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Abstract. Field studies were conducted in an Alfisol in two different locations at Samaru -Zaria,
Nigeria. The objectives were to determine the effects of cow dung managem ent practices, time of
application and urea fertilizer on the soil phosphorus content at direct and residual effects in two
locations. The treatments consisted of 3 management practices, 4 durations of field storage and 2
levels of urea arranged in a 3x4x2 factorial experiment fitted to a randomized complete block design
with 3 replicates. The soil texture of the two locations were different, this contributed to the
differences in the available P of the soils of the two locations. The application of the cow dung
irrespective of how it was managed resulted in significant (P < 0.05) increase of available P in the
soil more than the control. The com bination of the managem ent practices (handling m ethods, tim e
of application and urea levels) significantly (P < 0.05) affected the available P of the soil, but none of
the treatments showed any consistency at the two locations and at direct or residual effects. The
direct effects tend to have high available P values than the residual effects at both 4 Weeks after
planting and at harvest in the two locations.

Keywords: Alfisol, available phosphorus, cow dung man agem ent, direct and residual effects,
duration of field storage, Nigeria, urea.
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INTRODUCTION
According to Camberato et al. (1996) and Fulhage (2000) the nutrient
content of manure varies widely with animal species, age, ration quality and
feed consumption, as well as with different methods of storage, handling
methods, housing type, temperature and moisture content, treatment and land
application.

According to Fulhage (2000), manure contains the three major

plant nutrients: nitrogen, phosphorus and potassium (NPK), as well as many
essential nutrients such as Ca, Mg, S, Zn, B, Cu, Mn. In addition to supplying
plant nutrients, Fulhage (2000) further explained that, manure generally
improves soil tilth, aeration, and water holding capacity of the soil and promotes
growth of beneficial soil organisms. Manure applied in the proper amounts at
the appropriate time can supply some, if not all, of the nutrient requirements of
many crops.
Phosphorus is one of the main limiting plant nutrients and its deficiency
is a major constraint for better crop production in most tropical soils
(Tchienkoua and Zech, 2003). Nitrogen and available P are the most deficient
plant nutrient elements in Nigeria (Ayeni, 2012). The deficiency of P primarily
occurs as a result of shortage of inherent soil P, depletion of soil P by crop
removal, sorption and fixation of P with Fe and Al oxides and hydroxides
(Solomon andLehmann,2000).In animal manure management, P is the nutrient
of major concern on soils with high P fertility levels (Johnson and Eckert, 2009).
Phosphorus applied to fields as manure or commercial fertilizer can move into
bodies of water during erosion and runoff events, and is largely responsible for
the accelerated eutrophication of many bodies of water (Johnson and Eckert,
2009). Phosphorus leaching from soils with elevated P levels due to manure
applications is increasingly becoming a concern as a source of eutrophication of
streams and lakes (Lehman et al., 2005).
There is limited information available with respect to the crop response to
manure P (P.E.I., 2005). This explained that crop response to P is dependant on the
method of application since P is not as mobile in the soil as nitrogen. When
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fertilizing with manure for the first time, care should be exercised to ensure that
sufficient P is applied. In general, 50% of the total P in manure is available to
plants in the first year. To ensure enough P is available to a growing crop, add 14
to 17 kg/ha of P 2O5 as a starter fertilizer with the seed. Application of P, especially
on P deficient soils promotes root growth, stimulates tillering, and influences
favourable better growth and thereby better yield and juice quality of sugarcane
(Bokhtail and Sakurai, 2003). Phosphorus deficiency leads to reduced metabolic
rate and photosynthesis which then leads to reduction in yield and quality. While
most soils, contain a high proportion of reserves of total P, most of it remains
relatively inert and less than 10 % of the P enters the plant – animal cycle (Pal and
Allan, 1992). Quite noticeable in tropical sites are the effects of manure as a P
fertilizer and the improved effectiveness of mineral P fertilizers when combined
with manure (Mokwunye, 1980). Agboola et al., (1975) described a typical case of
this on an extremely acidic, humid tropical site, where they found that mineral P
fertilizer had no effect on cowpea. But, when the fertilizer was applied with
relatively small amounts of farmyard manure (2.5 t ha-1), increasing the amount of
P applied also increased yields. The objectives of this study were to determine the
effects of cow dung management practices, time of application and Urea fertilizer
on the soil P content in an Alfisol at direct and residual effects in two locations.
MATERIALS AND METHODS

Location and description of experimental site.
The field studies were carried out at Samaru at two different locations
within the same zone at the IAR Research Farms and the Samaru College of
Agriculture (SCA) Farm, Samaru, which are both located at Latitude 11 o 11” N and
Longitude 7o 33” E in the Northern Guinea Savanna zone of Nigeria.
Samaru has mean annual rainfall of about 1050 mm, spanning the periods
from May to September, while the dry season starts from October to April with a
mean daily temperature of 24 o C (Kowal & Knabe, 1972). The hottest months are
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those that precede the rains (March to April) and coldest months occur in
November to January, October and February are considered as transition months.
The global radiation is evenly distributed throughout the year, ranging from 440
cal. cm2 day-1 in August to 550 cal. cm2 day-1 in April to May (Kowal, 1972).
Cow dung collection and subjected to management practices.
The study consisted of collection and incubation of cow dung and subsequent
evaluation using field experiments. The cow dung that was used for these
experiments were collected from the National Animal Production Research
Institute (NAPRI), Shika-Zaria in years 2003 and 2004. The cow dung collected
was subjected to different management practices as described in figure 1.
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Figure 1. Diagrammatic Presentation of Experimental set up.
Fresh cow dung was collected early in the morning from pens and piled into
a heap. The cow dung was then mixed thoroughly with a shovel with the aim of
harmonizing it. After mixing it thoroughly, it was then subjected to the various
management schedules as follows: (i) cow dung placed in a pit of 2 x 2 m and 75 cm
deep and covered (PC) with a polythene sheet, (ii) cow dung heaped on the ground
surface and covered (SHC) with a polythene sheet, and (iii) cow dung heaped on the
ground surface and left uncovered (SHU). The collection of the cow dung and its
distribution to the 3 different management practices was repeated for the next 2
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days as described above until adequate cow dung was gathered. The cow dung was
then allowed to decompose for four weeks (one month, composting) without any
disturbance before it was removed and stored in the field.
This experiment started in February, 2003 with the collection of cow dung
and allowing it to decompose (composting) for 4 weeks which means the field
storage (exposure) of the cow dung was from March to May (12 weeks of field
storage before application to the soil as amendment). The same cow dung
treatment as described for February above was repeated in March against April to
May (8 weeks of field storage before application to the soil as amendment), April
against May (4 weeks of field storage before application to the soil as amendment)
and May against June (0 week) where cow dung was collected at the termination of
composting and applied to the field immediately, without field storage (the
moisture content was taken into consideration). The same procedure was repeated
in the second year (2004).

Cow dung and Soil sampling and preparation.
Cow dung samples were taken after subjecting the cow dung to the three
different management practices i.e. (PC, SHC and SHU) but before taking them to
the field for storage. This set of cow dung after collection was air dried and stored
for analysis. The second sampling of the cow dung was done at the end of field
storage, before application and incorporation into the soil in the field (at this stage,
the cow dung treatments must have been exposed at the field in storage after the 1
month of composting for different time durations of 12 weeks - 0 week). These were
all carefully processed and kept for analysis and for use in the field.
Before the commencement of the experiment surface soil sample (0 to 20 cm
depth) was collected from the field where the field experiment was conducted at
IAR and SCA farms. After the experiment had been established, soil samples were
collected at two stages of plant growth with a soil auger at 0 to 20 cm. The first
sampling was at 4 WAP and the second sampling was at harvest. Samples were
taken from each plot in the 3 replicates. Soil samples were collecte d at 3 different
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points diagonally across the plot and bulked together and a subsample taken. In
the second year of the experiment, when the residual effect was to be observed, the
same plots were maintained and the ridging was also done manually to avoid the
transfer of soil from one plot to another. The same procedure for soil sampling and
processing carried out in the first year was maintained in the second year. In each
case the samples were carefully air dried, sieved with a 2 mm sieve and stored for
analysis.

Cow dung and Soil analysis.
The surface soil samples for field studies were analyzed by the following
methods: particle size distribution using the standard hydrometer method (Klute,
1986) . The soil pH was determined in water and 0.01 M CaCl2 with a pH glass
electrode using a soil: solution ratio of 1:2.5. Organic Carbon was determined by
wet oxidation method of Walkley–Black (Nelson & Sommers, 1982).
Exchangeable bases were determined by extraction with neutral 1 N NH 4 O
AC saturation method. Potassium and Sodium in the extract were determined by
the flame photometer, while Ca and Mg were determined by atomic absorption
spectrophotometer (Juo, 1979). Available P was extracted by the Bray 1 method.
The P concentration in the extract was determined calorimetrically using the
spectronic 70 spectrophotometer. Total N was determined by the Kjeldahl
procedure (Bremner & Mulvaney, 1982; Bremner, 1982).

Field Experiments.
The field experiments were conducted at two locations. The first trial was
carried out at the IAR Farm, Samaru in the year 2003 season. The second trial was
established at the SCA Farm, Samaru in 2004 season. In all the experiments, the
same treatment combinations, experimental design, observations and procedures
were maintained.
The experiment was a factorial experiment with 3 factors, laid out in a
randomized complete block design replicated three times. The treatments were: 3
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cow dung management practices, 4 different storage times after 1 month
incubation (composting) before application to the field, 2 levels of N (3x4x2). There
was a control treatment where no cow dung or nitrogen fertilizer was applied.
These gave a total of 25 treatment combinations.
The land was plowed and harrowed and the field was mapped out into plots
in the first year of the experiment. The plot sizes were 4 x 5 m (20m 2) and each plot
was separated from the other by one meter. The plots were then immediately
ridged manually at 75 cm between ridges with the hand hoe to incorporate the cow
dung. Cow dung subjected to different management practices which had been
conveyed and stored in the field at different times (March for 12 weeks, April for 8
weeks, May for 4 weeks and June for 0 week) were applied manually at 5.0 t ha

-1

on dry matter weight basis.
In both years of the experimentation, maize (Var. Oba super II) dressed with
Fernasand D was sown at two seeds per hole, at a spacing of 25 cm within the row.
The seedlings were later thinned to one plant per hill at two weeks after planting.
A blanket application of P was applied as single super phosphate (SSP) at
the rate of 60 kg P 2O5 ha-1 and 45 kg N ha-1 as urea was applied in two split equal
doses to the appropriate plots. The first application was done immediately after the
first weeding (3 WAP). The second dose was applied at the time of second weeding
(6 WAP). In each case the fertilizer was applied by single band about 5 cm deep,
made along the ridge, 5-8 cm away from the plant stand and covered immediately.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
The results of some physical and chemical properties of the experimental
sites are presented in Table 1. The soil texture of the two locations was not the
same, a sandy loam in IAR farm and a silt loam in SCA farm. This must have
contributed to the differences on the results that were observed in the two
locations. I t has been reported that differences in soil texture could lead to
differences in available P (Ayeni, 2010); different soil textures might result in
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different microbial activities, pH buffering capacity, infiltration rate and
accretion (Ayeni, 2012).
The results of the soil available P was significantly (P < 0.05) affected by
the various treatments in the two locations (Tables 2 and 3), however there was
no clear relationship. Management practices, duration of field storage and urea
fertilizer, did not clearly affect the available P content of the soil. Larney et al.
(2005) reported a similar result that, the manure handling treatments did not
have a significant effect on percent available phosphorus of manure.
In the two farms all the treatments that did not receive manure
application gave the lowest available P values at both direct and residual effects,
though the pattern was a little bit different in the SCA farm. Comparing the
results of the direct and residual effects in the two locations, the direct effects
tend to have high available P values than the residual effects at both 4 WAP and
at harvest. There was no treatment that showed any level of consistency in the
two locations and at the two stages of sampling. These results showed that the
addition of manure generally increased the soil available P. Ayeni (2012)
reported a similar result, that the addition of cattle dung, cattle dung + urea and
urea a lone increased the available P of the soil more than the control treatment.
But because of the various interactions of factors (temperature, rainfall,
microbial population and activity)that are involved on the various treatments,
which could affect the available P there was no consistency on the behaviour of
the treatments for the two locations and at the direct and residual effects. It has
been reported that a deficit of P or a decrease in its availability on cultivated
soils can be counteracted by fertilizing with farm yard manure (Godefroy, 1979;
Prasad and Singh, 1980). The reasons why manure brings about an increase in
available P are both chemical (higher pH, lower C/P ratio) and biological
(heightened biological activity, increased mineralization of P compounds,
increased root activity etc). Ayeni (2012) explained that the increase might be as
a result of P available in cattle dung together with the native organic P already
present in the soils. That the treatments applied might have provided favourable
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condition for phosphatase enzymes in the mineralization of P in the soil. The
increase in available P in soil samples fertilized with urea substantiated the
assertion that the P mineralized was not totally from the cattle dung. Samuel et
al. (2003) emphasized that P availability is strongly correlated with organic
carbon. Ofori (1980) suggested the following additional reasons for P availability
due to manure application in the soil: organic colloids prevent dissolved
phosphate from coming into contact with free aluminium and iron; when organic
matter decays, the carbonic acid then forms dissolved phosphate; organic
phosphorus is less strongly fixed by the soil and microorganisms mineralized
organic phosphate compounds.
CONCLUSION
The soil texture of the two locations were different, this must have
contributed to the differences in the available P of the soils of the two locations.
The application of the cow dung irrespective of how it was managed, time of
application and with or without urea resulted in significant (P < 0.05) increase of
available P in the soil more than the control. The combination of the management
practices (handling methods, time of application and urea levels) did not
significantly affected the available P of the soil, and none of the treatments showed
any consistency at the two locations and at direct or residual effects. The direct
effects tend to have high available P values than the residual effects at both 4 WAP
and at harvest in the two locations.

186

Journal of Agriculture and Sustainability

References
[1] Agboola, A. A; G.O. Obigbesan and A.A. Fayemi(1975). Inter relations between organic
fertilizers in the Tropical rain forest of Western Nigeria. FAO Soils Bulletin No. 27:337- 351.
[2] Ayeni, L.S. (2012). Com bine effect of cattle dung and urea fertili zer on organic carbon, forms of
nitrogen and available phosphorus in selected Nigerian soils. Journal of Central European
Agriculture 13(3) 610-616. DOI: 10.5513/JCEA01/13.3. 1098
[3] Ayeni, L.S. (2010). Efect of cocoa pod ash, NPK fertilizer and their combinat ions on soil
chemical properties and yield of Tomato (Lycopersicum esculentum) on two soil types. New York
Science Journal 3 (4): 1-11.
[4] Bokhtail, S. M. and K. Sakurai (2003). Sugarcane Response to Phosphorus. Better Crops
International. 17 (1): 20 – 25.
[5] Bremner, J.M. (1982). Total nitrogen. In, C.A. Black (ed) Methods of Soil Analysis Part II.
Chemical and Microbiological Properties. Am. Soc. of Agron. Madison Wisconsin. 1149-1178.
[6] Bremner, J.S. and Mulvaney, C.S. (1982). Nitrogen-total. In: Page, A.L. (ed). Methods of Soil
Analysis, Part 2. American Society of Agronomy, Madison, Wisconsin, Pp 595-624.
[7] Camberato, J; B. Lippert; J. Chastain and O. Plank (1996). Land application of Manure.
http:/hubcap.clemson.edu/~blpprt/manure.html. (Accessed, Nov. 2010).
[8] Fulhage, C.D. (2000). Reduce environm ental problems with proper land application of animal
manure. University of Missouri Extension. USA.
[9] Godefroy,

J.

(1979).

Com position

de

divers

residue

organiques

utilizes

commeamendementorganomineral. Fruits, 34(10):579-584.
[10] Johnson, J and D. Eckert (2009). Best Managem ent Practices: Land Application of Animal
Manure. Ohio State University Extension, Departm ent of Horticulture and Crop Science
2021 Coffey Road, Columbus, Ohio 43210-1044 (Retrieved on 8th Dec., 2011).
[11] Juo, A. R.S. (1979). Selected m ethods for soil and plant analysis. IIT A Manual Series. No. 1,
Ibadan, Nigeria.
[12] Klute, A. (1986). Methods of Soil Analysis, No. 9. Part 1, second edition, American Society of
Agronomy, Madison, Wisconsin.
[13] Kowal, J.M. (1972). Radiation and Potential crop protection in Samaru, Nigeria. Savanna, 1:
89-101.
[14] Kowal, J.M. and D.T. Knabe (1972). An Agro-Climatological Atlas of Northern Nigeria with
explanatory notes. Ahmadu Bello University, Zaria Press.
[15] Larney, F.J., K.E. Buckley, X. Hao and W.P. McCaughey (2005). Fresh, stockpiled and
composted Beef Cattle Feedlot Manure Nutrients levels and Mass Balance Estimates in
Alberta and Manitoba. Journal of Environmental Quality. Vol. 35(5), Pp 1844-1854. DOI:
10.2134/jeg2005.0440vol.35N o.5,p. 1844-1854.

Journal of Agriculture and Sustainability

187

[16] Lehmann, J., Z. Lan, C. Hyland, S. Sato, D. Solomon, and Q. M. Ketterings (2005).

Long-

Term Dynam ics of Phosphorus F orms and Retention in Manure-Am ended Soils. Environ. Sci.
Technol., 39 (17)pp 6672–6680. DOI: 10.1021/es047997g
[17] Mokwunye, U. (1980). Interactions between farm land manure and fertilizers in savanna soils.
In:FAO Soils Bulletin, No. 43:192-200.
[18] Nelson, D.W., and Somm ers, L.E. (1982). Total carbon, organic carbon and organic matter. In:
A.L. Page, R.H. Miller and D.R. Keeney (eds). Methods of Soil Analysis N o. 9, Part 2, Chemical
and Microbiological properties. Am. Soc. Agron. Madison, Wisconsin.Pp 539-579.
[19] Ofori, C.S. (1980). The use of organic materials in increasing crop production in Africa. In: FAO
Soils Bulletin, No. 43: 121-128.
[20] Pal, S. K. and F. Allan (1992). Effect of N, P, K, S, Zn and Mn nutrients on yield and sucrose
content of sugarcane in flood plain soils of Bangladesh. Indian J. of Agric. Sci. 62 (7): 450 455.
[21] Prasad, B. and A.P. Singh (1980). Changes in Soil properties with long-term use of fertilizer,
lime and Farm Yard Manure. J. Indian Soc. Soil Sci., 28 (4) 465-468.
[22] SAS Institute (1999). SAS User’s Guide. SAS Inst. Cary, N.C.
[23] Samuel, L.T., L.N. Wernner; D.B. Jam es and L.H. John (2003). Soil fertility and fertilizers.
5thEdn. Prentice Hall, New Jersey, USA. Pp 634.
[24] Solomon, D. and Lehm ann, J. (2000). L oss of Phosphorus from soil in semi -arid northern
Tanzania as a result of cropping: evidence from sequential extraction and

31P-NMR

spectroscopy. European Journal of Soil Science, 51: 699-708.
[25] Tchienkoua, M. and Zech, W. (2003). Chemical and spectral characterization of soil
phosphorus under three land uses from an AndicP alehumult in West Cameroon. Agriculture
Ecosystems and Environment, 100: 193-200.

188

Journal of Agriculture and Sustainability

Table 1.Some physical and chemical properties of the soil of the first
and second experimental sites at commencement of study.

Parameters

IAR Farm

Sand (g kg-1)

640

360

Silt (g kg-1)

210

540

150

100

Texture

Sandy loam

Silt loam

pH 1:2.5 (H2O)

5.90

5.90

5.10

5.20

74.0

44.0

Total N (g kg-1)

5.3

7.0

C/N ratio

14.0

6.3

Bray 1 P (mg kg -1)

7.00

2.00

Exchangeable Calcium (cmol kg-1)

2.00

1.60

Exchangeable Magnesium (cmol kg -1)

0.80

1.00

Exchangeable Potassium (cmol kg -1)

1.84

0.49

Exchangeable Sodium (cmol kg -1)

1.87

1.13

Clay (g

kg-1)

pH 1:2.5 (CaCl2)
Organic Carbon (g

kg-1)

IAR = Institute for Agricultural Research
SCA = Samaru College of Agriculture

SCA Farm

9.0c
11.0c
11.0c
10.0c

PC
PCM
PCA
PCY
PCJ

2.57

10.0c
11.0c
17.0abc
11.0c

21.0ab
13.0bc
22.0a
11.0c

12.0c
11.0c
13.0bc
13.0bc

9.0d

11.0dc
12.0cd
14.0a-d
15.0a-d

11.0cd
11.0cd
18.0abc
18.0abc

14.0a-d
22.0a
12.0cd
13.0bcd

2.63

11.0cd
15.0a-d
9.0cd
9.0cd

14.0a-d
10.0cd
11.0de
10.0cd

13.0cd
22.0a
9.0cd
14.0a-d

At harvest
oN
+N

7.0fg

10.0b-f
17.0a
14.0ab
9.0c-f

7.0fg
8.0fg
8.0d-g
16.0a

11.0b-f
7.0fg
8.0d-g
8.0d-g

1.37

5.0g
12.0a-d
10.0c-f
11.0b-f

8.0d-g
9.0c-g
9.0c-g
13.0abc

8.0efg
15.0a
13.0a-d
7.0fg

Residual effect(2004)
At 4 WAP
oN
+N

6.0d

6.0d
7.0cd
9.0bcd
8.0bcd

6.0d
11.0abc
8.0bcd
6.0d

6.0d
8.0bcd
12.0ab
8.0bcd

1.22

10.0bcd
8.0bcd
9.0bcd
9.0bcd

6.0d
6.0d
9.0bcd
8.0bcd

6.0d
7.0cd
12.0ab
14.0a

At harvest
oN
+N

© Copyright 2013 the authors.

oN = Direct evaluation, +N = 45 kg N ha

SHUM = Surface heaped uncovered March,
SHUA = Surface heaped uncovered April,
SHUY = Surface heaped uncovered May
SHUJ = Surface heaped uncovered June
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SHCM = Surface heaped covered March,
SHCA = Surface heaped covered April,
SHCY = Surface heaped covered May
SHCJ = Surface heaped covered June

PCM = Pit covered March,
PCA = Pit covered April,
PCY = Pit covered May
PCJ = Pit covered June

Means with the same letter(s) within the same group are not significantly different at 5% level of significance

9.0c

16.0abc
10.0c
17.0abc
10.0c

SHC
SHCM
SHCA
SHCY
SHCJ

Control
SE+

16.0abc
10.0c
10.0c
15.0abc

Direct effect(2003)
At 4 WAP
oN
+N

SHU
SHUM
SHUA
SHUY
SHUJ

Treatments

189

Effects of manure management practices, time of application and nitrogen levels on soil

available phosphorus (mg kg -1) in IAR farm.

Table 2
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11.0j
16.0efg
17.0ef
13.0g-j

PC
PCM
PCA
PCY
PCJ

1.02

12.0hij
11.0ij
23.0cd
12.0hij

32.0a
18.0e
33.0a
10.0j

14.0f-j
14.0f-j
12.0hij
12.0hij

14.0d-g

11.0g
12.0fg
14.0d-g
15.0def

14.0d-g
12.0fg
28.0b
24.0c

16.0de
35.0a
17.0d
15.0d-g

1.05

14.0d-g
24.0c
12.fg
11.0g

13.0efg
12.0fg
12.0fg
11.0g

11.0g
37.0a
12.0fg
22.0c

At harvest
oN
+N

9.0f-j

12.0de
22.0a
19.0b
7.0ijk

8.0ijk
7.0jkl
10.0e-i
22.0a

11.0def
5.0l
12.0d-g
7.0ijk

0.83

6.0kl
16.0c
8.0h-k
8.0g-k

6.0jkl
8.0g-k
10.0d-h
10.0d-i

8.0h-k
15.0c
13.0d
8.0h-k

Residual effect(2005)
At 4 WAP
oN
+N

9.0f-j

6.0j
10.0d-g
12.0bcd
8.0f-j

7.0hij
11.0de
7.0hij
7.0hij

8.0g-j
13.0cd
17.0a
10.0def

0.63

13.0bc
11.0cde
8.0f-j
8.0f-j

7.0hij
8.0g-j
8.0g-j
9.0fgh

9.0e-h
10.0def
13.0b
17.0a

oN = Direct evaluation, +N = 45 kg N ha

SHUM = Surface heaped uncovered March,
SHUA = Surface heaped uncovered April,
SHUY = Surface heaped uncovered May
SHUJ = Surface heaped uncovered June
-1

SHCM = Surface heaped covered March,
SHCA = Surface heaped covered April,
SHCY = Surface heaped covered May
SHCJ = Surface heaped covered June

PCM = Pit covered March,
PCA = Pit covered April,
PCY = Pit covered May
PCJ = Pit covered June

Means with the same letter(s) within the same group are not significantly different at 5% level of significance

15.0e-i

25.0bc
16.0e-h
26.0b
13.0f-j

SHC
SHCM
SHCA
SHCY
SHCJ

Control
SE+

25.0bc
13.0f-j
13.0hij
21.0d

SHU
SHUM
SHUA
SHUY
SHUJ

Direct effect(2004)
At 4 WAP
oN
+N
At harvest
oN
+N

Effects of manure management practices, time of application and nitrogen levels on
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soil available phosphorus (mg kg -1) in SCA farm.

Table 3

Treatments
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