j%ESPONBE OF IR-g4 TO DIFFERENT
FERTILIZER COMBINATIONS

A Thesis
Pregented to the Faculty of the
Don Severino Agricultural College

Indang, Cavite

In Partial Fulfillment
of the Requirements for the Degrée of

Bachelor of Science in Agriculture

(Majar in Agranamy)

0000208

> LT
e D "? . ; A

Respunse of IR-64 to different fertilizer
combinations
633.18 M31 1984
T-.1005

BLMER PEREY MANALO
" 7,

. L .
April, 1989 :




ABSZERACT

MANALO, ELMER P., Don Severino Agricultural
College, Indang, Cavite, March 1989, "Response of IR-64
to Different Fertiliger Combinations", Adviser: Mr.
Celso N. Nuestro. | .

The effect of different indigenous organic fer-
tilizersin combination with inorganic fertilizer on the
yield of IR-64 was studied during the wet season of
1988 at Palangue, Naic, Cavite, The four fertilizer
combinations evaluated were: T, = 30 kilograms of dried
ipil-~ipil leaves plus 20 kilograms of N per hectare,

T, - 20 kilograms of dried kakawate leaves plus 20 kilo-
grams of N per hectare, T3 - 30 kilograms of &ried
acacia leaves plus 20 kilograms of N per hectare, and
T4- 40 kilograms of inorganic N per hectare were incor-
‘porated to the soll a week before transplgnting;

?ignificant differences among thé four treat-
ments wéfe observed for grain yield, number of panicles
per hill, number of filled gralna per panicle, per-

~centage af unfllled gralns per panlcle and welgﬁt of |

1000 gralns. The fertilizer treatmemta ﬂld Hot. signlﬂ

L

ficaﬁtl§ affect panicle length.
Rice plants fertilized witE eambinéd orgénic

and inorganic fertilizers prﬁduc&d higﬁer yield than

plants fertilized with pure inorganic fertilizef. The

A7




highest yield of 6.4 tong per hectare was produced by
plants fertilized with acacia leaves and 20 kilograms
of N per hectare. ©Similarly, cost and return analysis

- showed that combining organic and inorganic fertilizer °
produced higher return on investment as compared to

application of pure inorganic fertilizer.
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