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APPLICATION OF CARBONIZED CHICKEN DUNG (CCD)
SUPPLEMENTED WITH NITROGEN FERTILIZER ON
FINGER PEPPER (Capsicum frutescens L.) !

by
MICKO CHRISTOPHER T. OCAMPO

ABSTRACT

A field study was conducted to determine the effect
of CCD with and without the supplement of urea as source
of inorganic nitrogen fertilizer in the production of finger
peppet (Capsicum frutescens L.).

The different treatments used were: T1- 0 kg ha’!
(CCD) + 0 kg ha urea, and T2- 0 kg ha! (CCD), T3- 75 kg
ha! (CCD) + 200 kg ha urea and T4- 75 kg ha! (CCD, T5-
150 kg ha! (CCD) + 200 kg ha'urea and T6- 150 kg ha™
(CCD) and T7- 225 kg ha™ (CCD) + 200 kg ha'urea and
T8- 150 kg ha' (CCD). The study was arranged in
Randomized Complete Block Design (RCBD) with three
replications. The fertilizer requirement based on STK was
120-90-60 kg N, P20s, k.0 ha!

Results of study revealed that CCD with inorganic
nitrogen fertilizer supplement in the form of urea
influenced the production of finger pepper

In general, all the parameters evaluated such as
number of days to flower and harvest, height at flowering
stage, length and diamecter of fruit, number of fruiting
branches at last priming, number of harvested fruits, and
yield were increased with CCD with and without N
supplement (T3, TS5, and T7)

Furthermore, partial budget analysis revealed
lowest amount of CCD with Nitrogen supplementation (75
kg ha CCD + 200 kg ha' CCD + 200 kg™ urea) gave
highest net income (Php 755,500.00) and ROI (1.697%)
having a fertilizer grade of 92-16-14 N, P20s K0 kg ha'.

1/tAn undergraduate thesis manuscript presented as partial fulfilment of the
requirement for graduation with the degree of Bachelor of Science in Agriculture, Central Luzon
State University conducted at Research and Development Vegetable Experiment Project, Central
Luzon State University under the supervision of Dr. Constancia C. Dacumos with Research
Contribution No. CA-04-18-0005
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