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Table 1. Soil physical and chemical properties
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Table 2. Analysis of variance on 100 seed weight, Seed number per pod, Pod number per plant, Seed
yield, Biological yield, Harvest index and Seed Protein of mung bean affected by vermin compost
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S0V Slyss il 0liTazyn alb as o3 Ay, 4l D o als als o Slas
d.f WH.S S. per Plant S. per pod S. Y.
Vermicompost ComganS 059 3 11.03™ 70.06™ 13.98™ 150006. 9"
Error s 9 3.35 1.85 15.15 24990.1
C.V (%) kS gy 8.45 13.87 9.23 13.29

Gl pas 5 00,0 SO g e (0 (Ll Sre ol 4y NS Lk g %
*, *#* and ns significant at 5%, 1% and no significant, respectively
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Continued Table 2
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&3l So550gm culoy 4l 4l Protein
d.f B.Y HI N.S carbohydrate
Vermicompost CovgeaS o)y 3 14002282 298.11°  0.00111° 0.1999" 0.0141"
Error Ls 9 69003.9 49.41 0.00025 0.033 0.0025
C.V (%) il gy 15.04 7.12 6.42 9.31 7.29
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*, ** and ns significant at 5%, 1% and no significant, respectively
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Table 3. Mean comparison of main effects the effect of vermicompost on seed weight, seed number per
plant, seed number per pod, seed yield, biological yield, harvest index, seed protei

Treatment o ails e (339 G yo als I s ails ails o Slos

WH.S S. per Plant S. per pod S.Y

(er) (N.0) (N.0) (t.ha)

Control anls 4.48° 1754 ¢ 6.65° 7.88°
3 Ton.ha S o o5 A 452° 222.3°¢ 7.71° 10.07°
a b a b

6 Ton. ha JECERR IR 4.57 272.3 8.74 12.48
9 ton. ha S s o5 & 4.64% 342.2% 9.77% 15.97%

T G O BV T SIS YL POE ) P IRE I PR gUR-D JES i [ N R U SOV SRS
Similar letters in each column show non-significant differences according to Duncan’s Multiple Range Test.
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Continued Table 3
Treatment Soiglgm 0, 8kes Cloy als &l 59 5s FHRRCAPRV SV g g
Slows B.Y HI N.S carbohydrate P.percentage

(tha) (%) (%) (%)
Control sl 34.1° 232° 37.42° 3.62° 23.09°
3Tonha  liSa s o dw 42.8° 23.6° 39.5% 372° 24.46°
b a a b ab

6Ton.ha e o o5 2 49.28 25.3 41.23 3.88 24.07
9 ton. ha JECCRIRRPT 60.01* 26.4° 42.89° 4.16° 25.81°
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Similar letters in each column show non-significant differences according to Duncan’s Multiple Range Test.
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