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Growth Change of Ficus Benjamiana Affected by Application of Fowl Manure
Hwang Ki—Sung*, Yoo Bong-Sick, and Kim Young-Chul (National Horticultural Research Institute (NHRI))

ABSTRACT: This study was conducted to analyze the effects of fowl manure application on growth and
quality of Ficus benjamiana.

The growth of F. benjamiana was the best at the application of 10% fowl manure.

The nutrient uptake increased as the dates passed after transplanting. By the elements, the uptake amount
was high in order of N>K>Ca>P>Mg.

By fowl manure application rates, the nutrient uptake was the highest in 10%.

The root growth characteristics improved in higher fowl manure application rates, and it was the best in 10%
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Fig. 1. Changes in growth of Ficus benjamiana affected
by fowl manure application rates.
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Fig. 2. Nutrient contents in Ficus benjamiana after appli-
cation of fowl manure.

Table 1. Changes of nutrient contents affected by fowl manure blending rates

Divison oM TN P,Os K Ca Mg
(%)

10% trial 58.4 112 0.30 1.29 1.67 0.29

20% trial 617 1.64 0.70 2.47 3.74 0.51

30% trial 64.9 1.84 0.80 2.60 404 0.54
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Fig. 3. Change of nutrient contents in Ficus benjamiana
after transplanting.
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Fig. 4. Root growth of Ficus benjamiana affected by different rates of fowl manure application (g/ plant).
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Fig. 5. Root growth of Ficus benjamiana affected by
different rates of fowl manure application (g/ plant).

Table 2. Root growth of Ficus benjamiana affected by
different rates of fowl manure application (g/ plant)

division benjamiana
control 1.16
FMC 10% 3.40
FMC 20% 3.20
FMC 30% 1.86
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