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Table 2. The effects of medium and mulch on the early stage of petunia growth.
- ZL: ® B e g i . < & ?; &
hE (cm) (mm) (cm) %
TE & 14.66a 12.66a 4.0la 7.13a 5.26a 0
3 13.44a 11.26a 3.9a 4.06b 4.60a 3
R & 9.23a 8.4b 3.93a 3.2b 2.46b 8
T 7 7.80a 7.86b 3.65a 3.46b 2.28b 13
*plEp o5& 10 12p > fEfEis s =i
Means within column followed by different letters were significantly different at 5% level by
Duncan’s multiple range test.
3. ARAF2 RERTETHEZ I EREH L T2 RPE
Table 3. The effects of medium and mulch on the late stage of petunia growth.
o T S 1T S = S CTY Sy
mE  (cm) (mm) (cm) (9)
TE #£ 250la 21.73b 6.90a 8.6a 20.83b  3.53b 10.06b 79.00ab
3 26.72a 23.6a 7.74a  9.46a 24.38a 4.73ab 13.46a 88.00a

21.95b  18.66c 7.3la  4.13b 11.69c 6.06a 9.26b 75.12b

B 2
2490a 19.13c 7.57a 5.49b 18.25b 5.86a 12.66a 86.72a

it “ﬁp

*RIEPH O ELLY 9p > AR F - & 2INFEHRERE R
Means within column followed by different letters were significantly different at 5% level by
Duncan’s multiple range test.
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Fig. 1. The effects of medium and mulch on the weed control in the pottings of petunia.
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The Effects of Spent Mushroom Compost on the
Growth of Petunia

Hung-Jeng Chen®  Cheng-Chu Nee ?
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Summary

Petunia, Impatiens, cosmos and other annual flowers have been cultivated in the campus of
National Chung Hsing University from October to next Spring. Due to the higher electrical
conductivity (E.C.) of spent mushroom compost (SMC), the seedlings of plug can’t been
planted in the SMC directly except the pottings with 3 inches. The results showed that SMC has
great potential to grow annual plants. In order to protect the environment, the SMC and other
abandoned mushroom compost in local area should be recycled as cultivated medium for
sustainable horticulture.

1) Graduate student, Department of Horticulture, National Chung Hsing University.
2) Professor, Department of Horticulture, National Chung Hsing University. Corresponding
author.
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