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21575 A . AZl&L Humusthumic acid 75% H)EEE 0, 1, 2 me/
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Table 1. Effect of concentration of humus and Cu, Zn on the growth in lettuce.

Treatment Top Root
Fresh Fresh
Humus Cu-Zn . Dry matter Root . Dry matter
weight weight
(me/ £) (ppm) rate(%) length{cm) rate(%)
(g/plant) (g/plant)
0.1 38.1 34 28.3 44 3.4
355 3.8 326 36 45
0 5 6.3 7.0 26.0 14 50
10 2.8 8.0 11.7 09 7.4
Means 20.7 56 24,7 2.6 5.1
0.1 35.2 36 287 4.2 _ 5.0
29.5 39 287 4.2 4.2
1 5 12.7 54 225 16 6.5
10 34 7.3 14.4 09 55
Means 20.2 5.1 23.6 2.7 5.2
0.1 394 3.7 228 44 4.1
349 3.7 217 4.8 5.0
2 5 159 4.8 24.3 19 54
10 7.3 6.2 19.1 14 5.0
Means 24.4 4.6 235 3.1 © 49
Significance
Humus *
Cu-Zn *%
Humus X Cu - Zn NS

NS, *** Nonsignificant or significant at P < 0.05 or 0.01, respectively.

Humus37tet Cu, ZnFX=olE HumusH7FR U= vlgkd Aol 9o Foh 4
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Table 2. Nutrient content of lettuce leaf at different humus and Cu - Zn concentration

Treatment

T-N P20s K Ca Mg Cu Zn

H Cu-Z
umus Cu-Zn o (%) (%) (%) (%)  (ppm)  (ppm)

(m¢/2) (ppm)
0.1 1.34 2.94 5.75 1.84 0.65 179 73
1.43 2.64 5.58 157 0.55 16.7 137
0 5 1.49 1.65 411 1.01 0.53 41.2 445
10 1.48 1.75 4.16 141 0.67 78.3 479

Means 1.44 2.25 4.90 1.46 0.60 385 284

0.1 2.40 2.38 5.31 1.76 0.62 11.3 82
1 174 2.54 5.53 1.88 0.61 219 162
1 5 1.92 1.93 4.76 1.72 0.65 350 699
10 175 161 4.26 1.16 0.56 56.9 796
Means 195 2.12 497 1.63 0.61 31.3 435
0.1 1.66 2.31 554 1.66 057 10.2 57
2.30 2.34 542 1.57 0.56 16.7 65
2 5 2.49 2.07 5.04 1.90 0.63 30.1 582

10 2.33 172 453 112 033 335 804
Means 2.20 2.11 513 156 0.57 226 377

Significance )

Humus *k NS *% NS NS ok ok
Cu-Zn NS *% *k % NS *% *k
Humus X Cu-+Zn NS ok ok ok * *ok ok

NS,*,** Nonsignificant or significant at P < 0.05 or 0.01, respectively.
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