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Abstract

Sattayarak, S., Laosuwan, P, and Kamnalrut, A. (1996). Comparative Study on Recommended Varieties
of Mungbean. Suranaree J. Sci. Technol. 3: 9-13

Six recommended varieties of mungbean and blackgram were investigated for various characters. These varieties
were U-thong 1, Kamphaeng Saen 1, Kamphaeng Saen 2, Chainat 60, PSU-1, and U-thong 2. The last entry
was blackgram. They were planted in a randomized complete block design with four replications. U-thong 2
gave the highest yield followed by Kamphaeng Saen 1. Most varieties of mungbean exhibited similar growth
rate, net assimilation rate and leaf area index. However, at the late stage of growth U-thong 2 possessed the
highest net assimilation rate.
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Fig. 1. Unit leaf rate (ULR) of six mungbean varieties.
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Fig. 2. Crop growth rate (CGR) of six mungbean varieties.
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Fig. 3. Leaf area index of mungbeans.
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Fig. 4. Dry weight of mungbean variteties.
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Table 1. Yield and other characters of recommended varieties of mungbean tested at Hat Yai,
Songkhla.
Variety Yield 100-seed Seeds/ Pods/ Harvest Height
weight pod plant index
(kg/rai) (8 (no.) (no.) (%) (cm)
1. PSU-1 167 ab 6.04 b 109 ab 207 b 3709 ab 3471 d
2. U-thong 1 148 b 548 ¢ 11.6 a 191 b 3079 b 5256 b .
3. Chainat 60 102 ¢ 6.44 ab 83 ¢ 179 b 4255 a 2694 ¢
4. KPS 1 181 ab 586 b 106 b 234 b 3830 ab 4187 ¢
5. KPS 2 180 ab 663 a 102 b 228 b 3322 ab 38.75 cd
6. U-thong 2 200 a 500 d 70 d 36.6 a 6293 ¢ 60.25 a

Means followed by different letters are significantly different at P < 0.05 according to Duncan’s Multiple

Range Test.
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