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Table 1 Comparison of different fertilizer treatments on peanut pods yield
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Table 2 Comparison on the economic benefit

of different treatments
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Table 3 Comparison of different fertilizer treatments on peanut pods yield
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Table 4 Comparison on the economic benefit

of different treatments
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Research on Application Effects of Biological Organic
Inorganic Fertilizer on Peanut

DU Shou-liang, DING Mei-li
(Weifang Vocational College, Weifang, Shandong 261041)

Abstract: In order to give full play to the fertilizer effect of biological organic inorganic fertilizer, taking

Weihua 8 as tested peanut variety, Malaidazhuang biological organic inorganic fertilizer as tested fertilizer, the

influence of different fertilizer treatments of biological organic fertilizer on peanut was studied. The test results

showed that in the selection of basal application of compound fertilizer 580 kgehm™ ,yield of treatments of bio-

logical organic inorganic fertilizer 550 or 700 kgehm™® was the higher,and no significant difference between pro-

duction for medium fertility of the soil. For general fertility of the sandy loam.adjusted the ratio of biological

organic inorganic fertilizer as the basal fertilizer and seed manure appropriately,could improve the yield of pea-

nut. Under the condition of fertilization increased costs not much,the peanut yield of treatment which combing

the biological organic inorganic fertilizer (basal fertilizer4/5 +seed manure 1/5 ) and chemical fertilizer (inclu-

ding micronutrient fertilizer) were the highest.
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