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ABSTRACT

A trials was carried out at Borolious site, Kafr EL-Sheikh Govarnorate, North

Nile Delta region during the winter seasons of 2003 and 2004, to study the effect of

organic and biofertilizers on snap bean plant growth, yield and its components as well

as pod quality, under clear polyethylene low tunnels and using fertigation through drip
irrigation system.

The results can be summarized as follows:

- Vegetative growth i.e., plant height, number of leaves, stem diameter, plant dry
weight percentage, number of branches per piant and plant leaf area showed
increasing the values towards the use of chicken manure with biofertilizer
compared with chemical and compost fertilizers.

- Application of chicken marnure at the rate of 30 m*fed. with biolertilizer gave the
highest early and total yield of pods than other fraatments.

- Chicken manure treaiment plus biofertifizer improved pod content of N.P. K. and
total sugars.

The addition of biofertilizer to the organic manure {compost or chicken
manure) enhanced the biclogical activity of total microbial count i.e., count of nitrogen
fixing bacteria, both dehydrogenase and nitrogenase activities and CO» evolution.
These results were in comparison with the treatments received organic manure only
at the rate of 10 m® fed”'. Resuits also revealed that the highest soil biclogical activity
was due to the application of 40 m:f chicken manure plus bicfertilizer in both tested
seasons. Accordingly, this study enswed that the use of organic fertilizers
accompanied with biofertilizers was more beneficial than the use of arganic fertilizers
alone in bopth tested seasons. ' ’

INTRODUCTION

Qrganic agriculture started in Egypt in 1978. This sort of Production
was mainly for medicinal herbs for both local and export market. The total
acreage of organic agriculture in Egypt reached about 15000 feddan in 2003,
with a full range of products including medicinal herbs, fresh vegetables,
fruits, field crops and cotton EL-Araby, 2003).

Snap bean is one of the important vegetable crops in Egypt, which has
a great weight for both local consumption and export. Egyptian Ministry of
Agricuiture aimed to extend the cultivation area of snap bean especially in
newly reclaimed land because of its economical value. Snap bean is the
second exportable vegetable crop in Egypt.

A great attention has been focused on the bio agricuiture production by
using organic fertilizers and biofertilizers in European countries in order to
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avoid plant and environmental pollution with different eiements and also to
reduce the use of mineral fertilizers.

Snap bean needs fittle quantity of fertilizers (40 kg N + 48 kg ppos +
4B8kg k0/fed} than any vegetable crop for producing a good yield,

The addition of organic matter improved the physical, chemical and
biologicai properties of soils and in turn improved the ability of the plant to
absorb nutrients (Sterrett, ef al., 1988 and Harrison & Staub, 1986).

The application of bicfertilizers is economically important to reduce the
use of mineral fertilizers and ecologically to avoid environmental poliution.
Many auotrophic bacteria produce and also endogenous phiytohormones like
auxin, cytokynins and gibberellins and therby enhance growth of roots and
shoots (Jagnow et al., 1991). Azotobacter is also known 1¢ produce an ether
soluble fungistatic substances which, inhibit the growth of fungi like
Alternaria, Fusarium and Rhizoctonia solani (Gupta et al, 1995). It was
conciuded that inoculation with Nj-fixers can save half of the normat field rate
of inorganic nitrogen fertilizer {(Subba Rao 1979, Badawy et al., 1897j. It was
demonstrated that Azospirillum inoculation to cereal crops can save about 20
unit of nitrogen (Omar and Hassan 1993). The beneticial effect of N,—fixing
bacteria inoculation has been proved by many scientists at different parts of
the world on plant growth, dry weight, total nitrogen content and vield of
various crops (Nayak et al., 1986). There are specific bacteria responsible for
fixing nitrogen by symbiosis with legumes such as snap bean, but cccasionai
inoculation failures may be resuited from microbiological competition, density
of protozoalysis with bacteriophages and susceptibility to toxins produced by
other groups of organisms, which, suppress the desired microsymbiont and
prevent infection initiation (Subba Rao, 1979). For these reasons, the
investigators had recommended that inoculation with associative N,-fixers
such as Azospirillum as an alternative mean to enhance piant growth in the
absence or presence of Rhizobia. This biotechnology might save up to 50%
of the cost of nitrogen fertilizers and also gave a healthy product (Subba Rao,
1979, Badawy et al, 1997) or increased crop productivity (Bashan et al,
1989).

Safaa Mansour {2002) showed that substituting inorganic nitrogen
fertilizers with the biofertilizer Nitrobein (Mixture of Azolobacter and

zospirilium till 50% was quite enoughi 10 produce high marketable yield of
sweet potato, Organic manure was found to play an important role in
increasing growth, yield and its components of many crops. Harna & Gizy
(1999) found that organic manure gave positive and significant increment for
snap bean plant growth, leaf area and number of pods per plant. Sarig et al.,
1984 showed that Azospirillum inoculation increased dry matter and mineral
accumulation in piant parts of legumes. Shahaby (1981) found that cowpea
and pea inoculated with Azospiriflum recorded increased weight of dry pods/
piants, number of pods/plant along with a significant increase in the yield of
green pods/ pea piant. EL-Shimi (2004) found that vegetative growth
characteristics of snap bean cv. Bronco expressed as plant height, number of
branches and jeaves, leaf area as well as fresh and dry weights per plant
were significantly increased when the plants were fertilized with biofertilizer,
organic manure compared with the control. Samira EL-Gizy (1990) studied
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the effect of chicken marnure on common bean, the resuits showed that
weight and length of pods were increased by manure application Singer et
al., 2000 on snap bean; EL-Bassiony 2003 and Ewais 2003 on common bean
they found that biofertillizer increassd nitrogen, potassium and sugar content
in pods and decreased fiber percentage as compared to bean without
biofertilizer.

(EL- Kholy, 1998} application of organic fertilizer and/or buoferteltzer in
agriculture are potential substitute substances for chemical fertilizers and
they are environmentally safe and appropriately effective. Such
improvements in soil biological activity that achieved due to the application of
organic manure combined with blofertilizer were also noted by Mervat and
Dahdoh (1995) who reported that organic manure (chicken manure and
farmyard manura) stimulate biodegradation through increasing ihe population
and activity of microorganisms in the soil and in turn increased the biological
activity and soil fertility. Khalil et al, (2004) found that the combination
between chicken manure and biofertilizer (Azospirilium brasilence and
Baciilus megatherium phosphaticurn} enhanced wheat growth increased yield
and NPK uptake by straw and grain. They also added that bicorganic farming
in sandy soil improved the biologicai activity in terms of increasing
nitrogenase and dehydrogenase activities and the manure of microorganisms
in the sandy soil. Samira EL-Gizy et al. {1999) working on snap bean found
that Azospirillum increased significantly pod average fruit weight compared to
control treatments. Abd EL- Latif et al,, {2005) stated that organic fertilizer
and biotertilizer applied to maize crop cuitivated under sandy soil condition
improved vyield and yield components due to the increase of nutrient
availability resuited from high microbia!l activity.

The aim of the present work is to study the effect of organic manure
(Biogreen compost and chicken manure) and biofertilizer (Azotobacter and
Azospirilium} on plant growth, yvield and its components as well as fruit guality
of snap bean and some microbiclogical activities under clear polyethylene
iow tunne! conditions.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

An experiment was conducted at Borollous site, Kafr £L-Sheikh
Governorate, North Nile Delta under clear polyethylene low tunnels
conditions during the winter seasons of 2003 and 2004, to study the effect of
organic and biofertiizers on snap bean plant growth, yield and its
components as well as pod quality.

Seeds of snap bean (Phaseolus vuigaris L.} cv. paulista were sown on
the 5" of January 2003 and 2004 on beds, the width of the bed was 1m and
the length was 20m. Four rows have been planted on each bed at a distance
of 20cm between rows and 5-7cm between seeds on the row. Every bed has
two lateral drip irrigation pipes and the distance between drippers was 30cm.
The expenment included 11 treatments as follows:

1- 10 m of Bio- green compost / fed.
2- 10 m’ of Bio- green compost with biofertilizer / fed.
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3- 20 m of Bio- green compost with biofertilizer / fed.

4- 30 m of Bio- green compost with biofertilizer/ fed.

5- 40 m of Bio- green compost with biofertilizer/ fed.

6- 10 m of chicken manure / fed..

7- 10 m® of chicken manure with biofertilizer / fed.

8- 20 m°’ of chicken manure with biofertilizer / fed.

9- 30 m® of chicken manure with biofertilizer / fed.

10- 40 m? of chicken manure with biofertilizer / fed.

11- Control chemical fertilization according to recommedes of ministry of
agriculture.

The compost and chicken manure were added during soil
preparation. The biofertilizer was added at three split doses.

1- The first dose 50ml (40 spors mL™} Kg was applied by inoculating the
seeds before sowing.

2- The second dose (20 L fed. ) after twenty five days from sowing by
adding liquid culture of b!ofemllzer to the scil through irrigation system.

3- The third dose (20 L fed. *)during the flowering period.

Uniform cultivation practices were performed according to the
recommendation of Ministry of Agricultural, in Egypt.

The previous treatments were arranged in four replicates using
complete randomized block design.

Physical and chemical properties of the experimental soil are
presented in Table (1). The analyses of the used chicken manure and
compost are shown in Table (2). The biologica! properties of the soil, chicken
manure and compost are shown in Table (3).

Inoculum preparation:

Azotobacter chrococcum and Azospiriflum were initially isclated from
the soil rhizosphere of maize in the Agric. Res. Center (ARC), Giza, Egypt.
The most efficient strains were screened and used as an inoculants for trials,
The mother culture of Azotobacter strain was grown on modified Ashby's
medium of Abd-EL-Malek and Ishac (1968) while the mother culture of
Azospiriflum strain was grown on N. deficient lactate medium of Dobereiner
et al. {1976). Inoculum was prepared by subculturing the Azotobacter and
Azospirifilum mother culture on nutrient agar in Kolle flasks for 72 nrs, after
which the heavy growth was then scratched and transferred to sterile tap
water and thoroughly mixed. The prepared inocuium was then used to
inoculate seeds.

Seed Inoculation:

Before sowing, seeds were soaked in a culture suspension for 30
minutes using 16% Arabic gum sclution as sticking agent, then air dried and
then sown. While, for the uninoculated plots (control), the seeds were
similarly treated with the medium without Azotobacter or Azospirillum. When
the seedlings were at 3-4 leaf stage added to soil nearly the seedlings hills
through the drip irrigation system. Similarly it was added for the second and
third inoculation doses.
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Table (1) : Chemical and physical analyses of the soil at Borollous

pH Ec [(CaCo3 PPm Cations meq Anions meq Mechanical Analysis
DS/m| % N P K* Ca™ | Mg"" | Heey | €1 [Sod’| Sand % [Silt %|Clay %| Texture
8.20 1.5 | 450 |Traces| 0.46 | 152 | 255 | 1.30 | 1.87 | 2.10 |1.40 88 5 7 Sand
soil

Table {2) : Some chemical characleristics of the o_rgimic sources (compost and chicken mahure)

Macro nutrients mg/100 Micro nutriants ppm pH C/N C
Organic source N P K Fe Za Mn Cu ratio | organic
Chicken manure 3.21 0.73 1.15 5873 67.3 128 25 7.5 19.81 | 63.60
Bio — green compost i.29 2.19 1.65 7777 253 28.4 7.3 9.14 15.66 20.2

Table (3): Biological properties of the soil, chicken manure and compost

CO, evolution mg Nitrogenase actuxity Dehydrogenase activity N2 - flxin bacteria
CO,/100g soil nmoleC, Hy g L H, 100g soil’ count "CFU x
9 soil h” L T2 1009 10%100g soil
Sandy soil 247.00 21.94 17.72 6.7
Bio — green compost 247.00 98.60 13.71 5.40
Chicken manure 334.00 102.40 37.91 199.00

* CFU = Colony formed / unit
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Measurements were as follows:
1- Vegetative growth:
Random samples of ten plants from each replicate were chosen at
the flowering stage and foliowing data were recorded:-

- Plant height {cm) was determined from the cotyledon up to the highest
growing tip.

- Number of leaves / plant.

- Stem diameter (cm.).

- Plant dry matter percentage: Sample of fresh plants were weighed and
dried at 70°C until reached a constant weight and percentage of dry
matter was calculated.

- Number of branches / plant.

- Leaf area {cm?) the six leaf from the meristemic tip of the main stem of
each treatment was measured using LI- 3000 portable Area Metter
(PAM).

2- Yield and its components:

- Pod length (cm.)

- Pod diameter {cm.)

- Average fruit weight (gm.)

- Early yield {tonffeddan) pods of first four harvests from each treatment
were weighed to calculate the early yield per feddan.

- Total vield (ton/feddan). All pods harvested from each treatment along
the harvesting period were weighed to calculate the total yield per
feddan.

3- Chemical compasition:

A- Total nitrogen, phosphorus and potassium were determined in the dry
matter of leaves and pods according to the methods described by Pregl
(1945), Trough and Mager (1939) and Brown and Lilliand (1946),
respectively.

B- Chlorophyil content (A, B) and total carotenoids {mg/100g fresh weight)
were determined in plant foliage according To A. O. A. C. (1980).

C- Fiber content (%) and total sugars (%) were determined in pods
according to the methods described by A.O.A.C. (1980) and Smith et al.
(19586).

All obtained data were statistically analyzed for variance and the mean
values were compared at 5% levels of LSD according to Snedecor and
Cocharn, 1582).

4- Microbiological determination:

At harvest, the remained soil was subjected to determine total number
of nitrogen fixing bacteria (Azotobacter and Azospirifium) (Cocharn 1950),
Co; evaluation (Pramer and Shmidt 1964) and dehydrogenase activity
(Casida et al., 1964), while, nitrogenase activity (N —ase ) was estimated in
snap bean root rhizosphere area as noted by Leth Bridge et al. {1982} and
total bacteria by decimal serial dilutions (Allen, 1959).
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- RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

1- Vegetative growth:

Data in Table (4) show the response of piant vegetative growth to
different tested treatments on both years of study. Vegetative growth, i.e.,
plant height, number of leaves, stem diamseter, plant dry weight
percentage, number of branches per plant and plant leaf area exhibited
different responses towards the use of organic and biofertilizer compared
with chemical fertilizers (Controf). Chicken manure with biofertilizer increased
the values of vegetative growth parameters than Bio- -green o fost
Apphcatlon of chicken manure with biofertilizer at the rate of 20m®, 30m® and
40m® /fed. gave the highest values in most vegetative growth parameters i.e.
plant height, number of leaves, number of branches and leaf area compared
with the chemical fertilization. The lowest values for plant height, number of
leaves, stem diameter, number of branches and leaf area were observed
with the application of the compost in both seasons. These results are in
agreement with those of EL-Shimi (2004) who stated that the vegetative
growth characteristics i.e. plant height, number of branches and leaves,
average leaf area as well as fresh and dry weight per plant of snap bean
were significantly increased when the plants were fertilized with biofertilizer
. or organic manure compared with the control treatment. Regarding the effect

of biofertilizer on vegetative growth, results are in accordance with those
reported by Cupta et ai., (1995} and Badawy et al. {1997) on tomato; Samara
EL-Gizy et al. (1999); Jagnow et al. (1991) and Nayak ef al. {1979) on snap
been and Hana and EL-Gizy (1999) on common bean,
2- Yield and its component:

a- Pod characteristics.

Concerning pod characters, Table (5) indicated that no significant
difference in pod diameter was noticed in both seasons. The pod diameter
ranged between 0. 5 0.7 cm.

Both 20 m*® and 30 m® / fed. chicken manure accompanied with
biofertilizer increased pod length and average fruit weight in both seasons
compared with other treatments and control. Meanwhile average fruit weight
obtained from compost treatment was significantly lower than control.
However chicken manure gave similar average fruit weight as control this
was time in both years of study. These results are similar to those of Samira
EL-Gizy et al. (1999) worked on snap bean who found that Azospiriflum
inoculation increased significantly pod average fruit weight compared to
control treatment. Samira EL-Gizy (1990) studied the effect of chicken
manure on common bean, the results showed that weight and length of pods
were increased by manure application.

b- Early and total yield:

Results in Table (5) indicated that 10m® chicken manure + biofertiltizer
/ fed. gave greater early yield than the same rate of chicken manure without
piofertilizer being sugnlflcant in the first season only. Higher rate of chicken
manure i.e. 30 m® ffed. + blofertlhzer resulted in significantly higher early
yield than either 10,20,40 m* ffed.
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Table (4): Effect of organic and bio-fertilizer on vegetative growth of snap bean grown in winter seasons of 2003

and 2004.
Characters First season Second season
Plant | No.of | Stem dry No. of Leaf | Plant | No.of | Stem dry No. of Leaf
height | leaves |diameter| weight |branches| area |[height]| jeaves |diameter| weight lbranches| area
Treatments fem) | /plant | {cm) plant %{ /plant {em® | (cm) | /plant | (cm) [ plant% | /piant {cm?)
1- 10m3 compost+ bio.” / fed. 213 10.2 03 1.7 30 91.23 236 103 03 11.8 3.2 108.12
2- 20m3 compost + bio. /fed. | 23.3 10.5 0.3 116 34 106.89 | 256 11.0 0.3 11.6 3.4 121.15
3- 30m3 compost + bio. /fed. | 25.0 10.7 0.3 12.2 34 110.00 | 26.3 112 0.5 12.6 3.6 125.00
4- 40m3 compost + bhio. /fed, } 29.0 13.0 0.4 12.0 3.5 115.69 | 313 13.3 0.5 12.8 3.6 130.17
5- 10m3 chicken manure 383 14.2 0.4 12.5 4.9 131.38 | 420 18.2 0.5 13.2 5.2 141,39
+ hio, / fed.
6- 20m3 chicken manure 400 15.6 05 123 55 161.86 | 44.3 18.6 0.6 12.8 55 181.86
+ bio. / fed.
7- 30m3 chicken manure 21.0 17.0 0.6 12.3 5.6 194.74 | 446 19.7 0.6 12.2 57 202.62
+ bio. / fed.
8- 40m3 chicken manure 446 19.0 06 13.0 5.9 19716 | 463 199 0.7 13.2 6.1 206.76
+ big. / fed.
9- 10m3 compost/ fed. 20.6 9.7 0.3 11.4 2.9 90.02 | 21.3 9.0 0.3 10.4 3.0 102.16
0- 10m3 chicken manure / fed.| 33.0 13.0 03 2.9 4.3 120.11 | 380 15.0 0.5 12.9 4.9 127.84
11- Coatrol 386 15.0 0.5 12.8 4.6 14532 | 420 15.6 06 12.2 4.7 155.63
L.S.D. at 5% 2.05 1.13 0.08 0.75 0.19 7.31 1.49 1.02 0.19 1.25 0.28 10.28

* bio = biofertilizer

1819 Y WS 199qe)



SE6

Table (5) Effect of arganic and bio-fertilizer on snap bean yield and its compcnents in winter seasons of 2003 and

2004,

Characters

First season

Second season

Pod Pod | Average Early Total | Pod pod | Average | Early | Total
length |diameter] fruit yield yield |length |diameter| fruit yield yield
Treatments {cm) (cm) _{weight (g)| ton/fed. | tonffed. (cm) | (cm) |weight(g)| ton/fed.| ton/fed.
1- 10m3 compost+ bio.* / fed. 9.5 0.5 3.6 1.16 293 9.3 0.5 3.2 0.68 2.34
2- 20m3 compaost + bio. / fed. 9.9 0.5 3.8 1.17 3.20 9.6 0.5 3.7 0.80 2.71
3- 30m3 compost + bio. / fed. 1.2 0.6 4.1 1.40 3.26 10.8 0.6 4.3 0.91 2.71
4- 40m3 compaost + bio. / fed. 119 0.6 4.5 1.50 3.56 10.6 0.6 46 0.95 2.9
5- 10m3 chicken manure 121 0.7 54 1.94 5.51 11.9 0.7 54 1.53 4.07
+ bio. / fed,
6- 20m3 chicken manure 12.4 0.7 5.6 2.34 5.97 12.6 0.7 5.8 1.82 5.28
+ bio. / fed.
7- 30m3 chicken manure 12.5 0.7 57 2.41 6.11 12.8 0.7 58 2.1 5.54
+ bio. / fed.
8- 40m3 chicken manure 12.0 0.7 5.3 2.04 5.84 12.1 0.7 54 1.55 4.87
+ bio, / ted.
9- 10m3 compost / fed. 9.2 0.5 3.5 0.93 247 2.0 05 3.4 0.54 2.13
10- 10m3 chicken manure / fed] 12.0 0.7 5.1 1.27 3.36 12.2 0.8 5.2 1.47 3.04
11- Control 12.1 0.7 54 1.69 4.74 i2.1 0.6 54 1.83 4.51
L.S.0). at 5% 1.7 N.S. 0.8 0.71 1.26 1.6 N.S 0.9 0.58 1.09

* bio = biofertilizer
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chicken manure, any compost treatment used or control in both years of
study. it seems that 30 m® chicken manure + biofertiizer was the most
reliable treatments in producing high early yield of snap beans under the
condmons of this experiment Regarding otal yield, chicken manure at a rate
of 10 m® /fed. + biofertilizer gave significantly greater total yield than the
same rate when applied in two years of study without biofertilizer. In the
mean time chicken manure at a rate of 30 m® /fed. + biofertilizer had similar
trend on total yield as that of the early yield. The increase in yield of snap
been could be due to the increase in average pod weight and / or number of
pods.

These resuits are in parallel with those reported by Samira EL-Gizy et
al. (1999) on green bean; Bashan et al. (1989) and Gupta et al. (1985) on
tomato; Shahaby (1981) and Safaa Mansour (2002) on sweet potato.

3- Chemical compositon;
3-1- Plant foliage.

Data in Table (6) showed that there were significant differences
between treatments in N, P, K, chlorophyll content and total corotenoids of
plant foliage in both seasons Significantly high N, P, K of the plant foliage
was obtained with 30 m® chicken manure + biofertilizer / fed. compared with
control.

Similar trend was found for chlorophyll and carotencids contents.
Generally, compost treatments gave lower N,P.K chionophyll and
carotenoids contents compared with controls. The results obtained by Omar
and Hassan 1993 on cereal crops, Sarig ef al., 1984, Sterrett ef a/,, 1988 and
Harrison and Staub 1986 on cucumber,

3-2- Pod chemicai composition.

Data in Table (7} iilustrated that chicken manure + bicfertilizer at any
rate gave greater N content of the pods. Simiar result was obtained with
chicken manure without biofertiizer. On the other hand all compost
treatments apart from the rate of 40 m’ /fed. compost + biofertilizer gave
significantly lower pod N content compared with control. This was true in both
s5easons.

Concerning pod phoshorus content data revealed that application of
chicken manure at a rate of 40 m® /fed. + biofertilizer resuited in significantly
greater pod phosphorus content than control in the mean time. Most compost
treatments gave significantly iess pod phosphorus centent than control in
both years of study. Regarding pod potassium and fiber contents, no
significant differences wers observed due to the treatments in both years of
study.

With respect of pod total sugars content data showed that 40 m?®
chicken manures + The biofertitizer gave significantly greater pod total -+ ar
content compared with control in the first year only. In the second year no
significant effect was noticed.

Singer et al. (2000) investigated the response of snap bean to
incculaticn with bicfeniizer and they stated that biofertilizar dacreased fiber
percentage and increased pretein percentage and carbohydrate content of
green pod,
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Table {6) :Effect of organic and bio-fertilizer on chemical composition of plant foliage 61‘ snap beans (2003 and 2004).

Characters First season Second season
N P K [Chiorophyll Total N P K |Chlorophylll Total
A+B |Carotenoids A+B |Carotenoids
% % % mg/f160g | mg/100g | % % %o mg/100g mg/100g

Treatments F.W. F.wW. F.W. F.W.

1- 10m3 compost+ bio.” / fed. 266 [0072 ] 2.28 145.9 127.1 09 | 0.136 | 2.12 93.9 123.2

2- 20m3 compost + bio. /fed. | 2.03 | 0.057 | 2.66 167.7 137.2 1.4 | 0.102 | 2.20 108.6 146.6

3- 30m3 compost + bio. / fed. 266 | 01701 2.44 1711 1384 1.6 {0266 2.36 157.4 170.9

4- 40m3 compost + bio. / fed. 263 {0248 2.70 247.9 157.2 1.7 1 0377 | 252 166.2 " 1834

5- 10m3 chicken manure 236 [ 0304 | 3.09 263.5 166.0 23 | 0581 | 3.08 227.1 196.1

+ bio. / fed.

6- 20m3 chicken manure 290 10532 3.11 234.0 166.0 25 [ 0593 ] 324 244 9 196.4
+ hio. / fed.

7- 30m3 chicken manure 3.20 | 0.609 | 3.57 357.3 199.8 29 {0771 | 3.52 279.7 199.3
+ bio. / fed.

8- 40m3 chicken manure 266 | 04491 293 309.5 176.8 27 10488 3.04 2552 198.2
+ bio. / fed.

9- 10m3 compost / fed, 166 | 0.144 | 2.10 140.2 117.2 1.0 | 0.094 | 2.04 76.7 88.9

10- 10m3 chicken manure /fed. | 1.96 } 0.297 | 2.85 229.5 121.4 1.7 10386 2.76 196.8 161.4

11- Control 283 | 0498 | 2.1 258.3 171.4 1.9 {0511 | 2.80 236.2 191.4

L.S.D. at 5% 0.36 | 0.062 { 0.95 16.0 12.8 0.68 | 0.108 | 0.58 6.32 8.02

* bio = biofertilizer
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Table (7): Effect of organic and biofertilizer on pod chemical composition of snap bean (2003 and 2004).

Characters First season Second season
N P K | Fiber | Total | N P K | Fiber | Total
o, o, L) o, sugar| e, o, o, sugar
Treatments o % % %o % % % % % %
1- 10m3 compost+ bio.* / fed. 1.2 0.441 191 922 | 865 | 1.1 10573 2.4 1 10.09 | 10.33
2- 20m3 compost + bio. / fed. 1.2 0.534 191{ 903 | B90 | 1.8 |0576| 2.7 | 9.82 | 11.52
3- 30m3 compost + bio. / fed, 1.4 0.535 20| 891 | 961 | 1.9 10683 28 | 9.56 | 11.70
4- 40m3 compost + bio. / fed. 1.5 0.626 22 1 877 | 991 |19 (0666 | 29 | 9.37 | 11.91
5- 10m3 chicken manure + bio. / fed. 2.0 0.654 27 | 743 {1074 21 1 0.774| 36 } 7.85 | 13.32
6- 20m3 chicken manure + bio. / fed. 2.8 0.766 291702 (1182 2310781 | 36 | 7.54 | 13.57
7- 30m3 chicken manure + bio. / fed. 2.8 0.778 30| 647 11267 | 3.0 |0.796 ] 36 | 7.45 | 13.61
8- 40m3 chicken manure + bio. / fed. 3.2 0.794 32 )] 636 [1292] 3.0 10799 3.7 | 7.32 | 13.47
9- 10m3 compost / fed. 1.4 0.431 171 952 | 811 | 1.8 | 0573| 2.2 {10.19] 9.63
10- 10m3 chicken manure / fed. 15 0.536 221 861 | 995 | 26 {0642 3.1 | 897 [ 12.73
11- Control 1.9 | 0.646 26 ) 832 [|1053] 28 10776 | 3.0 ) 888 | 12.93
L.S.D. at 5% 0.43( 0.091 NS| NS | 113 {058 0.12 | NS | NS 1.08

. bio = biofertilizer
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EL-Bassiony {2003) found that inoculation of common bean seeds with
biofertilizer increased nitrogen, protein, potassium and sugar contents in
pods and decreased fiber percentage as compared to bean without
biofertilizer. Same resuits were found by Ewais (2003) also on common bean
and pea.

4- Biologlcal activity of the post harvest soil aspects:

Data in Table (8) show the effect of both organic fertilizer and
biofertlizer on the biological activity of the post harvest soil characteristic,
i.e. dehydrogenase activity (DHA), total bacteria count, CO; evolution
amount, N- fixer bacterial count and nitrogenase activity {N-ase) in both
tested seasons. However, addition of biofertilizer (Azospirililum and
Azotobacter} to any of compaost or chicken manure applied at all levels
led to enhance the blologlcar activity.for the post harvest tested solf
compared to the use of 10m? fed either from compost or chicken manure
without biofertilizers. The hughest biclogical soil activity was due to
the treatment received 40m’ chicken manure accompanied with
biofertilizer in both tested seasons. Also, the highest values recorded in
the second season was slightly higher than those recorded by the first
season, i.e. DHA values were 42 00 wL Ha 100g soil’ for the first season
and 47.30 uwL H; 100g soil’ for the second season. Additionally,
mcreasmg either compost or chicken manure level from 10, 20, 30 to 40
- m?® ffed. when accompanied with biofertilizer increased all the tested soil
biological characters than those received organic manure only without
biofertilizer. It is worth to note that application of 20 m compost combined
with biofertilizer had recorded similar resuits to those obtained the control
treatment (chemical fertilizer). The lowest sorl biclogica! values were
recorded by the treatment received 10 m® /ffed compost without
bicfertilizer.

Regarding the effect of biofertilizer on biological activity of the
post harvest soil aspects results were in accordance with those reported
by EL-Kholy 1998; Mervat and Dahdoh 1895; Khaliil ef al.. 2004 and Abd
EL-Laty et al., 2005.

it can be concluded here that the obtained higher eariy and total
yields of snap beans due to the application of 30m3 chicken manure /fed.
+ biofertilizer would be related to the biological activitiy of the added
chicken manure. Thus addition of the above mentioned raie of chicken
manurg would be matching or even surpass the effect of chemical
fertilization in terms of snap bean yield and pod quality.
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Table (8): Effect of organic and biofertilizer on biological activity of the post harvest soil aspects (seasons

2003 and 2004).
First season i Secend season
o Na-fixers x 107 N Nz-fixers x 10°
I e} .
3 | O £ N 3 H
Treatments 2_:_:‘ - Ecn“ 5 5 2 :é" =3 = g'_m 5 E : 5 &

£9 Ignl «2% b 3 807 |39 [§5%] «Fa 3 3 i, ET

e <8l 0ty b = el E_ |22 o8 a = [

88 |Rg| 923, 8 5 1%2% ! 28 |28%| 9359 3 5 LEE

<8 s = g x o <8 o S0 % & z22 4

¥ & 3 3 § 135 |¥7 el ¥ § 2

r < = T E <

a L , a
10m” comp+bic™ | 9.3 | 7.1 133 2.3 1.2 109.9 | 11.1 7.2 144 25 1.7 113.9
20m” comp™'+hio | 18.3 [226] 299 4.6 21 1173 | 139 [ 194 249 2.8 2.2 131.0
30m° comp. +bio ! 14.2 [14.0] 300 3.9 2.2 1415 | 148 | 157 272 3.1 2.4 142.7
40m” comp+bio 150 [16.5] 308 32 3 1445 | 162 | 1989 315 3.3 35 156.0
10m” Chick “+bio | 18.9 [280] 358 4.5 4.1 179.0 | 19.2 | 28.9 370 4.6 4.4 183.6
20m” Chick+bio 26.1 [33.2] 402 54 49 390.6 | 30.8 | 38.0 416 5.6 52 4151
30" Chick+bio 34.0 [41.0] 431 5.8 56 4165 | 35.2 | 419 437 6.3 6.0 546.9
40m” Chick+bio 420 |537] 461 7.0 6.3 5529 | 47.3 | 57.3 470 9.1 7.9 889.7
10m’ comp :
without bia 70 | 47 93 1.9 1.0 63.5 9.2 5.8 IER! 2.0 1.1 79.6

3 T

10m™  Chicld 4345 {1251 344 39 36 | 1562 | 188 | 255 | 356 43 39 {1616
without bio
Control 19.9 2911 372 47 46 1836 | 204 | 2256 390 5.2 4.8 257.0
LSD at 0.05 8.044 l1245] 2258 0.25 0.213 776 | 7.13 | 864 | 16.95 0.38 0.29 92.44
(a) bio = Biofertilizer (b} comp = Compost {c} chick = Chicken manure

(d} DHA = Dehydrogenase {(e) N-ase = Nitrogenase
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