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NUBUNBASIT1IEIE 3 0UUBUUN Tenebrio molitor L. (Coleoptera: Tenebrionidae) 1Hu
wasAsugiafiddyreaniald lunszuiumadsusameadefifntufeyavomusutensidmand
Feannsnthunldussleviuandudemeaieneldlifunwsnadwemhiu nqguszasdvoiniside
5Lﬁ@"3meﬁmaawmaﬁmmﬂyjawuaumﬂfﬁnaﬁ wasfnwanudululdlunmsihyavueuuensn
Franduldusslevidmiuduledunidlunssuiunisudnnena1iises annslnTsiyanusulen
$18mE3 nusmoimsiws studnlulasiau (N) weanesa (P) uaslwunadeu (<) whity Sevas
4.24 4.86 uag 2.27 Bun3eing (OM) wihiu Sawar 57.93 dnsrdiuasveuselulasiau (CO/N) wiriu
9:1 Al (EQ) winfiu 7.06 wag pH Wity 5.71 nnsfnwiuSeuiisunisugnaniiies 4
n33938 Msldeiedl (T1) yanueunensiand (T2) yald (73) wazlalladeiedl (T4) wuin anaiSesd
Ugnlaeldsnyauensndnnad aunsafuifvmandnnenanidosndausn lutufl 62 ndsnsugn
uaz 66 Yu Andednnunenvesijoiadl (T1) yavususensidnad (T2) yald (T3) uaz ynarunm/lil
Tde (Ta) Wity 10.332357 10.17+1.74 6.7311.72 waw 2131237 aon/fu tndinannen iy
9.3713.64 8.11%2.43 7.4811.81 uay 4.7511.05 nsu/non Uay tduUNUAUINa1IABN LWIFY
6.5610.91 6.1140.54 5.8310.50 uay 4.7710.42 lwufiuns audu wazn1sldyanueulensitng
ad dwiuduleduisslumsugnasnanibeddyinaliiunnsiisiunaadatunslélewns (P>0.05)
AdAey: veuduIINUUBULENSITIENE; MaTesdunsy; nsldusylevy; mnaudulule

ABSTRACT
Mealworm, Tenebrio molitor L. (Coleoptera: Tenebrionidae) is an important economic
insect in southern Thailand. Waste of insects in farming process is frass or excrement which can
be utilized and increased income for the farmers. The objectives of this research were to analyze

plant nutrients of mealworm frass and feasibility study on the utilization of mealworm frass in
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the organic marigold production process. Results revealed plant nutrients were macronutrient
and micronutrient. The primary macronutrients were nitrogen (N), phosphorus (P) and potassium
(K) were 4.24, 4.86 and 2.27%, organic matter (OM) was 57.93 %, carbon to nitrogen (C/N) ratio
was 9:1, electrical conductivity (EC) was 7.06 and pH was 5.71, respectively. The possibility of
organic marigold production was compared with 4 marigold cultivation treatments; chemical
fertilizers (T1), wheat bran weevil manure (T2), chicken manure (T3) and without chemical
fertilizers (T4). This study was found that the first harvested marigolds flowers was on the 62™
day in mealworm frass treatment while the other treatments were on 66" day after planting.
The average number of flowers of chemical fertilizers (T1), wheat bran weevil manure (T2),
chicken manure (T3) and control/no fertilizer application (T4) was 10.3313.57, 10.17+1.74,
6.7311.72, and 2.13%2.37 flowers per plant. Fresh flower weight was 9.37%3.64, 8.1112.43,
7.48%1.81, and 4.7511.05 g. per flower and flower diameter was 6.56£0.91, 6.11%0.54,

5.8310.50, and 4.77£0.42 cm, respectively. Data analysis of average number of flowers, fresh
flower weight and flower diameter of marigold on mealworm frass and chemical fertilizer were
not significant different (P>0.05).

Keywords: mealworm waste; organic marigold; utilization; possibility

At

A12L303 (marigold) Tagetes erecta L. Lf’Julﬁmaﬂmwgﬁﬁ]ﬁ'ﬁﬁiyﬁ&J@Jﬂ@dmmsfd’mﬁw
melulszina Lﬁmmmﬂuﬁﬁjﬁﬁqﬂdw Wiyiulagy aenflvunalveg Tinandngs Msveziandu fo
aniFesannsaiiuiieinandnvdsninugnifies 60-70 Ju anunsavgnuasifivifeinandnldnasnd
danalilnumsnsanansafinuntisszogianmsugniasmaiuiedld uenanandessdulinend
UQﬂLﬁalsz’fﬁm%’uﬂizé’u anues uaglglumaniadiAgeie Lan ﬂmgﬁummﬁauLﬁaqﬂﬁﬁmaﬂlﬂm
g miuuilaa videiFuninlineniuld (edible flower) mauslaelineniioidiueims wandasionms
W@3uauAM wazewnsilaidu (Functional food) Apmsiiuszneufieansdidqmioaisesngnii
lilFffesmmuamdasunmsiuguitfuusslosidesame uidifldunedeunavanaudssly
nsinlsAse FesnsvuamnunazANUfaIsTReIMSIMENiitInnT e eeiilas AshdrTides
Ailsddlunniliaenunduoms aseadulinendnvianisidouuudssuidundnsiusi
iesanaenanibesiiansusulnilad (Xanthophyll) Faduanslidnguualsiiuesd Afassnaaluns
\uasthssanen desfumnudonvesaeuszaman waganslungulailaused (Flavonoids) e

Jueed (Terpenoids) Auadin (Phenolic) waziunualsiiy (B-carotene) 1 uansdusuyadasy
(Nattakit et al., 2021)

msUgnanidesvidoliinen el miuiluemsiaduguamuioomsilaidudsiises
Ailsfaduegds Ao manndsvesasiailunssuiunandn Jeasiadildlunszuaunmsndaldun
WEGH
wigivlnvesfivdndudedldsusinemnsluimadifio monazmnaudwzannsaliuandniil
@mmwmwmmdaﬂquﬁaﬂ%ﬂaLﬂﬁLﬁaLﬂuLmdqﬁmmmﬁﬁw%'Uﬁ% Sﬂﬁgqmﬂﬁffﬂamﬁa&msiaﬁm

Wuszeznauudwalinudennsy wazvhlvfivseinnsesydvle msivesdevsevoundenla

wagansiniinndndngity luvaenasalidwansenuivguamgusinauwdluvusiaeanulunis
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nmsviadaduldusslenidmsuduledunigiogrunsvais Usznoututaguuuuasdiund
unumlunsdudaiiasvgio Jaduundsemsmadenuiolsiumaden nieemsival (Novel
food) dmsuuyuduardnifuuliufsduededeiios Tagiiunaiauuasialanilyasiunnndt 400
aumTegansy wazA1an13alInlul 2570 YaA1N1TRAIATR90 NS IUTAUINNUNAIILEIRT 2,067.9
auwsHyansy (Trade Policy and Strategy Office, 2022) denalvilunssurunisuaniinveddy Ao
yavesuuasfianunsothuliusslovidmivduleliiuiy Snvsdadunsanesliduaug (Zero
waste)

NUBUNUDATIV 11818 WS 0WUBUUN mealworm, Tenebrio molitor L. (Coleoptera:
Tenebrionidae) Wunsanasugiafiimadssegunsnanslunield itelddmsubuomnsvesdniin
Fn U0 wasdeiiana LﬁaqmnﬁiﬂiﬁuqmazmmmﬁwmLﬂuLma'inauwmme’l,ummié’mﬂé’(Kanok,
2013) My fumueuNeninaaiiteduumasemsdng veudeiiAnlunszuiunsndn fe ya
vosmuou daduunassinemsifvesity (David et al, 2020) awnsavhanldidudouazdsualinig
\wiydulanazsandslndidssiunslddeind (Kunwanlee and Maneerat, 2021) 519emnsfiwiilsann
yauasiieuuananatuduiuensildlunisides (Poveda et al, 2019) Yagtiuidelddinisnan
ansomnslddmiuissueuteniinadluvenjoinaftelddmiuidumiefowumasish ya
vowuauueatnadiduresdefiAnnnnadsuazineideiingninduiddiunandesen
dieldUsslemidmiudumasenmsia Tnqusvasdvosmsifoiifieinseismensfivanveses
\deannszuirunsndnnuounensidaadluiesUiuiins wazdnmenudululalunisudanen
A RBUNIIMELATUDULEATIT NG

gunsnluazdsnis

nsAaisImeIMITEIINvaLdelunsTuIunsHEAURUNaASI1ENE

thesdenieyavuouiindennnszuiunisudanusunoniiinad funeidodasldgns
91M3TINARTAEUIENARLIUN TR Sycanus collaris (F.) wazuasivinf oy wdauenile
dostunuutiourssusuuazdnuduensiimand lnldmeunsssounaned auin 10 wuy (Fusiu
Audnatamv1e 0.51 dadluns) didregayanueutens1tanafieien Ui 500 niu dagud
UFTRMTAAEinas Annnenssssuna uminetdoasauniuns iledinsizsisinevnsvdn
e WNIT0 Wazqasiddydniuit nduihdeyadildunuieudsuiuannnsgulesunas
MuUsEMANTIATINEINYAS 1309 “rvumnasidedunis” wa 2557

msfnwanudululdluntsuinaenaiFedunsd
nsnweuuldlfifensndnnonanidestagliyanueuseasiinadidules (51me1mns
i) Wisuifsuiunslieiiinumsnstinisld Ae Jewadl Jeyaln uazlaldansiadl (control)
Aun1ugnanises s wlasdjuan1sn1advnnsinn1sdngiie AugnineINIsIsunIR
wIngdeaswaiuaiuns Ingnanmialug lneduEuNITNaaeIwuUguaNysal (completely
randomized desigh, CRD) Usgnaunae 4 n35u3s Ae Jewadl (T1) yanueunens1t1iand (T2) yald
(T3) uaz yamuan/lildles (Ta) Busndunslemnziwdanidedumanguuua 104 gy Wunan
14 Yu nifudedundradunszansgnaunn 8 ir Anaudueieldlilunszanauds nssuds T1 W
{oiailgns 16-16-16 Wlaami3eseny 4 uas dani uazans 8-24-24 laenit3eseny 7-10 dansi uaz
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n33w3% T2 uay T3 laeludnan 55 niu/su/dunt uwiagnsaudsvh 3 61 wiagdldiunases
U 10 AY 1‘151’%L.wiawuﬁmﬂ%y’qLLiﬂué’W’mﬁﬁmiéﬁ&Jﬂaﬂé}’uﬂéﬁm’;ﬁmmmvawLfJunm 7 U uay
1‘1/11Jsmﬂaﬂmmummammaama 10 dawi Guiintoya Fuusnuesnsifiuieanands s1uunen
vhweinan waz R uAugnaen AAuAsldludazads Audeyaiduszesiaan 20 ’;uuanmnaw
Ugniduwan 60 "LJ']‘ZJEJJJﬁVﬂWJﬂLﬂi%%WN@JLLiJilJi’JuVlNaﬂmfﬂ’JEJ Analysis of variance, ANOVA i
sedumEesTy 95%

NAN1MAABILALIRNTA]

N153ATERsMeMITNYIINYaLdsTunTEUIUNITHANUaUNEAIIY1 818

PNMTIATIRIT WM MTAYAINTR Rl unTEUINNTHENURUNBASITIEE (Yarueuwen
$19719813) TngauduJuRn1sinseinans AugnIneINssssuyi wudl yavueutens1iIang 4579
o srudnlulpsiou (N) Weanesa (P) waslwuvaideu (K) wihitu Sovax 4.24 4.86 ua 2.27
519309 MR8 upauien (Ca) unnilideon (Mg) warluiden (Na) whitu Jevaz 0.54 0.91 uax 0.04
waggasIAiy A3n5g9 5 viln Ao wdn(Fe) wuanflavn) Aoles(Cu) danzd(Zn) uarlusou(d)
WU 140.1 130.30 10.52 waz 119.73 ppm AudIRy Audu Wiy Seeay 8.44 dunieing (OM)
whiu Sevar 57.93 dnsrdruasussielulasiau (C/N) Wiy 9:1 Anisilnd (EC) windu 7.06
uaz pH Wiy 5.71 Fseiilageninsemansuinnisinums Fea “vuanasitedunis” w2557
(Table 1)

nsanganadulyldlunisudanananiFedunid

PNMsANwIUTEUTiBuNIsUgNAISes 4 n3suds Ysenaume mslddewndl yanueuuens
F1and yald wagllateownd wui aaFesiivgninglitanyanensiinmd aunsafuifemnande
ponadesasausn lutudl 62 n&an1sUgn wag 66 Tu lelivenssnissu Aadesiuiunenves
Jaiadl (T1) yavueunens1t1iad (T2) yaln (T3) waz yaaduaw/lildde (T4) windu 10.3313.57
10171174 6.7341.72 waz 2132237 aen/du Windnanaen windy 9.3743.64 8114243
7.4811.81 uay 4.7511.05 nSu/nen way LduNuAUENa1In0N IR 6.5610.91 6.1110.54
5.8310.50 way 4.77£0.42 Wwufiluns swadiu dethdeyauiieswvinamsadianuin msldyanuey
weasinmataduveandonnnszuiunsudausuueasiinma Weliuandetumaeadatunis
14Jewall (P20.05) (Table 2)

Tunszurunmsndnuuasisiifuveandefiindudnlg) Ao yavosuuas danstiganuey
wonsrimandunlivsslevddeliiinnsmuisuesagmamanuandudssndudniedadunis
Yrwanvey (Zero waste) islsmeldfinmaiyavesiassiatiunldusslond uasnuh yavesmusu
wonsinadUsEnauiie smemsfinisnaudn 519309 WarqasIA (Poveda et al., 2019; Houben
et al., 2020) LLavumﬁmm’lmUuﬂaaumawuUsvammwTunWisnﬂmmimmLmuim LaLANAIY
nunuliiuiy wuanznsmueds wazdnihnisasisanuwdusdiduiiy (Poveda et al, 2019)
uaﬂmﬂﬁﬂwslﬁgaﬁuauuamﬁwiwqaﬂﬁLflua'quﬂiaﬂau‘lui’aqwaﬁm%’uﬁﬂuaﬂﬁma faanunsadioiiia
anuanunsalunmsilulasaululdselond anusinuueailedfogluiaguan 1uflogenduves
8un3d (Nogalska et al, 2023) MnmsldyanusunonrinandiitedulslunisugnaniFesmuin
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$ruausendedu dntnanuanduihuguinansuesaen fatlndlAssuarlaiflenuusndeiuneadfity
nslddoind deaenadosiu Kunwanlee and Tewee (2001) nu3inisldyanusunensiiniana
anusabinandafisuvindunisiddeniilunisudandnneaniudin-u.e. waznistaledadayanuou
un Jedndinyaiein uaslodadiayanuouunmauiurleaa Iivandndnoiusunusid 1 lauansag
futunslidewndl waznsnisalddefiddiuusznevveyaunas ¥reifins1ne I sndn waziii
duvsdingludu Fadunsusulassadremulisdu (Prachwanee, 2021)

Table 1 Plant nutrition of mealworm frass from laboratory compared with organic fertilizer
standard of DOA

Plant nutrition DOA organic fertilizer Mealworm frass

standard

Macronutrients
Primary (%weight/weight)

- Nitrogen >1.0 4.24

- Phosphorus >0.5 4.84

- Potassium >0.5 2.36
Secondary (%weight/weight)

- Calcium - 0.54

- Magnesium - 1.32

- Sulfur - NA
Micronutrients

- Boron - NA

- Copper - 10.47

- Iron - 140.10

- Chloride - NA

- Manganese - 130.30

- Molybdenum - NA

- Zinc - 119.73
pH 55-8.5 571
Moisture <30 8.44
Organic matter (OM) (%) 220 57.93
ocC 33.68
C/N ratio <20:1 9:1

EC (ds/m) <10 7.06
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Table 2 The 1% harvested flower, number of marigold, average number of flower fresh weight,

and flower diameter on different fertilizers

1** harvested No. of marigold (flowers) Flower fresh Flower
Treatment flower Vi M + weight (g.) diameter (cm.)
in ax M TSD

(Day after plant) eans (meanztsd) (meanzsd)
T1 66 7 19 10.3313.57 a 9371364 a 6.5610.91 a
(Chemical)
T2 62 6 13 10.17%x1.74 a 8.112.43 ab 6.1120.54 a
(Mealworm frass)
T3 66 1 10 6.73%1.72b 7.48%+181b 5.83310.50 b
(Chicken manure)
T4 66 1 4 2131237 c 4.75%1.05 c 4771042 c
(Control)

F-test * * *

* Different letters within the same column was indicated the significant different at P<0.05

GEIL
N5t1veandeNNTEUIUMINEALIaWS oyakuasaiagarayldUslovd yanueusen
$rimaalisnesfivnsuiisavan 519509 warsmiEsy Tufsamdunsn-as (pH) uaza1ns
il (E0) mnzausenmilulivsslovivesiiv mslulflumsudnnonaniFesiiszansam
Wiguindunisléleinduazannsniunlddmiudusmemmsinienimannenaidedduszuy
un3d
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