
J. Plant Production,  Mansoura Univ., Vol. 7 (3): 331- 337,2016 

 331 

EFFECTS OF SOME CHEMICAL, ORGANIC AND BIO FERTILIZERS ON SEED 

YIELD AND YIELD COMPONENTS OF KAFER EL-SHAIKH COWPEA VARIETY 

AND ITS RELATIONSHIP WITH RUST DISEASE INFECTION. 
Ragab, M. E.

1
; M.Araf

2
; S. Shahin

2
 and A. B. EL-Gamal.

2
 

 1
Facu. of Agric., Ain Shams Univ. Egypt. 

2
Institute of Res. and Environmental Studies - University Sadat City. Minofya Governorate. 

 

 

ABSTRACT 
 
Two field experiments were carried out during the two successive summer seasons of 2014 and 2015 at the experimental 

farm of the Environmental Studies And Research Institute, University of Sadat City to study the effect of some chemical, organic 

and bio fertilizers on seed yield and its components as well as rust disease infection of Kafer EL-Shaikh cawpea cultivar. seven 

treatments were used in addition to control treatment.. Results indicate the treatment of 50% NPK +Rhizobia + Homic + 

Microbin and 50% NPK + Rhizobia + Homic were the best among all tested treatments where both of them gave an average 

high-yield and some of its components compared with the other treatments in both seasonsAs for rust disease, the low percentage 

of infection has always been linked to the presence of humic acid and in some cases with the compost, on the other hand, the 

ratio was high percentage of infection in most cases linked to the existence of chemical fertilizer and sometimes the presence of 

rhizobia, or both together. The treatment 50% NPK + Rhizobia +Homic+Microbin was the best while it give the lowest 

percentage of infection under the four periods in the two seasons. The recommended added rates were as follows: 50% NPK. 

(16.5kg N+ 30 kg P2O5 + 25kg K2O) +2kg commercial rhizobia + 4L commercial homic +5L commercial microben / feddan.   

Keywords: Cowpea organic, bio and chemical fertilizers, rust percentage. 

 

INTRODUCTION 
 

Cowpea (Vigna  unguiculata) is one of the most 

important food legume crops in the semi-arid countries. 

The growers utilize chemical fertilizers as a 

supplemental source of nutrients but they do not apply 

in reasonable quantity (Islam et. al., 2011). Even with 

balanced use of only chemical fertilizer, high yield level 

could not be maintained over the years because of 

decline in soil physical and biological environments. 

Organic matter improves the physical, chemical and 

biological properties of the soil which improve the crop 

productivity and yield (Micheni et al., 2004). Along 

with those factors, a major limitation to crop production 

in huge scale is the texture and the chemical 

composition of soils. Altering the texture through sand 

modifications increased the bulk densities of the soil 

(Eugène et al., 2010). Numerous factors associated to 

soil fertility limit agricultural production. Soil form, 

farmer’s practices, crop residues and mineral fertilizers 

organization are those factors which manipulate crop 

yields (Bationo et al., 2012). Organic fertilizers elevate 

the organic matter in the soil. In turn, organic matter 

discharges the plant food in obtainable form for the 

utilization of crops. They provide organic acids that 

facilitate dissolve soil nutrients and make them 

available for the plants. Reduction of soil fertility is a 

main limitation for higher crop production (Madukwe et 

al., 2008). Appropriate arrangement of organic and 

inorganic sources of nutrients is necessary for 

sustainable crop yields.amendments in agriculture has 

enhanced over the years (Sangakkara, 1993). Organic 

manures include (i) Farmyard manure (FYM), (ii) 

Compost, (iii) Green manure, (iv) Vermi compost. 

Organic manure is a vital resource of raw or 

incompletely decayed organic matter which improves 

soil tilt, penetration velocity and soil water holding 

capacity to give nutrient to the crop (Alijanpour,et al., 

2014).  

Bio fertilizers are a natural product carrying living 

microbes resulting from the root or cultivated soil. They 

aid in stimulating the plant growth hormones providing 

better nutrient uptake and improved tolerance towards 

drought and moisture stress. These microbes are 

potential tools for sustainable agriculture and a trend for 

the future (Toyota and Watanabe, 2013).  

Therefore, the present study was under taken to 

estimate the effect of organic and inorganic fertilizers 

on yield, yield components and susceptibility to rust 

disease of Cowpea plants. 

 

MATERIALS AND METHODS 
 

Two field experimentswere carried out during 

the two summer growing seasons of 2014 and 2015 at 

the experimental farm of the Environmental Studies and 

Research Institute, University of Sadat City to study the 

effect of some chemical, organic and bio fertilizers and 

their combinations treatments on seed yield and its 

components and susceptibility of rust disease of Kafer 

EL-Shaikh cawpea cultivar. The treatment code , 

treatments and treatments components and  amounts are 

presented in Table 1.In the two seasons 2014 and 2015 

the cawpea cultivar Kafr EL-Shaikh was sown at 14
th

 

April under the eight treatments i.e. Control (100% 

NPK) , 50% NPK. + Rhizobia , 50% NPK. + Rhizobia + 

Microben, 50% NPK. + Rhizobia + Homic , Compost + 

Rhizobia + Homic + Microbin , Compost + Rhizobia 

andCompost + Rhizobia + Homicwith recommended 

added rates were as follows33 kg N/ fedd., 60 kg 

P2O5/fedd., 50 kg K2O/fedd.2kg Rhizobia/fedd,5kg 

Microben/fedd., 4L Homic/fedd. and 30m
3
 Compost/ 

fedd. in an experiment designed in complete 

randomized design with three replicates. The 

experimental plotarea was 13.50 m
2
which included 3 

rows of 5 m a long and 0.9 m width. The seeds were 

sown in one side of the ridge with plant space 25cm and 

two seeds per hill and all recommended practice will 

done on the time. The treatments applied after 30 days 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Legume
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from sown with natural infection as a land addetion for 

NPK, Rhizobia and Compost and spray for Microben 

and Homic acid. In each plot thirty leaflets were chosen 

randomly with three canopy levels: top, middle and 

bottom were rated nondestructively each week till the 

pods were ready for harvest in according with the 

method of Imhoff et.al. (1982). Five categories were 

suggested to estimate the severity on rusted leaves using 

a scale in which 0,1,2, 3, 4 and 5 signified that 0, 1-10, 

11-25, 26-50, 51-75 and 76-100 %the leaf surface was 

covered with pustules, as found by Claudia et.al. (1992). 

The rust percentage was recorded estimates by vision at 

25, 30
th

 June and 5, 7
th

 July after 70, 75, 80 and 85 days 

from sowing in the two seasons. Meanwhile, seed yield 

and seed components were estimated in ten random 

plants from each plot at harvest.  

 
Table (1): The Number of treatment, treatments code and treatments components.  

Code  Treatment Amounts 

T1 Control (100% NPK) 33kg N+ 60kg P2O5+ 50 kg K2O / feddan 

T2 50% NPK. + Rhizobia 16.5kg N+ 30 kg P2O5 + 25kg K2O +2kg commercial rhizobia / feddan. 

T3 50% NPK. + Rhizobia + Microben 
16.5kg N+ 30 kg P2O5 + 25kg K2O +2kg commercial rhizobia + 5L 

commercial microben / feddan. 

T4 50% NPK. + Rhizobia + Homic 
16.5kg N+ 30 kg P2O5 + 25kg K2O +2kg commercial rhizobia + 4L 

commercial homic  / feddan. 

T5 Compost + Rhizobia + Homic+Microbin 
30m3 commercial compost +2kg commercial rhizobia + 4L commercial 

homic +5L commercial microben / feddan. 

T6 Compost + Rhizobia 30m3 commercial compost +2kg commercial rhizobia  / feddan. 

T7 Compost + Rhizobia + Homic 
30m3 commercial compost +2kg commercial rhizobia + 4L commercial 

homic  / feddan. 

T8 50% NPK. + Rhizobia + Homic +Microbin 
16.5kg N+ 30 kg P2O5 + 25kg K2O +2kg commercial rhizobia + 4L 

commercial homic +5L commercial microben / feddan. 
All commercial fertilizers are Brought from agriculture research center, EL-Giza – Egypt. 

 
Analysis of data: Results were expressed as mean ± 

standard error (SE). The data were analyzed by using 

One-wayANOVA followed by LSD test through SPSS 

16 (version 4). The treatments means were compared 

using least significant difference (LSD) tested at the of 

probability 5% as described by Gomez and Gomez 

(1984). 
 

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 
 

Seed yield and its components:- 

1- Analysis of variance: 

Mean square for number of seeds/ ten pods,100-

seed weight, seed yield/plant and seed yield/feddan  in 

the two seasons are presented in table 2. Dataindicate 

that the highly significant were detected for treatments 

in all yield traits over the two seasons for the tested 

treatments except for 100-seed weight in 2014. The 

highly significant of treatments in the two seasons in 

yield traits is an clear evident about the wide diversity 

among all treatments in their effects in this traits and 

this traits means will differed significantly from 

treatment to another.   

Means comparison: 

Means comparison for cowpea yield and its 

components as affected by the eight fertilizer treatments 

over 2014 and 2015 summer seasons are presented in 

table 3 and figures1,2, 3 and 4. 

For No. of seeds/ ten pods in 2014 the 

insignificant different were detected in all treatments 

except the treatment 50%NPK + Rhizobia + Homic + 

Microbin which gave the lowest value in this trait and 

differed significantly with all treatments meanwhile the 

highest value was detected in the two treatments for 

control flowed by 50%NPK + Rhizobia + Homic in the 

same season. On the other side, the three treatments 

Compost + Rhizobia + Homic + Microbin, Compost + 

Rhizobia and 50%NPK + Rhizobia + Homic expressed 

the highly significant mean values and differed 

significantly with other treatments for no. of seeds/10 

pods in 2015. 

With regard to 100- seed weight  the significant 

were detected for all treatments but the two treatments 

50%NPK + Rhizobia + Homic + Microbin and  

Compost + Rhizobia scored the highly mean values for 

this trait in 2014 and the treatment50%NPK + Rhizobia 

+ Microbin in 2015. 

With respect to seed yield/plant  we can detected 

the highly significant differences among all treatments 

in the two seasons and we can detected also that the 

treatment 50%NPK + Rhizobia + Homic + Microbin 

give the significant mean value among all treatments in 

2014. On the other hand, the treatment 50%NPK + 

Rhizobia + Homic showed the best mean values for 

seed yield/plant (g) in 2015 among all treatments. 

For seed yield / feddan all treatments showed 

widely diversity in this traits in the two seasons but We 

can note the continued superiority of treatment 

50%NPK + Rhizobia + Homic + Microbin in2014 and 

the treatment 50%NPK + Rhizobia + Homic in 2015. 

In general we can say that the treatment of 

fertilization 50%NPK + Rhizobia + Homic + Microbin 

and 50%NPK + Rhizobia + Homic were the best among 

all treatments where both of them gave an average high-

yield and some of its components compared to other 

treatments in the first and the second season 

respectively. Soil fertility and productivity are 

maintained by Soil organic matter. Organic matter acts 

directly as a source of plant nutrients and indirectly 

influences the physical and chemical properties. 

Agricultural practices which involve heavy application 

of chemical fertilizers may cause depletion of certain 

nutrients in soil and nutrient disparity which affects the 
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soil productivity. The integration of bio-fertilizers plays 

most important role in improving soil fertility, yield 

attributing characters and in that way final yield has 

been reported by many workers ( Kachroo and Razdan, 

2006, Son et al. 2007 and Venkatashwarlu, 2008). The 

results are in agreement with those reported by Khaled. 

(2012) who found that a combined application of 

organic fertilizers (compost, compost tea, humic acid) 

or with the different mineral N fertilizer rates markedly 

increased number of sesame capsules/ plant, seed 

weight/ plant, seed yield kg/fed., and weight of 1000 

seeds (g). The enhancement might be due to the 

stimulation of growth by directly improving the nutrient 

availability, or indirectly by promoting the cation 

exchange capacity of plants (Ingham 2005). Marketable 

lettuce yield was significantly higher in compost 

amended plots than those minerals fertilized (Lahoz et 

al., 2009).  

 

 
Fig 1: Effects of fertilization treatments in cowpea 

no. of seed / 10 pods. 

Fig 2: Effects of fertilization treatments in 

cowpea 100-seed weight (g). 

 
Fig3:Effects of fertilization treatments in cowpea 

seed yield /plant(g). 

Fig 4: Effects of fertilization treatments in cowpea 

seed yield /feddan(kg). 
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Table (2): analysis of variance for seed yield and yield components of cowpea variety Kafr EL-Shaikh in 2014 

and 2015 summer seasons.   

S.O.V DF 
No. of seeds/ ten pods 100-seed weight (g) Seed yield/plant (g) Seed yield/feddan (Kg) 

2014 2015 2014 2015 2014 2015 2014 2015 

MS  MS  MS  MS  MS  MS  MS  MS  

Replications 2 0.792 
 

 
5.542  1.469  0.017  0.010  0.001 

 

 
4.741  0.569  

Treatments 7 67.333 ** 36.470 ** 2.720 ns 0.101 ** 402.808 ** 36.899 ** 183322.413 ** 16793.058 ** 

Error 14 10.744  3.256  2.374  0.018  8.379  0.089  3813.587  40.662  

 
Table (3): Means comparison for cowpea yield and its components as affected by fertilization treatments over 

2014 and 2015 summer seasons  

TREATMENTS 

NO. OF SEEDS/ TEN PODS 100-SEED WEIGHT (G) SEED YIELD/PLANT (G) SEED YIELD/FEDDAN (KG) 

2014 2015 2014 2015 2014 2015 2014 2015 

MEAN±SE MEAN±SE MEAN±SE MEAN±SE MEAN±SE MEAN±SE MEAN±SE MEAN±SE 

Control (100% NPK) 85.667
a
±2.963 87.333

ab
±0.333 14.517

b
± 0.159 15.533

abc
± 0.098 50.667

bc
± 1.833 38.667

e 
± 0.033 1080.889

b
± 39.111 824.889

e
± 0.711 

50% NPK. + Rhizobia 84.667
a
±2.404 81.667

c
±1.666 16.513

ab
± 1.285 15.200

de
± 0.115 40.667

ef
± 1.590 43.333

b
± 0.088 867.556

cd
± 33.918 924.444

b
± 1.881 

50% NPK. + Rhizobia 

+ Microben 
84.333

a
±0.333 81.667

c
±0.881 16.583

ab
± 0.921 15.367

a
± 0.033 34.667

g
± 1.764 40.000

d
± 0.288 739.556

d
± 37.628 853.333

d
± 6.158 

50%NPK+Rhizobia+ 

Homic 
84.667

a
±0.667 87.333

a
±0.333 16.997

ab
± 1.421 15.333

cde
± 0.033 39.667

fg
± 0.882 46.667

a
± 0.066 846.222

cd
± 18.814 995.556

a
± 1.422 

Compost+Rhizobia+ 

Homic+ Microbin 
83.667

a
±1.856 91.333

a
±0.333 16.867

ab
± 0.660 15.633

ab
± 0.060 46.667

cd
± 3.005 36.000

g
± 0.288 995.556

bc
± 64.099 768.000

f
± 6.158 

Compost + Rhizobia 81.333
a
±1.333 87.667

a
±0.333 17.413

a
± 0.958 15.567

ab
± 0.122 42.333

def
±0.441 40.000

d
± 0.000 903.111

bc
± 9.407 853.333

d
± 0.000 

Compost + Rhizobia + 

Homic 
82.000

a
±2.000 84.000

bc
± .309 16.850

ab
± 0.218 15.433

bcd
± 0.033 51.167

b
± 0.726 41.667

c
± 0.120 1091.556

b
± 15.498 888.889

c
± 2.563 

50%NPK+Rhizobia + 

Homic +Microbin 
71.000

b
±1.000 82.667

c
±0.333 17.643

a
± 0.293 15.100

e 
± 0.057 72.333

a
± 0.167 36.667

f 
± 0.120 1543.111

a 
± 3.556 782.222

e
± 2.563 

LSD 5% 5.784 3.184 2.719 0.239 5.108 0.527 108.962 11.251 

Each value is a mean ± S.E (standard Error). Means bearing superscripts in each column are significantly different with each other’s at 

P < 0.05. 

 

Relationship between fertilization treatments and 

the percentage of the rust disease in cowpea:- 

1- Analysis of variance: 

Mean square for percentage of rust disease at 

25and 30
th

 June and at 5 and 12
th

July over all treatments 

in the two seasons are presented in table 4. The data 

indicate that the highly significant were detected for 

treatments in all time measurement over the two season 

except at 25
th

 June in 2014 season. The highly 

significant of treatments in the two seasons in rust 

percentage is an clear evident about the wide diversity 

among all treatments in their effects at the Susceptibility 

or tolerance of the cowpea variety to the rust disease.    

2- Means comparison: 

Means comparison for rust percentage as 

affected by the eight fertilizer treatments in cowpea 

variety Kafr EL-Shaikh over 2014 and 2015 summer 

seasons are presented in table 5 and figures5,6, 7 and 8. 

Through the results shown in Table 5 and figures 

5, 6, 7 and 8 it is clear that the percentage of injury 

ranged from 0 to 90% during the two seasons under all 

treatments with all treatments and during the four 

measurement periods  and were less measurement 

periods are June 25
th

 in 2015 which given susceptibility 

percentage of the rust among the eight fertilization 

treatments and we can detect that the treatment 

50%NPK + Rhizobia + Homic + Microbin was the best 

among all treatments it gave the lowest  percentage  of 

injury under the four periods in the two seasons 

followed by the treatment Compost + Rhizobia + Homic 

+ Microbin and then  Compost + Rhizobia or Compost 

+ Rhizobia + Homic in most case.We can detect 

through the table that the low percentage of infiction has 

always been linked to the presence of humic acid and in 

some cases with the compost, on the other hand, the  

ratio showed high percentage of infection in most cases 

linked to the existence of chemical fertilizer and 

sometimes the presence of rhizobia, or both together. 

El-Bramawy and Shaban 2010 showed that the 

potassium soil + foliar applications of fertilizer with 

increasing the quantity of K+ until level 3 (171.36 + 3.4 

Kg K2O/ha) increased significantly the values of the 

majority of the plant characters and the resistance 

towards the desired direction. 

Sooväli  et. al. (2010) . Studied the effects of 

fertilizers on fungal disease infections and yield of two 

oat genotypes. The impact of the different levels of 

fertilization has been noticed at the level of crown rust 

(induced by Puccinia coronata) and oat leaf spot 

(induced by Pyrenophora avenae). Four fertilizer doses 

(N0 = untreated control N0P0K0 kg ha-1 ; N1 = 

N60P13K23; N2 = N100P22K39; N3 = N140P31K54) 

and two variants of chemical treatments (variant 1 – 

without chemicals; variant 2 – with chemicals as growth 

regulator, fungicide and with foliar fertilizer) were used. 

The significant differences in levels of disease infection 

and grain yields between inputs and varieties were 

observed. The infection level of both oat diseases was 

mostly influenced by the yearly weatherconditions. By 

using variant 2, including fungicide, the infection of 

Puccinia coronate decreased considerably. The fertilizer 

input increased the grain yield of the oat varieties. Oat 

grain yields were higher in treated plots in variant 1 than 

in variant 2, due to weather conditions. 
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Table (4): analysis of variance for rust disease percentage in cowpea variety Kafr EL-Shaikh in 2014 and 

2015 summer seasons over all fertilization treatments.   

S.O.V DF 
Rust % 25/6 Rust% 30/6 Rust% 5/7 Rust% 12/7 

2014 2015 2014 2015 2014 2015 2014 2015 

MS  MS  MS  MS  MS  MS  MS  MS  

Replications 2 0.125  0.000 
 

 
0.125  0.125  0.500  0.031  1.125 

 

 
0.125  

Treatments 7 41.518 ** 0.000 - 861.161 ** 41.518 ** 1402.232 ** 62.946 ** 1500.000 ** 166.071 ** 

Error 14 0.696  0.000  0.768  0.411  12.500  0.746  9.982  1.839  

 
Table (5): Means comparison for rust percentage as affected by fertilization treatments in cowpea variety 

Kafr EL-Shaikh over 2014 and 2015 summer seasons.  

Treatments 

Rust % 25/6 Rust% 30/6 Rust% 5/7 Rust% 12/7 

2014 2015 2014 2015 2014 2015 2014 2015 

Mean±SE Mean±SE Mean±SE Mean±SE Mean±SE Mean±SE Mean±SE Mean±SE 

Control (100% NPK) 10.00a±1.2 0.00 ±0.00 50.0a± 1.15 10.00a± 0.58 70.00a± 2.87 15.00a± 0.59 90.00a± 2.87 25.00a± 0.57 

50% NPK. + Rhizobia 5.00b± 0.57 0.00 ±0.00 7.50c± 0.29 5.00b± 0.57 45.00bc± 1.15 10.00b± 0.57 75.00b± 1.15 15.00b ±1.15 

50% NPK. + Rhizobia + 

Microben 
0.00c± 0.00 0.00 ±0.00 7.50c± 0.29 5.00b± 0.00 40.00c± 1.15 10.00b± 0.57 50.00d± 1.15 10.00c± 0.57 

50% NPK. + Rhizobia + 

Homic 
0.00c± 0.00 0.00 ±0.00 10.00b± 0.57 5.00b± 0.57 50.00b± 2.87 5.00c± 0.00 60.00c ±2.87 10.00c± 0.57 

Compost + Rhizobia + 

Homic + Microbin 
0.00c± 0.00 0.00 ±0.00 0.00d± 0.00 0.00c± 0.00 20.00e± 1.15 5.00c ± 0.57 35.00e± 1.15 5.00d± 1.14 

Compost + Rhizobia 0.00c± 0.00 0.00 ±0.00 0.00d ± 0.00 0.00c ± 0.00 20.00e± 0.57 5.00c± 0.56 40.00e± 0.57 10.00c± 0.57 

Compost + Rhizobia + 

Homic 
0.00c± 0.00 0.00 ±0.00 0.00d± 0.00 0.00c± 0.00 30.00d± 2.87 5.00c± 0.28 50.00d± 1.15 15.00b± 0.57 

50% NPK. + Rhizobia + 

Homic + Microbin 
0.00c± 0.00 0.00 ±0.00 0.00d± 0.00 0.00c ± 0.00 0.00f ± 0.00 0.00d± 0.00 20.00f ± 1.15 0.00e± 0.00 

LSD 5% 1.472 0.000 (ns) 1.546 1.131 6.238 1.524 5.575 2.393 
Each value is a mean ± S.E (standard Error). Means bearing superscripts in each column are significantly different with each other’s at 

P < 0.05. 

 

                                                                                             
Fig 5: Effects of fertilization treatments rust 

percentage in cowpea seed yield 

/plant(g) in 25/6/ 2014 and 2015 

Fig 6: Effects of fertilization treatments rust 

percentage in cowpea seed yield /plant(g) in 

30/6/ 2014 and 2015 
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Fig 5: Effects of fertilization treatments rust 

percentage in cowpea seed yield /plant(g) in 

5/7/ 2014 and 2015 

Fig 6: Effects of fertilization treatments rust 

percentage in cowpea seed yield /plant(g) in 

12/7/ 2014 and 2015 

 

REFERENCES 
 

Alijanpour, A.; A.B. Shafiei and R. Latify (2014).Effect 

of planting interval and soil type on qualitative 

and quantitative characteristics of poplar 

(Populus nigra) plantations in Diwandareh 

(Kurdistan province, western Iran) .J. of Forest 

Science, 60, (3): 89–95.  

Bationo, A.; B. Waswa; A. Abdou; B.V.Bado; M. Bonzi 

and F. Iwuafor (2012). Overview of Long term 

experiments in Africa. In: Bationo, Lessons 

Learned from Long Term Soil Fertility 

Management Experiments in Africa. Springer, 

Dordrecht, pp. 1–26. 

Claudia, G.V.; M.T.Solange; P.G. Carneiro; 

T.I.Marilene and M. Dall (1992).A pria, 

lilianamorim, R.D.Berger, A. Bergamin Filho,. J. 

of Plant Diseaseand Protection, 104 (4): 336-345.  

El-Bramawy, M.A.S.A. and Shaban, W.I. (2010). 

Effects potassium fertilization on agronomic 

characters and resistance to chocolate spot and 

rust diseases in faba bean. Tunisian J. of Plant 

Protection, 5: 131-150. 

Eugene N N.; E. Jacques; T V. Desire and B. Paul 

(2010).Effect of some physical and chemical 

characteristics of soil on productivity and yield 

of Cowpea (Vigna unguiculata L. Walp.) in 

coastal regions (Cameroon).African J. of 

environmental Science and Technology, 

4(3):108-114.  

Gomez, K.A. and A.A. Gomez, (1984). Statistical 

procedures for agricultural research (2 ed.). John 

wiley and sons, NewYork, 680p. 

Imhoff, M.W.; K.J. Leonard and C.E. Main (1982). Analysis 

of disease progress curves, gradients and incidence 

severity relationships for field and phytotron bean 

rust epidemicsPhytopathology, 72 (1): 72-80. 

Ingham E.R. (2005). The compost tea brewing manual. 

5th ed., Soil Foodweb Inc, Corvallis, Oregon. 

Introduction to SPSS (version 16) for Windows (SPSS 

16-t4). Univ. of Bristol Information Services 

Document SPSS 16-t4. 

Islam, M.M.; A.J.M.S. Karim; M. Jahiruddin; M. Majid 

Nik; M.G. Miah; M.A. Mustaque and M.A. 

Hakim (2011). Effects of organic manure and 

chemical fertilizers on crops in the radish-stem 

amaranth-Indian spinach cropping pattern in 

homestead area. AJCS, 5(11):1370-1378.  

Kachroo, D. and R. Razdan ( 2006). Growth, nutrient 

uptake and yield of wheat (Triticum aestivum) as 

influenced by biofertilizers and nitrogen. Indian 

J. of Agronomy, 51 (1): 37-39.  

Karanja ,J.; S.N. Nguluu; J. Wambua and M. Gatheru 

(2013).Response of cowpea genotypes to Alectra 

vogelii parasitism in Kenya. African J. of 

Biotechnology, 12(47) : 6591-6598.  

Khaled A.S; G.A.E Mona and M.K. Zeinab (2012). Effect of 

soil amendments on soil fertility and sesame crop 

productivity under newly reclaimed soil conditions. 

J. of Applied Sciences Research, 1568-1575. 

Lahoz E, R. Caiazzo, L. Morra and A. Carella (2009). 

Suppression of lettuce drop caused by Sclerotinia 

sclerotiorum in the field using municipal solid 

waste compost and fungistatic effect of water 

extract. (Special Issue: Compost II). Dynamic 

Soil, Dynamic Plant,3:99-102. 



J. Plant Production,  Mansoura Univ., Vol. 7 (3) March,2016 

 
 

337 

Madukwe, D. K., Christo, I. E. C. & Onuh, M. O. 

(2008). Effects of organic manure and cowpea 

(Vigna unguiculata (L.) WALP) varieties on the 

chemical properties of the soil and root 

nodulation .Science World J. 3 :43-46.  

Micheni A; F. Kihanda and J. Irungu (2004). Soil 

organic matter (SOM): the basis for improved 

crop production in arid and semi-arid climate of 

eastern Kenya. In: Bationo A (eds). Managing 

nutrient cycles to sustain soil fertility in sub-

Saharan Africa p. 608. 

Rachie, K.O. and L.M. Roberts (1974). Grain legumes 

of the lowland tropics. Adv. Agron. 26:1–132.  

Sangakkara, U. R. (1993). Effect of EM on Nitrogen 

and Potassium levels in the Rhizosphere of Bush 

Bean. Third International Conference on Kyusei 

Nature Farming 1993. Sanat Barbara, California, 

USA. 5-7.  

Son, T.N.; V.V. Thu; V.C. Duong and H. Hiraoka 

(2007). Effect of organic and bio-fertilizers on 

soybean and rice cropping system. Japan 

International Research Center for Agricultural 

Sciences, Tsukuba, Ibaraki, Japan. ISSN 2320-

5407 International Journal of Advanced 

Research. 3(1) : 738-748 . 

Sooväli, P.; T. Kangor and I. Tamm (2010). The 

incidence of fungal diseases in oat leaves and 

yields as affected by fertilizer and chemical 

inputs in Estonia. Agronomy Research 8 (Special 

Issue II):475–480. 

Toyota, K., and Watanabe, T.Y. (2013).Recent Trends 

in Microbial Inoculants in Agriculture. Microbes 

Environ. 28(4) : 403–404.  

Wellman, B. (1998). Doing It Ourselves: The SPSS 

Manual as Sociology’s Most Influential Books. 

Amherst: pp. 71-78. 

 
ربثير ثعط الاسًدح انكيًبويخ و انعضىيخ و انحيىيخ عهً يحصىل انحجىة و يكىنبره فىً نى ا انهىثيىب  اىر ان ىي  

 و علاقزهب ثبلأنبثخ ثًرض انصدأ.
 2و أشرف ثهجذ انجًم 2,  نجري شبهين2, يًدوح عرفخ1يحًد ايبو رجت

1
 يصر -جبيعخ عين شًس – هيخ انزراعخ  -قسى انجسبرين

2
 يصر  -جبيعخ يدي خ انسبداد -يعهد اندراسبد و انجحىس انجيئيخ -ًزىانهخ نهجيئخ و أدارح ي روعبرهبقسى انز ًيخ ان

 
عهمٗ  4102ٔ  4102جبيعت يديُت انسبداث خلال انًٕسمًيٍ انمصزاعييٍ  –أجسيج ْرِ اندزاست ببنًصزعت انبحزيت نًعٓد بحٕد اندزاسبث انبيئيت 

حبريس بعط الأسًدة انكيًبٔيت ٔ انععٕيت ٔ انحيٕيت عهٗ يحصمٕل انحبمٕة ٔ يكَٕبحمّ ٔ كمرنك علالمت حهمك  صُف انهٕبيب كفس انشيخ ٔ ذنك بغسض دزاست

يعمبيلاث يمٍ الاسمًدة انكيًبٔيمت ٔ انععمٕيت ٔ انحيٕيمت يما جسعمت انسمًبد انكيًمبٖٔ انًٕصمٗ بٓمب  7الأسًدة بُسبت الاصببت بًسض انصمدأ ييمذ حمى ح ميى 

بث كبيهت انعشٕائيت يٍ رلاد يكسزاث . حى ح ديس َسبت الاصببت ببلأصداء عهٗ يمداز أزبعمت فخمساث شيُيمت فمٗ كمم )انكُخسٔل( فٗ حجسبت صًًج فٗ لطبع

 يٕسى عهٗ يدة.حى ح ديس يحصٕل انحبٕة ٔ يكَٕبحّ نكم يعبيهت.

 حى أجساء انخحهيم الأيصبئٗ نهبيبَبث ٔ كبَج اْى انُخبئج انًخحصم عهيٓب كًب يهٗ:

% حسًيد كيًبٖٔ+ زيصٔبيمب + يًمط ْيمٕييكعهٗ 21% حسًيد كيًبٖٔ +زيصٔبيب + يًط ْيٕييك + ييكسٔبيٍ ٔ كرنك 21حفٕق يعبيهخٗ انخسًيد   -0

 كم انًعبيلاث الأخسٖ فٗ صفبث انًحصٕل ٔ بعط يكَٕبحّ فٗ كلا انًٕسًيٍ. 

عممٍ بممبلٗ  يد كيًممبٖٔ +زيصٔبيممب + يًممط ْيٕييممك + ييكممسٔبيٍ% حسمم21ًنممٕيا اَافممبض انُسممبت انًئٕيممت نلصممببت ببنصممدأ ححممج يعبيهممت انخسممًيد  -4

 شديدأ ححج يعبيهخٗ انخسًيد ٔ فٗ كلا انًٕسًيٍ. انًعبيلاث فٗ كلا انًٕسًيٍ فٗ ييٍ اٌ َسبت الأصببت ببنصدأ شٓدث ازحفبعب

ى انًعبيلاث ٔٔجٕد انكًبٕسج فمٗ بعمط ازحبط انًحصٕل انعبنٗ ٔ اَافبض َسبت الأصببت ببنصدأ فٗ كلا انًٕسًيٍ بٕجٕد يًط انٓيٕييك فٗ يعظ -3

بعمط  انًعبيلاث ظًٍ يكَٕبث انسًبد فٗ ييٍ ازحبطج انُسبت انًئٕيت انًسحفعمت نهصمدأ بٕجمٕد انسمًبد انكيًمبٖٔ فمٗ كمم انًعمبيلاث أ انسيصٔبيمب فمٗ

 انًعبيلاث أ كلاًْب ظًٍ يكَٕبث انسًبد فٗ كلا انًٕسًيٍ.

  8س انشيخ يا انخسًيد ببسخاداو انًعبيهت  زلى يًكٍ انخٕصيت بصزاعت صُف انهٕبيب كف -2

50% NPK. (16.5kg N+ 30 kg P2O5 + 25kg K2O) +2kg commercial rhizobia + 4L commercial homic +5L 

commercial microben / feddan.   

الاصمببت بًمسض صمدأ انهٕبيمب ححمج  بمرزة ٔ يحصمٕل انُبمبث ٔ يحصمٕل انفمداٌ ٔ كمرنك ألمم َسمبت يمٍ 011ٔ ذنك نهحصٕل عهٗ أعهٗ ٔشٌ نم

 انظسٔف انجٕيت نهًُٕفيت.

 


