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Tabl e 1. Soi

Treatment

Pre-experiment
1.CK
2.Bark compost 10t/ha.
3.Hydrated lime 2t/ha.

propertiesteonf ttrhmeatmertrs memtapr
OM P K | Ca Mo
pH
() (ppm)
491.8 2.10125/1,067 0.004
5.0/1.8 2.08 131 1,077 0.004
552.6 2.54/2101,132/0.010

6.71.9 2.24/143 1,798 0.210

4. Ammonium paramolybdate 2kg/ha. 5.7 1.8 |2.36 156 1,108 0.245
5.Hydrated lime 2t/ha  Ammonium

paramolybdate 2kg/ha.

6.Hydrated lime 2t/ha Bark
compost 10t/ha.

Mo Extracte
8 4
Tabl e 2. Soi

Treatment

Pre-experiment
1.CK
2.Bark compost 10t/ha.

d

0/1.8 2.15/155 /1,850 0.323

7.02.6 235198 1,906 0.219

with 0.1 N HCIc kyniisrsd wat ispelcyt r®

propertiestof ttrheattmertrs memt apr |
OM P K | Ca Mo
P
(ppm)
5219 2.05/141 1,073/0.006
5.2/1.9 2.10 139 1,084 0.006
5624 2.60 191 1,119 0.009
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3.Hydrated lime 2t/ha. 7.12.0 2.25 157 1,876 0.205
4.Ammonium paramolybdate 2kg/ha. 6.0 1.8 2.35/152 1,093 0.246

5.Hydrated lime 2t/ha  Ammonium
7.1/1.8 230 142 1,871/0.308
paramolybdate 2kg/ha.

6.Hydrated lime 2t/ha Bark

7.3124 2.30 193/1,938/0.211
compost 10t/ha.

The same as table 1.

83 84
h a h a
10 h a
Smal | Ohl rogge(1
3.5 4.5 7,500 17, 5¢C
0.9 2.0ppm Guthrie (1949)

83
Table 3. Plant nutrient tentienSprohgpenoptl1d8
Kernel Mo
Treatment
() (Ppm)
1.CK 6.08 0.66 26,540 16,840 0.06 1.69
2.Bark compost 10t/ha. 6.07 0.68 28,870 17,050 0.08 1.82
3.Hydrated lime 2t/ha. 6.08 0.65 29,030 20,380 /0.30 | 240

4. Ammonium paramolybdate 2kg/ha. 6.43 0.63 28,070 18,000 0.50 2.26

5.Hydrated lime 2t/ha  Ammonium
6.89 0.70 24,980 20,830 0.83 3.50
paramolybdate 2kg/ha.

6.Hydrated lime 2t/ha Bark

6.12 0.67 28,560 21,080 0.31 2.16
compost 10t/ha.

84
Table 4. Plant nutrient tentienSprohgpenoptl1d8
Kernel Mo
Treatment
() (ppm)

1.CK 6.06 0.67 27,300 16,930 0.05 1.71
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2.Bark compost 10t/ha.
3.Hydrated lime 2t/ha.

4. Ammonium paramolybdate 2kg/ha. 6.37 0.62 26,060 17,100 0.52

5.Hydrated lime 2t/ha  Ammonium

paramolybdate 2kg/ha.

6.Hydrated lime 2t/ha Bark
compost 10t/ha.

83
h a
h a
6.5
10 h a
14. 9
9. 2
8 4
h a
h a
7. 4
10 h a
12. 3
9.6
1.

6.03 0.67 29,520 17,100 0.08 1.85
6.08 0.67 29,110 21,020 0.29 | 2.25
1.96
6.90 0.76 25,510 21,530/0.86 | 3.30
6.15 0.67 29,680 21,380 0.32 1.99
74. 8
57. 2
10 h a
5.0
h a
h a
h a 10 h a
72 . 4
59. 9
10 h a
5.3
h a
h a
h a 10 h a
h a h a
60
83
2, 488 (1 876
2,500 (1 884

h a
10
h
h a
h
h a
55.
45 .
h a
10
h
h a
h
h a
57.
4 7 .
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2 pH
Ca Ca
83
2,658 (1,876 ) 41.7 8 4
2,737 (1,884 ) 45. 3
3. Mo 5 4
83 2,746
(1,876 ) 46 . 4 8 4 2, 75¢
(1,884 ) 46. 4
4 pH
83
2,884 (1,876 ) 53.7 8 4
2,904 (1,884 ) 54. 4
5 pH
83
2,777 (1,876 ) 4
84 2,799 (1, 884
48.6
83
Table 5. Major agronomic mdacracg eXx%$94.nd yield
Plant Noof | Wt of
Treatment height Branc pods 100 seeds Pod yield® Index
(br) (kgha) | ()
(cm) (pod) | (9)
1.CK 572 50 | 9.2 45.6 1,876 | 100
2.Bark compost 10t/ha. 600 6.1 118 475 2,488 132.6
3.Hydrated lime 2t/ha. 505 56 106 | 46.7 2,658 1417

4. Ammonium paramolybdate 2kg/ha. | 67.3 = 6.0 ' 11.6 | 49.0 2,746 1464

5.Hydrated lime 2t/ha  Ammonium
748 65 149 556 2,884 1537
paramolybdate 2kg/ha.

6.Hydrated lime 2t/ha Bark

739 6.1 130 520 2,777 148.0
compost 10t/ha.

*Yield followed by the same dteti erkewelk. not s
8 4
Table 6. Major agronomic mdacracg eXx%9%.nd yield
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Plant Branc Noof| Wtof Pod yield* Index
Treatment height pods 100 seeds y
(br) (kgtha) ()
(cm) (pod) | (9)
1.CK 509 53 96 47.0 1,884 | 100
2.Bark compost 10t/ha. 650 64 111 50.4 2,500 (132.7
3.Hydrated lime 2t/ha. 635 58 100 484 2,737 1453

4 Ammonium paramolybdate 2kg/ha. | 67.2 = 59 109 527 2,759 146.4

5.Hydrated lime 2t/ha  Ammonium
724 74 123 574 2,908 1544
paramolybdate 2kg/ha.

6.Hydrated lime 2t/ha Bark

708 63 112 | 558 2,799 1486
compost 10t/ha.

*Yield followed by the seame dtet3 erkewaelk. not s

87 500
600
pH
Table 7. Comparision of input and output amon
Wages of
Values of Cost of ,
Balance _ materials | Balance
groundnut adding . .
Treatment yield of value materials machinery of income
(NT$/ha) applying | (NT$/ha)
NT$/ha NT$/ha
(NTS/ha) (NTS/ha) (NT$/ha)
1.CK 94,000 0 0 0 0
2.Bark compost 10t/ha. 124,700 | 30,700 | 85,000 @ 2,500 | -56,800
3.Hydrated lime 2t/ha. 134,900 | 40,900 | 14,000 | 2,500 24,400
4. Ammonium paramolybdate 2kg/ha. | 137,650 | 43,650 600 0 43,050
5.Hydrated lime 2t/ha  Ammonium
144,800 | 50,800 | 14,600 & 2,500 33,700
paramolybdate 2kg/ha.

6.Hydrated lime 2t/ha Bark

139,400 @ 45,400 | 99,000 | 5,000 | -58,600
compost 10t/ha.
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