60 DAA 90 DAA
1. Lliedunid + limuauiuiy @smuaw) 49.00b 2833b 4167d 8670d 5530b 41.70d
2. Jovsinanluduuesaiiu + linuguivite 4767c 2300e 26001 88.00c 46.77d 26.00i
3. Juyald + Limunuivity 5233a 24.33d 3800e 103.75a 46.78d 38.00e
a. Jomfhanluduvesaiu + Joyald + ldmuaufuis 3000 2500c 2833h  5347h 3673g 2833 h
5. Laliledunid + muauiviivmeussnuay 17671 2333e 60.00a  44.881 32551 60.00a
6. {jwﬁﬂmﬂ%é’wxmﬂu + muandvfivieusauay 40.00d  2000¢ 5200b  70.48e 28.14) 5200b
7. Juyald + muauTriivmeusuay 3800e 1000 2000j 61.21f 300k 20.00]
8. YJomsinanluduursaiy + Joyald 27.00¢ 21.00f 49.00c 4289 39.45f 49.00c

+ AUANTYRYAILUTIUAY

9. Laililedunid muauiviivmeansidn vty 5167a 2867b 3833e 9112b 4l65e 3833e
10. Jovsinannlududssatiu + musivfivneansindaduiiv 2467h  1767h 3833e 3366k 3367h 3833e
11. Jayald + muauiviivmeansidn v 17671 3233a 33.67f 31251 6891a 3367f
12. Yovdhanlududesadu + Jeyaln 30.67f 2333e 31.00g 5848¢g 54.02c 31.00¢

+ AU TiYmIgasiia Ty

% CV 1.55 1.53 1.47 1.56 1.60 1.47

F-test *% *% *% *% *% *%

DAA Tundan1snaaed (day after application), Jevinanlududzsatu 8nsn 2.47 dw/ls, Jeyaln dhs1 1.67 dw/ls, avuau
Tewreusauay 1 asvieu, muruiviivmeaisingseunaylusun@a 81 320+320 nfuansesnagna/ls, ** Aadelunadud
fumednysnesanguilliuiiouduuanainfinnuwandnedaiveddeydmeaia (P<0.01)

lovhmsiUSsuifisuiuy contrast serinenguiiliteduvidiunguitlaliedunid nauiilitedunie
1 wiln Qonfhanluduzsadu viiedeyaln) funauiiliteduvid 2 via onfhanluduuzsnduuas
Joyaln) uaznguilievsinanludulzsatiuiunguillioyaliegnafion nuin Anedsanuvuiuiuuas
hwiinasesumylieuuanseiunaEdd (P<0.01) (M31edt 5) Tnenguitlallilodunigimumuuiu
LLaBﬁWMﬁﬂﬂﬂﬁuaﬂLLﬁjwuﬂu’]ﬂﬂ’jﬁﬂﬁjumﬁﬂﬂﬁuw%é o1aflosanievsinanludulzsatiudisnsduniuouse
lulmsauyszana 33.75 (Oonkasem, 2019) ﬁ’mfumﬂeﬁﬂwﬁﬂmniué’uﬂzimﬂu%Lﬁ@ﬁf\msumﬁs}aaama
asdunidrelufulnegdunishu lunmstosaneasduridesiimsanudesasdunisidoviidunsneanin
nsfvaneenuievhlidn pH vesfiuAnnsasunlaslivangiunsegsenvesiiuimyiunnesnan
5&LLﬁ'jwmi’masﬁqLLﬁamﬂ%mmsmaﬂlﬁﬁﬁgﬂuamwﬁuﬂﬁm (pH 5) Fudsanndums (pH 9) Tilesidus
n139engendn 95 (Du et al, 2022) Wiwmiuazhiuanseneenunaregseavisaniaiulalddosdaus pH 7
FulU (ALAL et al., 2006) ?N?iqwa’iﬁmﬂdﬂa@um%‘éﬁmﬂmmLLu'uLLazugmﬁﬂawuaaéfuuﬁ’magﬁaaﬂdw
nslaildtedunis dunguillitedunid 2 sdafianuvuuiuuasiaiinanvesuimyunninguild

a

Jedun3d 1 viia Weosanmslddeduvsd 2 wia Usinasinemnsfildadiuazanni Jadaasunisasayiuln

9 q
s

vouimyliunninsladedunie 1 via nquitlideninanludulesatulianuvuuduiasinninanves
wimgnnninguitlideyaln wesandevdnanlududzsaduivsunadunseing (64.66 %) ganindeyaln
(39.76 %) (Oonkasem, 2019; Chumphong, 2022) 8uvseingluAuyiliausiu emaaewlan Yagliau

o o A

guileiAau (Department of Soil Science, 2005) @suazeandwuluadvdAyniinasonissonves
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wénile (Lueangapapong, 1997) a'amaiﬁﬂwsleiﬂwﬁﬂmﬂué’umlsiﬂﬁuﬁLLﬁmgaaﬂLLasLa]%gyLﬁuim"Lﬁmﬂﬂdw
msladeyaln Wwdedunislileninluusdowmassnudueiindoiiv wu wimy dnlod warasdn 1Wudu
winndnsalldde 44 % drunslddeyandniaznuituruviinvesiviivainniinslaildde 19 %
(Cheimona et al., 2016) Fenslllevsinidueiinivitvgesninnslioyadnd
naulsimuauiuiviunguiimuau ity uasnguenuauiviudeussnuaufunguiieueuieans
ity wud Aadsrrumuiuiuiasiutinanveuivyiinnuuandeiuneadin (P<0.01) (11316l 5)
Tnenguldimuauiviviirmmuuiuasiwiinanveswimydesninguiimuguivie esn nduitmugu
Fefaiiiaismanuauisussnuausazanstdaafic BBnsmuauTsfideussnuaulaemsin on nou
Fufiwaztrensziunsfindnuduvseiudiniuashvesswihmydehlimmmuuuuivynguiiniuny

v
o

Fuivunninauliniuau sy AINUnguAIUALITIYAIELTIUALTTia IR ILas TN aATD4
WMLLINNINAUTIAIUANAIESINTR TR

A13799 5 N15LUSHUMIBULUY contrast S¥n31aNgY

L. AUV (FU/M19194105) dhuiinan (nu/mauas)
M ESUEAVSTENY] _— - " _— 5 "
Contrast , . WAUY  F- NULd] F- [137}e] F- WAUY  F- (AU F- 137e] F-
IWRINNGHA * - : -
test WU test %Y test test %W test WY test
1 1HeBunid 744 58 3515 6853 16332 3515
LilideBunid 4.56 8.67 46.67 40.80 202.44 46.68
2 1eBunid 1 viia 683 556 3467 6060 16061 3467
TiuBunsd 2 viln 8.67 6.56 36.11 84.39 168.73 36.11
3 iewshanlududzsatu 8.00 4.33 38.78 67.36 156.84 38.78
o ) *% ns *% *% *% *¥*
Tadeyaln 5.67 6.78 30.56 53.84 164.38 30.56
4 lieueuiviy 792 733 3350 6589 17805 3351
PV 6.13 6.21 40.29 59.45 170.62 40.29
5 euandaiivng
' 6.33 6.75 45.25 44.25 121.43 45.25
LIINIUAY
v A v * ns *% *% *% *%
AIUANITNYAIY
o e e 5.92 5.67 3533 74.66 219.82 3533
A1IN1AIYNY

o

= piadediauuanasegsitedAgydmisans (P<0.01), * Anadslinuunnisegsitedydamisans (P<0.05), ns ALade
luiflanuunnatsegnsidedfgmada

nslidendinannlududgsatufianumuiuiusasiminanvesiulngeuaswinvyuinninislide
waln Tuvasiinslddeyalnfunnidnandnideiuninninnslddendnaintududssadu mslddeyalauae

q

gnsinantudulssaduiinasnonnuruuiusuinideduliduandeiu nsladeninanludulesatusuiu

N il

gyalnfinasdennumwiulazminaavesivivanninmslidendnanludulesndunsedoyalregnuden

fedu Vinunsliedunisuazaiinvesidunisinademnunuuiuiasintnanves fufivdueg furia
vosTufvinulundasign wu nsliveanananyagnsdmaliniumunusiulas anavainvanevesiuiiy
anadlagimzyitluniie wavnislivesvarnnyagnsswiulewniddianuruiiuiasauvainvale
vosTrivdeunitnisliyaansuaryala (Kordbacheh et al., 2023) Mslilendinanyaladdnurinvesiviy
wnnhnslalitoussifsdutnuisesTufiold 80.8% (Platis et al., 2023) MelideyalnaziusuiuTuiie
lupuwazaNuanaevesisiluan MLINdaNLieLaY (Materechera and Modiakgotla, 2006) n1sld
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ﬂwﬂﬂmmﬂaqﬂi%LﬁmﬁﬂmuLuém%ﬁﬂuﬁmawwmwﬁm laun giant foxtail, common lambsquarters,
common waterhemp 1ag pennsylvania smartweed (Menalled et al., 2005) mﬂ‘fljﬂwﬁﬂmmuaﬁmf
szifindrurudaiviivlufulduinniinsldyadnian (Blackshaw et al, 2005) fausfinnnslddenin
nluduizsaduagiimmumuiiuiasihminaavesiuivanniinislideyald uddumumsliteniinanly
duvesatiu (900 vn/l3) dnimslideyala (2,000 vm/ls) Fsmslidenhanluduzseiuiieandunu
Tunsuanduursanasdunslivsslovianntaqudolimeninnunslufiud mnineasnsfesnislidendh
nluduirsamtuyalimsimaiiunisdams fufisfiuniy
nseuauisfivdanumuidusastminanvesintawazdnidefutesniinislimunufudie
Tusnirfimseuauirsfisdaumiuwasiminanveswimgsnnriinishimuauieits nsniuau it
feussuay (hijufeuazads) wxfimnumuuuvesindefulisstunsldasiiniviy uwinisld
arstinivfivasdanumuuiuresinauarimytesniinisnunuisfivdoussuay fafu lugag
30-90 Jumdsugn mnamanuintauazuwvymadentdastintuiiy mnnuindefuaunsadenlds
nsmuRuRBIILAY (iiudeuazade) wienslimsiiniviald el mefnwmavesnsliledunie
uagnsmuAsiviisonnumuiuresiviiluuUasgndulssanaiifssesnanisinuiiiosdas 90 Su
ndgnuagAnuiamenaiiindueiminiy defunsdnvlusserenandulsslonilunsbudunaresms
TiJedunsduaznismunuisivsed uumdavesivialuiu Anuvuwiures ity Anuvainvaneves iyl
naasivln dihanuasiminuiwesiuiiy nansenusenswlyiulauavrandnvesdulysn dudu
ToyadAglunismunuiviylunvasigndudesasely

4. a3

(1) Tuszwg 30-90 FundsnisnaasinsiidedunsduaznisaiuanisnsinasonIunUIwIULAL
imiinanvesTaivfinulunasgniulzsa (2) mslitendnanlududssndudsmalifinnumuiuusy
thwiinanvesindawazuivysnnnimslideyaln Tuvneiinisiteyalifidunandndefunnninsld

+

Jenlinnnlududzsatu mslideyalnvasdevinanludulzsaluiinasennuvnuiuinideiuliunneiaiu

(3) nslddensinanlududesadusindudeyalniinadeaumuinduiaziminanvesivigainniinisld
Jendinanlududgsatuvsedeyaliegaie (4) mimuauiviivrieussuay (hsudouarass) dwali

3
= '

faumuduresindauaswimymnninsldasiidataiy luraeiiBmanuaiaiais 2 FBinade
anununuudnDeiiliuansnaty memususiivioussnuaulasnisia 01n aeurhlidminanuessings
waginideiutosninslianstdaivity wimsmuauiuiedoussnuaudmaliiminaaveusimsnnnd
mslansidaduiis (5) mnnunsnsiesnsiindunieTngluiuugndulysevideuudssnaadBivmanienm
voshuliAty invasnsanunsoldidevinanludutzaatiufissedafealdiiedunsldusslovdantag
wideidluulasgnuasandunumandn (6) Tuszey 30-90 Jundsgn mnwudntjuasuimluuasaisld
asidntaiouimmmuindefiuamnsodentdfaimanunudoussnueau (hiudeuszads) vidomsldas
sdndaiiold shedl msfnwinavesnslileduniduazmsmueuiainlussazemandutsslomiunsiudu
moduuwdavesivivluiu Anuvuwduvesirie A nasvesiiy warnsasyiulavesiuie
Tuulasgndudzsn Sududeyadfalumseunuiviinlundasgnduussadely
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