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Preliminary Sudy of Biodegradable M ulching
Filmsin Peanut®

Yang S.R.,? and M.L.Chang®

Summary

Biodegradable mulching films of Dan-hai, Degra-Novon, Mater-Bi and Poly for
peanut cultivation were evaluated in this study. The results indicated that there are 51.4%
higher in percentage of seed emergence for mulching with degradable films,7 days after
sowing. Compared to bare cultivation, there are 16.8%~19.3% higher in flowering for
mulching with degradable films,24 days after sowing. The percentage of flowering was
only 44.4% for the bare cultivation,27 days after sowing .The percentage of penetrating
of gynophore for mulching with degradable films were mostly between 13-20%,but it
reached 30.8% for the plants mulching with Mater-Bi biodegradable film. Due to has less
empty pot, more pot number and heavier in pot and kernel for plants mulching with poly
degradable mulching film, therefore it got better yields compared to other mulching films.

Key Words Biodegradable mulching films, peanut
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