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Table 1: Analysis of substrates used in pots, for the cultivation of Ficus benjamina cv. Starlight
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Table 2: pH and EC of culture media used in pots used for cultivation of Ficus benjamina cv. Starlight
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Fig 2: Comparing the effect of treatment time on
number of new leaves in Ficus benjamina cv.
Starlight
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Fig 1: Comparing the effect of different potting
substrates on the number of new leaves in Ficus
benjamina cv. Starlight
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Fig 4: Comparing the effect of treatment time on
stem diameter in Ficus benjamina cv. Starlight
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Fig 3: Comparing treatment time on height
increase in Ficus benjamina cv. Starlight
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Fig 6: Comparing the effect of different potting

substrates on total width of leaves in Ficus
benjamina cv. Starlight
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Fig 7: Comparing the effect of treatment time on
total length of leaves in Ficus benjamina cv.
Starlight

slgis (Verdonek et al. 1985) 0, 5 SCss s
LS 5 bl ) JTslpe ale 5 S s Cowy Ls S
0358 05 S msme 0 36 5 (Al e olS 5l o
el e 5L wmes I 030, Sope 4 S
5,5 0k OYW) sKas bl . uyls 055 CanseS

(o= Copm) s Gy b Zov s & Va3l

A

VESAY 20)E (OFRR) 5 OS5 IS s ol 4,5

1o sl Ll o il SYL a5 2l
Rl Ol S 5 0B CewseS 00+ S8
Cla.ﬂ Sl ol sdalise adln dals Gl s el
a5 Ldyt g oelS Sl Olpe 4 S
Iy Ady o 5 SIS 30 ele oS i
spie oy oS o Sles 5 S el pens

OTAY a5 0dS ke O panls)

3 %888 a ab ab
2 1600 b b
RS 1400
) 1200
3 1000
=) 800
600
4 100
3 200
— 1}
T'E |I [N ] & '| & '| ] A
B el . - >
¥ e AtS Y i
3“ r/s 3 xgé |D'X/ >
.5 A £
(4
/5’*’ ‘],l‘-‘x';g;:/ai’ﬂs 5
AL
i

L-_-__Ju [ T L G Ry T

268 JS I p ot il (gla iy 3T alin 0 S5
Yokl o8, Gl el e s
Fig 5: Comparing the effect of different potting

substrates on total length of leaves in Ficus
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Fig 8: Comparison the effect of treatment time on

total width of leaves in Ficus benjamina cv.
Starlight
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Improving growth characteristics of Ficus benjamina cv. Starlight using mushroom
compost in the potting substrate
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Abstract

Application of suitable substrates is important for growing ornamental plants. Mushroom compost is
considered as a waste in mushroom production. An experiment was done in a completely randomized
design including the following treatments: substrates containing 50% cocopeat + 50% mushroom
compost, 50% composted forest trees+ 50% mushroom compost, 50% perlite+ 50% mushroom compost,
50% leaf compost+ 50% mushroom compost and control substrate (70% agricultural soil+ 20% leaf
compost+10% rice husk). The comparisons were carried out in 4 months; April, May, June and July and
the the effect of different substrates were evaluated on the growing characteristics of Ficus benjamina cv.
Starlight. The result showed the effect of substrate was significant on factors such as new leaf number,
length and width of leaves while it wasn't significant on factors such as height, stem diameter and
chlorophyll content. Also the effect of treatment time was significant on new leaf number, height, length
and width of leaves, and stem diameter. The interactive effect of potting substrates and treatment time
were significant on stem diameter, new leaf number, length and width of total leaves too. However, they
weren't significant on plant height. Evaluation of results showed the best substrates for mixing with
mushroom compost, were cocopeat, perlite and composted forest trees. Also growing indices were higher
in plants that were treated in June and July compared tothe plant treated in other months. In conclusion,
potting substrates such as perlite, cocopeat and composted forest trees in combination with mushroom
compost are suggested to be used in the greenhouses.

Keywords: Cocopeat, Growth, Mushroom Compost, Perlite, Substrate.
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