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Table 1. Length of growth
; I Per tree Mulberry leaves
Kinds o Radio o
A Length of |Number of| Damaged Radio of
fertilizer branch Jbranch |branch lg::;:g‘dlnonsprout kg/104 | Index l g/m | Index
om T _% X
1. Control 150, 2 1.8 1 .7 11, 8 33, 8 1760 100 70.8 100
2, Ammonium
nitrate Plus 147.2 12.1 18.8 12.7 28.9 1768 100 69.9 99
phosphate
3. Compound 156.8 12,1 18. 4 34.1 34.1 1882 107 73.83 103
ferlilizer ,
4, P.C.P urea 151.3 12. 4 18.9 130 28. 4 1887 107 73.0 103
ANOVA
F value NS
C.V(%) %
K)/r02 rs
1900 | 07% 10776
100% 10076 i
1700 O Spring rearing
1500 } ¥ Autumn rearing
1300
34‘" 965 /“9 I“J
100 t !
900 +
700 ¢ B\ 32
&2 803 . \ _\ 3
\ N
Contro] Ammonium Compound P.c.p urea
nitrateplus fertilizer
phosphate

(1760kg) (1768kg) (1882kg) (1877kg)
Fig. 1, Leaf amount harrested per treatments,
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Fig. 2. Leaf amount and useful branches per one meter,

Table 2, " Leaf amount by years ' -
. .o . kg/10a .
Year ; - -
Kindsof ot re70 1971 | 1972 Total Mean Index
fertilizer
' %
1. Control 1075 1885 1760 4720 1573 100
2. Ammonium
nitrate plus 1018 1816 1768 4602 1534 ¢8
phos phate ‘ )
3. Compound fertilizer @ 1074 1937 - 1882 4893 1631 104
4, P.C.Purea 1079 1994 1877 4950 1650 105
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Fig 4. Leaf amount variation for 3 years(10a)
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Fig 5. Soil acidy and leaf quality
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Table 3. Analysis of mulberry farm sefl.
Kinds of fertilizer PH K:0 l P304 I Ca Mg
(H;0 1) | me/100# ppm me/100 # me/100¢F
1. Comtrol 5.9 0.46 46 3.68 0.96
2, Ammonium nitrate plus 5.9 0.80 13 5.65 1.00
phosphate .
3. Compound fertilizer 6.4 0.79 21 6.23 .08
4, P.C.P urea 6.6 0. 40 34 5.85 0.96
Table 4. Analysis of leaf content
Kinds of “Ratio of dry matter
inds o
s Crude Crude [Carboh-{ Crude
fertilizer protein fat [|ydrate ﬂcellulone Ash ‘ P20s ‘ K.0 Ca Mg
1, Control 14.12 6. 13 24.85 52.90 9.5 0.65 2.40 243 0.7}
2. Ammonium
nitrate plus 14.72 6.77 31.14 47.37 .9 0.8 2.16 3.32 0.65
phos phate
3. Compound 16,00 6.80 27.92 49,28 6.8 0.53 1.92 2. 56 0.75
fertilizer ’
4. P.C.P urea 16. 56 6.70 25.77 50.97 10.3 0.31 2.1 317 0.82
~+—- PH
R 7 w o= crude protein 18 ¢
- , B
~ 3
s 16} - 17 3
B - P :
U - -]
H e &
S 15 F / ~ v 1 6
- /vl
4t - - d s
Control " Ammonium Compound
nitrate plus fertilizer
phos phate
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— Summary —

Studies of Compound fertilijer on the mulberry farm,

by

Ro Hyun-sang

This work was carried out to investigate the effect of fertilizers on the mulberry
tree productivity, The results obtained are as follows,

1. There was nosignificance in the productivity of mulbrry leaves between the
treatments and control, It was noted by index that the produced mulberry leave in
compound fertilizer and P,C,P urea plots was 4—5 percent more than that in the
contx_-ol.

2. The amount of mulberry leaves per branch in compound fertilizer and P,C,P urea
plots was 3 percent more than than that in the control,

3. There was no difference among the treatments and the control,

4. pH of soil was 6.4—6. 6 in compound fertilizer and P.C. P urea plots, and another
was acidity of PH 6.0,

5. The protein content of mulberry leaves was 16.56%—16.00% in compound
fertilizer and P,C.P urea plots, 14. 72% in ammonjum nitrate plus phosphate plot, and
14.12% in the control,
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