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Effects of Vermicompost and Water Fern (Azolla pinnata) on Growth of

Green Oak Lettuce (Lactuca sativa)
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ABSTRACT

Recently, smart farmers focus on safety vegetable production and consumers give more priority to
product quality. Then, the aim of this research is to study and compare the growth of green oak lettuce (Lactuca
sativa) on soil with different fertilizers which included 7 treatments: 1) vermicompost, 2) water fern,
3) vermicompost with water fern, 4) vermicompost water extracts, 5) vermicompost with vermicompost water
extracts, 6) chemical fertilizer and 7) without fertilizer (control). The results showed that the soil with
vermicompost and water fern added had the highest growth rate of green oak lettuce. This treatment had the least
nitrate accumulation level of 0.68 mg/g of dry weight. Also, the rate of contamination of bacterial gastrointestinal
pathogens, Escherichia coli, was less than 100 CFU/g. In addition, nitrogen fixing bacteria, isolate ME02, in the
vermicompost showed higher ammonia concentration at OD,, of 1.0+0.0, compared to well-known nitrogen
fixing bacteria, Azotobacter vinelandii (controlled bacteria). Based on morphological and physiological
characteristics and biochemical taxonomy, there was a high possibility that isolate ME(Q2 was classified as a
member of the genus Azotobacter which was plant growth-promoting bacteria. Therefore, green oak growing in
soil with vermicompost and water fern not only produces good quality of salad vegetable but also reduce bacteria
contamination that caused gastrointestinal infection and reduce low level of nitrate accumulation. In conclusion, it
is recommended to use vermicompost mixed with water fern to grow salad vegetable and others of soil-based

crops.

Key words: vermicompost fertilizer, water fern, green oak lettuce, soil culture

v o ]
UM g9 azena uazilasany Anadailue1islszian

& Ada a ' Y Y

UINWIATUU LETTI9) muia HAZEITAIUD YA
=
°y

=

M3guaguANiunIMAeM3 1953IAv04
o & ' < 1
AWANUTUYUABANNUVUITIVBITINNY

D

aulugadagiiu gusInnldanudiaglunis ase

' Y a o Aa X
Adenlszinnuesosntiaua I Inyuins aagnsImsmaliauasmsdniduiiinaiuen



215815398 YH1INNAONA 11 a1 ¥UIAAAT I 13(2) : 343-356 (2564) 345

puyadaszneluIame uazdigiesnyianaga

melusameliszuumsmauaiee duiiulyle

=h.

oAUz ay (Dias, 2012) Anaaa 3uilui
a [ g v 1! = £y a &2 A
Housulszmumnuu fnmuﬂqumﬂ%uﬂwuw

yange denaldlnuasnsaulelgninada

2 g o o ¥ H A
IWHUU Wﬂﬁaﬂ‘ﬂﬂlﬂuwﬂﬂuﬁlﬂ muuﬂﬂwmmﬁu

E}

A

a a A o W + IS =)
msmtymuiwmmy Ao ol nio

a

o

A
YUuUnN N

Pl

~

$ a Al
159 TuTasou (N) tazuruuasniigaunsdro
TumsasaluTasoulus1ma uriuuas (dzolla
I 1] a - I a xR Aa ) Y
sp.) Hhiagaunidonsianianieuiimn sy
@ Rl A
msdgniwin JiszTeminenaiululasiou
) v A A ] o % I 9 1 a
dgmsunsnuly @y Andgas Wuau auasuns
a a A v 1 F) a

wIAu TaveIny tazdissunyniauIagig
Yy Tasnu samiaiuiassuaanadon ununag
= 1 A A o A Id AA Aad 1
fameddenuruiunuaidefiise
Anabaena azollae Tiueautialumsaselulasou
Tueimalaa ldunuuadisig luTasnuedga

9o’ Y] Y v A A A =
4-5% MHUNUA UAZdINTIN0IMITNFOUY BN
Y A % = =
a2e Ao Weanesd Tnuna oy uaaiden Lag

P A YA < B '
unntiEen Nyelanudasdiunuae Isauas
1344 (Nam and Yoon, 2008) M3ygninadalugn
usnazignasau uatlymivesmsdgnivasluan
sawnums 19djendl Ae 1) Wieodgninlivatesen
Aa A Y
msdgn dsuusigerisisazaatiosas
2 g {o &
Tagmwizsq lulasnu suilusmermsnsuily
aenisasyau lavesdniulutasinada
1 I 1 { o

2y manuilunsa-arudasuuaaslidii ¥ s

=

A L A A
Z‘wﬁﬂ8ﬂlﬂﬁﬁ1@l@1ﬂ1iw%1ﬂﬂlﬂ1%ﬂ')i WAL

2

51901415 1aneoas 3)  USwiaundegaiu

P
Tﬂi\iﬁ%}N‘ﬂNﬂ'lEJﬂ1WsUE)Qﬂunlulaﬁ)é'luﬁﬂﬂ@ﬂ'li
Y ) ) 1 1
"l,'ﬁasumm AUDAAINULULUY Ulllﬁﬂf@\i’ﬂ\i"l]@\i
a A dA a a a
91MA 4) Ysmagaunsdndudsumsnigala
A 1A a A A ' v A
UVDINTAAAN LW]LW?J@Q‘H‘V]?fJ‘I/]E)ﬁ]ﬂE)IiﬂﬂTJWGH

4 2
wazazau ooy unUY (Gruda ef al., 2013)

% 1 =S A QJ A
Mnlymiaana JTmIRanNszuuMIdgniey
N y
1381 (hydroponics) w3emsdgniialdinlu

Y
Tsausou msdgniAnadadedsil Jvoane lild
a Y A +| H 1
au ldiieadisazaiedlenn nazeglumsarugu
Todeang  lumsisaaulavesies nelu
. 4 4
TsaSeu ansofmuaviaiuilgnld nag 1y
A dy A ya ' A A
nunuesnMsdgnislyau uadgymnnuae 1)
doallsvdszunmasnugelumsadielsason
AuAuadea19 2) dostinulszanmainuaiig
% 1 H 3 A I
5191gnAn a¥1eszuunein 3)  Hevirnldilu
+ AR A 1 )
drsazaeijonll sall Temageaenisanaialuy
4 4 o ) -
ietdovoein Taomniz lumsn (N0,) 4) T
r A2 e -
Tomerganazduowouvaiisone lsaniuau
v Y Y H
81113 A0 Escherichia coli NMJuilouindviiinly
3 AY o o A <
luszyuneri 5) Ivedinatievensvuiailuns
(2 v = dy dy J
Ugnszaumsm minimsduitleuveuyenalsn
Y H 9 Y
WAV AN UM UNIHUAIIF BN N
g1NADNITUS HI5IANT IUNINTIY (Hussain ef al.,
2014) mingus TnasvdsemuiisdnntiUsua Tu

[l v I o
Lﬁiﬂﬁgﬁuﬂgﬂ’lﬂllagﬁ?'lﬁi'mﬂ]ﬂ witluouasiy

QU

1 Y a ] A A J
G]@Ej"l]ﬂ1Wﬁ”U§Iﬂﬂ Iﬂﬂmwwmmmzﬁmuﬂﬁn

= v A =
ﬂi%ﬂ’)uﬂ?iﬂ?iﬂﬁﬂw%ﬂﬁ@ﬂﬂﬂ 19 UNIT

@

/A o
@gmﬂuaumﬂme ’Jﬁﬂi]'lﬂ‘ﬁii‘lﬁ]ﬂﬁiﬂsl"]fslu

q

i
2 Y = Y a1 A
mumumiﬂgﬂslwquﬂ uaz“lsvmimumm
+|

sufu TuTagfumsndailedunsditiquainga

a Q

Ao myuma Tuladmswaaijoyaldifouauunly

Q

4

a 4 a A c;‘ a o a ~
makanijoaunsdlszmnil Wumskanilsounsd
‘ﬁﬁwuﬁmmmﬂmwa@ﬂwuﬂ FINAVMTTINY

voa ldifouAnmeRuTA199 19U African  night

q

I a
crawler (Fudrilus eugeniae) Wudu 1difeuau

1 a

A Ao v V=2
ﬂfuﬂullﬂﬂlﬁﬂﬂ@]ﬂu@@@mﬂﬂllﬁﬂUlﬂﬂ\? 35 23

q a LU

) a

IAUFOT  G0eIAROUNIY lAvalevia  uag

3

wiganTaly 1ddeuaudadudiiendlums

U

Yy
) v [ A A

g08aagVIZOUNTO IFNY uazIaamraoNnig

q



346 75815398 YH1INNDeNA 11 1ag51¥UIAaATI%Y 13(2) : 343-356 (2564)

% a G

9
MINBAT  TIUNIITADUN Efmuﬂ%"aﬁ'auuaz

A

uvasguyy  iewamuilelunmisignily

=

(Dominguez et al., 2001) Yoavediloya lfinouau

A
a A '

1 [ a 9/4&'
Fredsuanmmanliaru aulanusiuge

q

=)

|

Y Y a =

1 1 a ] o < ° a o 4
¥99219 I uAu rennnuvluan ilveaunse

a

Auus TN lda (Sinha e al., 2010) 1)
a o d' o Y A a a . ]
AuItenh ldideuduyiia E eugenicze M%7
' o a 2 A A
gouiAyaguiaenannulasignuzioms 1o

naniloyaldifou wamsnaaoswui feiinanld

a

A o

a 4 Y [
LiJE]u1"lﬂ’JLﬂ‘i1$ﬁ 1Wﬂ1ﬁ1ﬂ®1ﬁ151’iﬁﬂ N, P uag K

A o + A A J
mmm1mmwummﬂaaumammgmua:

a

Y o G A Y
’c’ﬂiﬂiﬂGl“IﬂJE;]ﬂNﬂﬂ1ﬂﬂl1’3’ﬂulm%ﬂ1u“ﬁu1ﬂﬂﬂ!ﬂ1w

an1n13194]oindl (Klangkongsub and Sohsalam,

'
Aav A

2013) WwwRgINUND NuItehnaailoyaldidon

a 2

Au My Tagduns dmaenanensinuas g

q

a & < o Y (A
maeNenInmsiziie nazapdnealil den

Y a { Y
nalifninTssnugaavnssunaauulieon aae

o a o J
e ldideuduaenus £ eugeniae wa

+ Y A a A a Y
N1ITINAABINUIN ﬂﬂllﬁulﬁlﬂ@u@u‘ﬂwﬁﬁllﬂll

a - Y
AUNINA VA1 IMTHAN N, P 1iag K 110071
1 d' o +H A a J v 1 a
AMNMMUAYDIT|eBUNTININTFIU Hazdiduain
2 a 9 [ Y A '
masyan Tavesaumuazulaaiiouming

Gl“]gjlﬂflmﬁ (Tangsombatvichit et al., 2016) ﬂmgja

a U Y A

v Y
"lﬁ';ﬁauﬂu‘ﬁﬁmuwﬁmmmmumﬁmaamuaz

v H
A A 1

WRumafaNng ArUNIZUIUMIgoeaie ldinou

a v J v
AUAWUT E. eugeniae WU U590 1HITHY N, P

1 Ao + A A J
uag K 11”Iﬂﬂ’3”|ﬂ”|‘ﬂﬂWﬁu@ﬂlﬂﬂﬂﬂﬁ)uﬂiﬁlNW]iﬁWU

] ]
= IS L%

O gupe wa
Taganizsg K Nganniga fetidaguauiia

q EY
a G

2 s 2 °
vosnnuuiledun YAUINUNVINTTIUNTIHUA

a

[ 9
a =

g‘/ =~ A Y -+ 1R 6
saunaNgaunIgmasnivualuijoadda 2.83x10
CFU/g (Tangsombatvichit and Ketrot, 2018)

[ g‘/ [ 4 Aa o Qy dyd
AaiuIaglssaaaveaIuITeF Ul
o = = a a
dulaiimsanyuaznfFeumeunmsnsydula

vosrnaaaluaulasldiogasiuanareiu e 1)

a L]

Y A = ] =
am”a”lamauﬂuamﬂmm 2) WU ULLANDYNAYT 3)

SL£24

+|

Y A a Y ¥ @
sJaga“lﬁmauﬂui’mﬂmmuum 4) Wniniloya

A Q

Pt

+

a a 1 % 90‘ v
Idaoudu 5) fJoyalddouanssunuiiminie

El

ya'ldidoudu 6) fondl uag 7) hilaile dems

QU

a a

% [ = (2]
Wiy Tavesdnadaniulon Tasaiuauns

o

o j}
UgnameluTsauson shimsasaaeumsimilon
vo¢luasnludnada asrvaeunnaiizonalsn
a ci 3 v ’.3 =) .
MauAueIsne1vualeunnui Ae E. coli Tu

a Jd

Vv
Anade 5AUNIAT2931A5 129 UNT oA
a 4 I
TuTasnuluemaludloyaldifouan e lfiu
4 v v g
uuIneMsilgninilasans ansnsimstuileu

X A a A
m@Q!%@LlUﬂ‘Wliﬂﬂﬂiiﬂw’]\uﬂu@’]ﬂ'li NAINA

D.

v
NIENUAEgUAINUBIRYS 1 saunsan o
prtnaInmsHaainadauuy lylday

(hydroponic culture)

A UHUMTIVY

= a Y A a Y_ v [
1. mamsanay Joyaldmnoudy nazndinada
G <4
n3ulen

a Aq Y dy I a =1

autlgnnlalumsnaassil uaumiied
nnudasdgnivy amzmaluladnmsinyasuay
QATINNITUINEAT UNT. qITTUqD gué
WITUATATOYTET WUATT HANYBUZNS 1D N1

Yy o Ay o \ +
wENINFU VD wnay dasiaIu 2:1:1:1 feya
Y A a Aqy 2y vo a 4

1ddeuaunldlunsnaaeiildsunmsinsiz

a

Aunmvesiledunidaiuuiasgiunsuirinis
INYAT (ﬁﬂmﬁuﬁ§ﬂ1igﬂuﬂﬂ§um§5”qﬁ A9 1)
AU 23.33% 2) AANuiunIA-Ae (pH) 7.21
3) a1msi i (Bo) 126 dsm 4) 3w
dunioiag 27.4% 5 msvouaelulasou 11:1
6) 519 IuTasau 1.51% 7) s1gvleanesd 0.81%
wag 8) 519 INUNMToN 1.87% (Tangsombatvichit
and Ketrot, 2018)) M3teiseundawnaanniulon

1 4 U <]
Taglawnveaasluniaviquainiulauaa 1



215815398 YH1INNAONA 11 a1 ¥UIAAAT I 13(2) : 343-356 (2564) 347

S v A 3 v d
waa aovguluiagiinued satimniu funal
1 v
14 T iede)gnlumsAneiunouae li)
=] a a U U = (<4
2. msanmssaAvlnvesinadaniulon
MAIIWHUNINAADIULY randomized
complete block design (RCBD) AINNTLHWUUIA
v
8 11 UssgAuLgNImInuYNNIz01e Mnsnaaea
A [J A % dyz! a d' ] U
TuT5950u Mruadanaasa aailne 1) aunlula
flo 2) au + foyaldidouau 50 nfuaeniznig 3)

+|

a %’ @ 9 A a [ 1

au + dmiiniloyaldidoudu dasiaiu 20
A aa 1 3 a a a
ladansaei120 ans 4) au + fJoya’ldiouau
50 NSUADNTZDN + LUHULAIEARA 50 NTUABDNTLD

a [

5) AU + UHULAIEA 50 NTUABNTZN 6) AU + 1fo

+

= [} 1 90} %
yaldideudu 50 nSuasnsznie + iminiloya
U A Aaa v % a
1&ifeudn oas1a71 20 HadanIAv1i1 20 a3
a 1 = @ [
wag 7) au + laileinligas 15-15-15 50 niuse
1+ Y a o A 2
nszo1 laieasuRernuaInaans 9101w
Y] A 9 Y o [ = » A 1% Y
Aatnondundnadaniuloniiory 14 7u du
d Ao li' A A
anysal B9ulumae 2-3 1o luiaeannly
Y Y % 9
wagANNgavesaulnamesny dretlgnlunszang
Y ' A ~ H =
AFTD19aY 1 AU uAazdINAandll 4 51 uyaily
<3 o <3 o a a %
VABNTIUIU 5 VAON TAMTIT AL TAUDIAD
@ [+ o [ I
adansulsa yn 7 3u ndsdreilgndund 1iu
1381 21 1 Av ARG (uAWAY) Tl
[ 4 a o
A1) anusrvesly Sadruniosnao lsiaa
a 14 1 [ =Y a 4
105 (SPAD) @aumsialsuianas IsWaasiwy
Y Y
(chlorophyll a uag b) Hiniinaansdu @rauly
[ 9o’ @ Y g’a Y o 9
Hazsn) (M) waziminuianadu @duly
] o o A [ )
wagsIn) (MFN) msdan 21 Jundsdeilgn
a 4 [ A an
NTIZHHAMINARDAAAL TINAADINTDA A2
Tusunsu SPSS 23 75 one-way ANOVA N152A1
ANUAFRNY 95% (p<0.05)
3. MsasvaeununiSe Escherichia coli TUAD

U = (<4
aaansulon

[

o L% [ =l 4 Ao
Wlumnadaniulon NUe1g 21 71 ¥4

ee

v A y v 3 3 Yt
HAAZAINAADY V1A 19AEIaz01A 2 ATI WU 1N
I Y o %’ o [ 1 A
ya@an uaasimin 10 niu lalugeazerand
A = s Y 9
fsaza1enae lsasunan 15AuIY  0.85% 90
Aa aa 9 A = g’/ o A
Jagans WUATBIATUA AU HIN51999149 10
M1 szauanududu 107 10°uaz 10 ga
a15aza19130105 0.1 Yaaans lauuoIHITmNI
EMB agar msinasa1sazatslininonih

a

Y o oA ~
REN(HP] umuﬂ.ﬂqumwgu 37 DA ALHYE
I o A o
l‘]JLl!,’Jtﬂ 48 GD"JI?N ﬂﬂﬁﬂﬂﬂﬁ@\i NMINITNAADY 3
4
51
4. msmmaaumiazaumm"lmmﬁluﬁnaé’m’%
ulon
4 3 o v o o o ¥
WIUTHUNUHIVDINN T AR (amu“lmmz
1 A o a ¥ o
510) UaazaiInaasd 0.1 N3N BUUINAY 10

Y 9 o

Jaaans el 24 %3139 1ML
71502016000 UININTOIAIINTLAINNTD
oy/ o a d 9 aa
anduild3tasigvdarlutasn §183%
colorimetric #8813 salicylic acid aauilasain
Cataldo et al. (1975) TAAIMIGANAULAINADIY
4 4 a J
819naU 410 nm denTe ailnTas I Tniimes
a J A A =
5. MIasIvNAETinuanGansdlulasouly
+| Y A a
omannieyalmasuau
floyaldidendau 10 n5u Tdaalu
A = s Y 9
msazangnae Isasunas 1savuTY  0.85% 90
v v
liaaans MinuukinsReasazaeilensiag
' -2 -3 -4 o A
101 (107 107 1az 10 @1ud1ay 1aennNwY
Y ¥ A -2 -3 -4 A A
WRTUN 107 107 uag 10” vasvdeuLUANGY

a

VUBIMITIRNIE Burk’s N-free agar UNNQUNYI
= I @ [

30 e9A s d 11wl 5-7 U (auilasain
P o A ~

Tangsombatvichit and Ketrot, 2018) AataenInlail

A A a QJ o "9 U =)
nuAfGeusgns 1w bivdesnin 30 Taladl i
= )
nageuaNuaNselumsaselulasnualonms

a 4 Yy 9 a9
A39UATIZHANMTNT UV oY THaA18a1S



348 75815398 YH1INNDeNA 11 1ag51¥UIAaATI%Y 13(2) : 343-356 (2564)

S A

2 X v
NAAOU Nessler’s reagent Tﬂmamwmmﬂm ol
r'd
daandut 0.6 udiansaz a3 qns 5
fiadans A01eMATOY Nessler’s reagent 100
a Y Y o g’/ Qy Y A o [
TuTasaaswaulfidnnu aaneld 30 ud il da
1 = d' tﬁ
ANTYANAUNAINANINYIIAAY 560 U1 TUINAS
nsanwamsnlasuulasd anamaesesy (i
=) = 2K A A Y = =<
ImsesaluTasou) awudsdmaoudy Gingesa
lluimmuqq) (Cappuccino and Sherman, 1992) m

=

¥ Y o oA A a
A1SNABDY 3 %1 Lalnataenlalaili
= aa ~
anuamnsalumsasslulasnudiiga 1 Talall
MANHIANHULNNTUFIUINGT F35IN07 1AL
A = = A d' z:'
AUAVTANINTUATV19 52T Av NIstAdounN
I'd 4 a
wulwinzaziad (catalase test) 10U lriipandiaa
(oxidase test) ﬂf]ﬁ”% 81 IMVIC test 1A indole test,
methyl red test, Voges-Proskauer test Qg
. = = Y a A
citrate test Lﬂiﬂ‘umﬂﬂﬂu WUANLIY Azotobacter

vinelandii (WDANFEAIUAN) AAL1/a91n Bisen

et al. (2012) 1ag Holt et al. (2000)

a v a J
HWaN13IIVUASIVIIUNT

1. mansaAvlnvesinadansulon

a

Y v A ) A {
Anaaaniulon NHATEHIND

=)
ca
=
=)
=)
=
pamd

@ o

Sudsgniuveadus Inalulagiiu gniiiun

1 o

nAToUMIII WAL TnA18FINARINLANATN Y

o

v
Ao milddfoyaldifouau imindloyaldideu

au uuuas fondl wie luldile @uilgnodia

a a

=

= Y < ' &Y @
1987) Wﬂﬂ?iﬂﬁﬂﬁ)\’luﬁﬂﬁiﬁlﬁu’ﬂ WNTAAANT

Yo

ulsn alasuiloyaldidoudunazunuuas 1

=

) a a = o Y
Llugiuuﬂqﬁlﬂii‘glﬁﬂi@ﬂ HBIANINFIVOIAY

v
=

sazsauly nunlaumdsnnugauesau uay

o d' 1 = % [ C% [ d' Yo
DRITERTRLT, INGA LFULAYINUNY Wﬂﬁﬁﬂ“l/lnlﬂiﬂ

floyaldidouau vie 1asuiloyaldidouauuaz
E a
WmiindloyaldiAoudu (Table 1 110z Table 2)
A
il

o AN Yo+ A A =
Wnea ﬂﬂ"lﬂi‘ﬂljfllﬂm UNURAYNINUE

QU

L2

yoadu wazswanly feeni dnadailasuile

o

ya'ldidoudunazunuuas  ed1eliiodragni

o

DANTLAVANWIYOIY 95% (Table 1 1AL Table

)]

Yo

o v A + Y A a =
2) dnadan lasuiloyaldifoudunazununa i

Aunasanuienlug 799qA (Figure 1) 509090170

a

nasai 185 uiloyaldifendu vie 1857uiloya
4

Y A a ° o Y A a o
ll’dlﬂ’ﬂuﬂulla$u1ﬁﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬁ1ﬁlﬂ@uﬂu AU

QA w

+

v
v A

(Figure 1) luvaiz dnadanlasuilondl iaundoe
=S &% 1% = < 9 ' Yo
anueveluinadanisuIsntiosnin M I8

Hoyaldifouauuazunuuaa (Figure 1) Anadai

A Q

A

185udloya’ldinouduuazunuuas Taunde

v ]
A o v A

aaolsladgenga (Figure 2) Tuvaizi dnadah

Yo+ A A ;:i a <Y 1 1 %
lasvuilewnd Jaundenaec TsWladioondn daudn

o A Yo g Y Y A a S
aganldsumamzimindoyaldifenau o
1 d' a J Y :!' ] = 1Y Y 1
Aundonae Istlaatoenga rwdodanuny ms 'l
Taio @uodaRed) (Figure 2) BOMITEWLI N5

Taununasaslluauigndinlidiesaiinsig

@

TuTasiou WoaeSa nazdunsetagliau &

q

dudiumsniyavlavesnnugdu S1uaunei
2 Y ¥ Yo 9+ =
uan Wininuide 1daniimsldijeniiluTason

(Bhuvaneshwari and Singh, 2015) B UAIINUAL

@

nMsnaaeIn1s 19ioya ldinoudunanainiag

a

2 U 2 J
Lﬂﬁﬂ‘ﬂ\ﬂﬂ\iﬂﬁ'!ﬂ‘]&l@]iLlﬁzﬁUULﬂﬁﬂﬂQﬂuﬂ%fJﬁ]Tﬂ

Y
Tsanugaavnssuuufien aomsnsgaula

bg

+

A A ' Y A a 1y
VDINY VlW”U'JT]JfJi;lJahlﬁlﬂﬂuﬂuﬁuﬂﬁuit!ﬂ1§

a a A 9 o Y A o 9
wigau Tanavesaumuaziulnanesnyly

ﬂﬂmﬁ (Tangsombatvichit et al., 2016)



215815398 YH1INNAONA 11 a1 ¥UIAAAT I 13(2) : 343-356 (2564) 349

Table 1 The average of number leaves per plant of green oak on 7, 14 and 21 days under different treatments

Treatment Number leaves per plant
Day 7 Day 14 Day 21
1. Soil (control) 5.13'+0.26 6.55'+0.34 7.53'+0.40
2. Soil+vermicompost 7.25'+0.47 9.25'+0.57 13.60°+0.65
3. Soil+vermicompost water 5.15"+0.11 6.58"+0.50 7.75%40.42
4. Soil+vermicompost+Azolla 7.68'+0.24 9.70'+0.53 15.30'+0.64
5. Soil+Azolla 5.35°+0.38 6.90°+0.17 9.43°+0.43
6. Soil+vermicompost+vermicompost water 7.28'+0.29 9.13'+0.54 13.00°+0.56
7. Soil+chemical fertilizer 5.70bj0.54 6.65bi0.36 9.05°+0.32

Mean value of 4 replicate measurements + standard deviation

“ different letters in a column are significantly different level (p<0.05) according to Duncan’s multiple range test

Table 2 The average of height (cm.) of green oak on 7, 14 and 21 days under different treatments

Treatment Height (cm.)
Day 7 Day 14 Day 21
1. Soil (control) 4.29°40.30 7.03°+0.31 7.50°+0.52
2. Soil+vermicompost 5.08"+0.29 8.96™+0.21 10.04'+0.43
3. Soil+vermicompost water 4.35%+0.11 7.23°40.44 7.78°+0.30
4. Soil+vermicompost+4zolla 4.78"°40.35 9.44™0.60 10.53"40.65
5. Soil+Azolla 4.43+0.39 7.70°+0.55 8.73°40.57
6. Soil+vermicompost+vermicompost water 4.90abi0.35 9.05'+0.66 10.15°+0.32
7. Soil+chemical fertilizer 4.63"°+0.20 7.85°+0.67 8.93°+0.44

Mean value of 4 replicate measurements + standard deviation

4 different letters in a column are significantly different level (p<0.05) according to Duncan’s multiple range test
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Figure 1 The average of green leaf of green oak on 7, 14 and 21 days under different treatments, 4 replicates
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Figure 2 The average of total chlorophyll content of green oak on 21 days under different treatments, 4 replicates
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Table 3 The average of fresh weight and average of dry weight in green oak on 21 days under different

treatments
Treatment Fresh weight (g) Dry weight (g)
1. Soil (control) 24.00"+2.74 0.50°+0.07
2. Soil+vermicompost 45.25°+4.38 1.83"+0.23
3. Soil+vermicompost water 25.50°+3.64 0.63°+0.15
4. Soil+vermicompost+Azolla 53.50"+2.50 2.33'+0.26
5. Soil+Azolla 36.00°43.61 1.75'+0.18
6. Soil+vermicompost+vermicompost water 41.75bi2.05 1.75bi0.25
7. Soil+chemical fertilizer 45.75°+3.49 1.63"+0.19

Mean value of 4 replicate measurements + standard deviation

® different letters in a column are significantly different level (p<0.05) according to Duncan’s multiple range test
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Table 4 The average of Escherichia coli bacteria determinated and average of levels of nitrate in green oak on 21

days under different treatments (3 replicates)

Treatment E. coli bacteria Levels of nitrate
determinated (CFU/g) (mg/g of dry weight)
1. Soil (control) 1.47x10" 1.30
2. Soil+vermicompost <1x10° 0.86
3. Soil+vermicompost water 6.3x10° 1.77
4. Soil+vermicompost+Azolla <1x10° 0.68
5. Soil+4zolla 1.75%10° 1.09
6. Soil+vermicompost+vermicompost water 4.2x10° 1.42
7. Soil+chemical fertilizer 1.66x10° 1.23
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©

(D)

Figure 3 Isolated nitrogen fixing bacteria were grown on Burk’s N—free agar group 1 (A) group 2 (B) selected

from vermicomposting fertilizer, incubated at temperature of 30 degree celcius on 7 days. The gram

staining isolated bacteria group 1 (C) and group 2 (D) appeared under light microscope at 1000X

magnification

Table 5 Biochemical test of characteristics of isolated nitrogen fixing bacteria (ME02) from vermicompost

biofertilizer compared to Azotobacter vinelandii (control), 3 replicates

Biochemical tests Isolated bacteria ME(02 A. vinelandii
Motility + +
Catalase + +
Oxidase + +

Citrate + +
Methyl red - -

Voges-Proskauer

Indole

+ positive - negative
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