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Tabte 1. Comparison of means of chemical properties of composts
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Treatment Compost mixes pll EC Phyvtotoxicity  Nitrogen  Phosphorus  Potassiom  Organic Sodium  Manganese Zinc
number (treatments) H.C {ds/m) Index (%) (%) {%) carbon ratio ppm ppm ppm
/1.5 (%o} o)
AR P
1 Unshredded bark 100% 730¢ 0431 101.0 cd 2.19e O15e¢ e3¢ 38355 ¢d 17.65 ab 0.042 ¢ 65,00 f 69.0a
Y2 gl Zhates 0 VS satls 2L sl
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o gl Dlmla e Rt p D Dy
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YO gla Ll w iTRautis B S ey
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Ve sk g A e
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Means followed by the same letter in each column are not significantly defferent al 1%, according to Duncan’s Multiple Range Test.
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Table 2. Comparison of means of physical properties of composts

o ek o 3aS (el i R .V S e I8 p dabr D3 o b S ST sl
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Treatment Compost mixes Bulk density Particle Total Water Alr volume Solids ~ Water holding Ash Organic
number (treatments) (gem™) density porosity  volume (%) (%) capacity (% w:w) matter
(gem™) (%) (%) (% wiw) (% ww)
AT TN A
1 Unshredded bark 100% 0.138 be 1.64 ab 91.75 ab 68.72ab 23.04 cd 825bc 506.37 ab 19.75a 8025¢F
FAL I PR N RE A2 IR R
2 Unshredded bark 75%+ tea wastes 23% 0118 de 1.62 ab 9273 a 6276 be 29.97 abe 727¢ 54090 a 1675 b 8325e
fer gl Dlals + V0 adii s S Iy ey
3 Unshredded bark 50% + tea wastes 30% 0.120 de 1.61 ab 9255a 60.55 cd 32.0 abc 745¢ 498.35 ab 15.88 be 8413 de
IV gl Dlabe - Y0 sl s AL Dy Dy
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Thes gl Snls
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Ther ald s s ey
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A - e R
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o gl Zlalo+ M0 sl a5 Lt s Ty
8 Shredded bark 50% + tea wastes 50% 0.135a 1.5 ab 90.22¢ 63.35be 26.87 bed G79a 39921 ¢ 14.13 cd 8583 cd
Ve gl Llals + UYR 0l 5 o Do ya D
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Means followed by the same letter in each column are not significantly defferent at 1%, according to Duncan’s Multiple Range Test.
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Fig. 1. Temperature fluctuations in unshredded tree bark and its various
proportion(volume basis) with tea wastes
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lig. 2. Temperature fluctuations in shredded tree bark and its various proportion
{volume basis) with tea wastes
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Table 3. Comparison of means of growth indices of French Marigold (Tageres patula L)

JIRC IS (lasler) S 5 2l L gl wsthar ot 5 05y PR CEIR fm.ﬁ.&L_ TN ET B i
Treatment Compost mixes (treatments) Top fresh weight Top dry weight Plant height Lateral shoot  Diameter of calyx  Opened flower
number {g/plant) {g/plant) (cm) {no./plant) (cm) (no./plant)
JARRIEEEEYE NG PR
1 Unshredded bark 100% 52.64d 6954 26.75d 570d 1/52 b 0.50d
ALY AR R L N S
2 Unshredded bark 75% + tea wastes 25% 93.15 be 10.80 he 3425 ab 838cd 2.06 ab 1.34 bed
70 gla Sula 4700 sl s S Dty Ly
3 Unshredded bark 30% + tea wastes 50% [11.60 abe 12.36 abc 32.44 bed 1023 be 2.19a 225 ab
JACHT-LRCHEN IR A L PRV I
4 Unshredded bark 25% + tea wasles 75% 140.84 a 1537 a 3294 bed 14.0 2 1.94 ab 2.36a
e gl Sl
3 Tea wastes 100% 121.59 ab 13.17 ab 31.13 bed 13.06 ab 1.98 ab 2.19 ab
AV el s O sl
6 Shredded bark 100% 77.82 ¢d 8.87 cd 30,16 od 5.50d 1.96 ab 0.69 cd
IXO o Dl + VO aad s sy
7 Shredded bark 73% + tea wastes 23% 161.39 be 11.18 be 3331 be 838 cd £.95 ab 1.30 be
100 gl Silals £ V8 cdd 3 5 Dy Ty,
8 Shredded bark 50% + tea wastes 50% i44.10 a 16.07a 36444 13.0 ab 2202 2.6%a
IO Sl Sharls + MY sht s 5l Dy
9 Shredded bark 23% + tea wasles75% 146.72 a 1563 a 31.91 bed 1444 a 2.04 ab 2.38ab

Means followed by the same letter in each column are not significantly defferent at 1%. according to Duncan’s Multi le Range Test.
g y g P g
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