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Studies on the Ecological Characteristics
for the Plant Types in the Peanut
( Arachis hypogaea L.)
IV, Effect of Vinyl-and Non-mulching on Growth
among Peanut Plant Types

Jung 11 Lee* Yong Hwan Park* and Yeon Kyu Park™

ABSTRACT

This study was conducted to investigate the growth characteristics for each of botanical types of peanut
(Arachis hypogaea L.) under vinyl-and non-mulching in cultural limiting region. Ten peanut varieties pertaining
to virginia-large seed, virginia-small seed, spanish, valencia, shinpung type were used in this study. Main stem
length was in order of valencia, spanish, virginia-small seed, shinpung, virginia-large seed type under vinyl-and
non-mulching.

By vinyl-mulching, the maximum growth stage of main stem was shortened by 20 days than that of non-
mulching. Number of branches per plant was distinguished among botanical types.

Numbers of those were virginia-small seed 28, virginia-large seed 27, shinpung 15, spanish 13, valencia 7
under vinyl-mulching and were virginia-small seed 22, virginia-large seed 21, spanish 12, spinpung 12, valencia
5 under non-mulching. The longeset branch length was in order of valencia, spanish, spinpung, virginia-large
seed, virginia-small seed type under vinyl-and non-mulching and velencia type was the longest of the botanical
types.

Number of nodes on main stem was generally 20-30 nodes and stable growth characteristic comparatively.
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Fig. 1. Seasonal changes of main stem length
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Fig 6. Comparison of no. of nodes on main
stem for plant types under vinyl-and
non —-mulching.
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