a8 dam S I 56 SHI6W
sbesat &

OAI83Td MWIB SUGHBD

Oolal 2022/2023

N
G Rid BROKYD dGIICHIRABG BMBHNEGH



a8 Jesy B D23 x Dess 383255663 BE GV 235325

23025582925 2528 88638 e
2325)25)7 2022/2023

3&6058 6015502 ©8365IEED 62328 2925) IV

&5 o202 BRDSHYD FD Be5I3BE YZMIRBIGEE



228 JewrBa) D323 De3S Begr’ed’ B8ecBen 2355
2802538247 2028 3868 en
83520 2022/2023

3860586015302 6283656 62830¢ 2925 %D

228 Je1r8Bcs

ISBN 978-624-5727-49-0

5I@RBICS: 2024

& oz BASHYD JKD Sewr308
eE0EFRs 70140

Photographed and cover design by Prof. P.K. Dissanayake



Editorial Board

Editor in chief - Prof. PK Dissanayake

Managing Editor: Dr. WMAUKM Wijesekara

Coordinating Editor (Assistant): Ms. NMHI Nayakarathne

Coordinating Editor Agribusiness and Management: Ms. BMRL Basnayake
Coordinating Editor Agri Environment Resource Management: Prof. AD Amptiyawatta
Coordinating Editor Crop improvement and plant protection: Ms. PWM Tharindi
Coordinating Editor Crop Production Technology: Prof. GDK Kumara

Coordinating Editor Livestock production: Prof. TSP Jayaweera

Copy Editor: Mrs. DD Perera (Retired school teacher)



B Roz) BASEHPD DI 15185 ¢82)RBBIB)DI16¢} 8HIACS

8¢, B8 Coed »iBlitme dSwidns e00m gm0 6 eRewd
CroBmusied 805 @lownS. Y85 BTG a8es 8o g co®
IO BSOO ey 0. wHDTO® 808 goned OLIDE eI
BBDBBICOER 808 BRDEO g 0w ©Icw gm. & oo ©RCHED
BBOBevICeE B8R ¢B® s OO e a8 Bev8dn 2020 Deel
80 99ed sbeodven ¢()® ¥¥® amd R ST® wewr ¢dd® »I» ¢
e®® ©3lund 8D Deds ®mOD @Deed PG S B3O EP®
B0 WO,

B Coed 00530 ©E1 o DB OB DB OB DCHTOBE e®®
BRDDLICO®RE  d R . @080 e  HHBBO 88
DatSmusied gdanm 83ciB® ©cw 0®0x5 g &owe ®dvewns’ Een
22820082 @000 30815 B)ND &S 318 BCOO 0 5333 YRoe3BIS
ed.

DO, a8 BeoBded Bes®ic oW s, B i, OB ©wddss ¢ 3e3ii.
D103 @BIBD @ ¢ e®® Bied D1cons’ @B, OEcB aicbnm, tmey
B3O, ecbam, @8 eEdE ©Y DHOD eeNn] DI BBrIdH® HTWo
eens HO®IoT BBO® emdsied gewikmes eemr D0 o ¢ IBs e®53
g ©®0 @GBS woBUen wOren @m0 BOCD BHron SBTOO O e3® o ¥
eI d®E O,

e®® ©DeWLWC WOWYSD ©ECHI BROIEemE Ble® 80 gu3de O cBd®
e300 e €53 B30ed0 ONGCEE 8esd ww @ldne® GG OBNEEOS 0®
©CHI @® eusly BideBndn ad Beg alBwBNe® FLIBBIOSS e 123y
(@0 @ed e PBown sE .

@b 8. BE @z

conces
B Com ©RCOGD BROBCEG



B Roz) BASHPD DT 151263 2028 B2sr BA6S
BDr10BB2)O 6 E 35T

Beva@m @ w8 sledven 0Om S@ened a@dmc®8. &¢ &
@D EGen® COOE Bem® arfer’ sbedsen e DOHS »HD ©esEIPISI® .
e® wew sbeduen B8EACD ® e®i @deERINWE @I BND @0 BI®
DcoIed. e®® ¢15)® o @IVBEW!SS B SO I® Vmed sbedsen

2530 O B @Dedie D8 DO et OB arD.

e® 850 e®® HEOL®G O WOODL BEYI BVW LIWDBOGIES 3B}y &S D
®ed »@O8. wATOD OPLOBesIced 8 BesiBlewrs’ @®ds

RBEeOES Ewud D® wPRBIVD 88csiB8W Bdns e el o ed8.

eDerd D80 BBcBR Byled sbedven e®etd BonEnd ©8OBOmG o
312 E8® BmLg OGS @530 &0 OB BEWI CILDBOB OB B¢ 38353053

D ©eBDEHBOS ®1ed BnBc 85 vE B0 @ end.

@&l B3 Eesozcaz
BB

28 Bero8d3

B Co) ©R00GD BBODeBEB



228 2572376 2968 IS L) LRBBL) o KINBAY Y2)IGCS

©2R00gD BROBevICed 8 DexiBed gdws’ Dwd Busied sledsen 8
200EeRS BovE ©DBews’ O 30D sbeduen 8w 30000® GRS B3
e3¢0 BHYES ER OO @0l CIRI® e®Icdw @t .

e®® »B®» DRews DEos WOMOBG wEwI H® sledsen @ICNTT G ¢B3
8B0d sleodemes’io »c83 wy o® 83»08. Ye®xse, e®® »UHOBEO
20EHBOB 838332 @8l BE e300 Owm Y OHed eBt)IE®O Bd3

ededs} Beds BnBrs 888w .

SI® @@ 07®, sledeen wH ¢(H® ¢ »BE »O® YA bw®Ide WI®SS
B CoBw BFODcEs 0BG pE Dedvewrs’ im® e »Be® BwidEw
950 ©53c©8D D DB @S Pv® DIDOBS Gy ¢ Bwdos
IO @B on BE G @d.

8. 8. @»03ecdd

&o® GYWId

a8 D30300 WEO DO BLBBD PoAS
a8 Be008d3

B om0 8RO BRFODCBIES

VI



25028 2p235)C525) PRBCEL) o(3IE232 2929)IKICS

B o) ©8R00ED BRDDEEeE a8 BeriBled adws’ dwel Bysied
sbeduen ©B53 BDOE@imE 00 gawid B¢rid 8D & 880 gBewi®
2®RBIVD Beag® e O ¢1B)® eRIDWO §clus’ oy .

g 850 2020 Deel 80 8 BesiBlde OBs BovwE ®vens’ d® sbedses
920RE0 o BB, @180 gsed ¢® 0w Be® @0fen wlensd DIbEmd
8Bewon CR® »IBEES. 0®® B npE asmion O sledsen 8w
825005 30gel Sexien sleduen ®OG ©CHI DEHS Rigwe: O amHo®
20 &S5300 @m0 D@ ¢1)® YOED B0 ¢ DG Dy a.

e®® ubedsen om0 JOz0 B0 W § 8 Dev8led a@dwss’ deweb
83530 00530 e®® YIRH®B D IRGO ©d BB cwBwId BE Beg
@¢N0® BHBOBD O om0, e®n aued ed®Bw BB @® OBl
Bedned @030 D35 EBOGE CRI @¢y) g Bddes »I®.

0008 O0e® 0. BOEET
&o® GYWId

28 @BBD BLBBRE

a8 Be008d3

B Com 8RO BRODCBIEG

Vil



28¢5 23923253 53282372825 2$RISC5X) 20(IBBBIBEE 2325)ICS

28 DevoBled gdws’ Dwel 855 »O cod cedSen sledses
BB 83c Bwon G 881 § w8 Beninsd®@n sbeduen Bowe 353
CeO t30@5 B30 00 ewI§BTe®BEI 0 BHOF O cPevnS ect e®®
sbeduen miBe @@ e Bewon ar.

5@ @5 BEsicm BEEREE 0l gesEmBs’ H® sbedeen Eemon
CAMeS sy 8Os ICHE, 8@ B GiBm BEwcm, nsfess DD ®r &
28m BEsocm 0B Go® emeds HEADIDG e, Yendysd wiistd Bwwsgm
DOED O BBER® 000 ®»wns’, Opisilmnes’ ® Onfss »U®simed
BereEmys? 0 & lnnsnened ¢l ¢esemnids’ 8853 e®® mafc eodm
CeLE CRD sleduen B D8 Dcons D7) ar.

e®® »aBr O8s wReygrnens DN § sledven ¢1H)® el Cxment Jed
»80@simE 081 OB 9 300800858 @ om0 evm Je®8Eo
Beswd® oo D) ad.

@0 mBeu® GE® aBinn § deristem ¢i1m® weygnens D8s oD
eCe 9Jedini »e8T wmds’ gwiRens O »I8.

@b @b, O8. aBE) ded. PeBtnd
&o® GYWId

B 3®urs) BeEes0csy LBB®RES

a8 Bepo8d3

B Co1 ©R00ED BBODesEB

Vil



3012 2GS 292NIGACS

eR®® @BVOG BodE ®IWEDS sledwenncsd @y T8 eeic O
920R@0 15 BEBO © 5530w DD gYICHE. BEE Y OB LIOD
90 00 e O By D HIK OB @ wROS. sledsennm
Bev03®m ©3gR® B8R @DeRING R OO @i & RS S0
BE3DO aDmrnncs @NEeR. @®wd I eBnd »(® sbedsen YwInenrtS®
@oBE3 weds’ B¢ SEOB. ® BE ewnd sbedsven totdmaBu B85’
C EBm [EOO »® sbedsven wy) RO ¢ JO RGO o O53es’ eweed
¢ 15im BEAC B® owl gbedidw:s B8ds gy D H»BOE. O8O BED BewvE
DRO ¢ aCRY e’ sledven B8EAC mOOD 0wl cHBIOS GBI,
B0 BeICOEY e § odneds’ 8emim sledver @500 sbedsen »E
G RO @PeLewrs’ Bewim oleodewmBs’ 3BOH . OB § ©E
208 enRs} e®D53 sbedsen S O OO0 ®® 301 OBEDE.

@®d0 e®® @vrided BRACKED BED Bexiced & Bemy Blded 2022 e» 2023
2Dy Dl 8usied ©leduverns’i® was8dn aliped. e®® sbedsen
238 D 0 @BOWE VO & O 9RO OHO® ey § WOODBGE
©@0ed. emetd el DO BE6 VD B S OB (S § and, e®
T DY BHG e @0 ed HnSn 8853880 @ Pens. Ye®xs3®
@®® WBODB B J B1SOO adas BE B CRI ¢85 Gemwd adan
BE B8R0 Do an@Ba R @¢®s3 ¢POm ¢ ©ned COREBS Bp®0S
2880 B8LIJeB nBwds @ed enBc 885800 W@ Bend.

®o2lc »EE €006
a8 Beco8da
B Co1 ©R00ED BBODesEB



238 ¢s

2038 BB FABL Lo®S

gD® Orens’ BB (¢ WOOR HE RO WIOB eWeds ©EN
HBOESIE DEe®

7. O8. OD. ¢ 8E00, &. B. @2, WBIT iiiriiiiiiiii 2-3
DG oed meme w»w ooy ( Arachis hypogea L.) e@doed dbDzs

ened8 oo adedy O B¢m® § D4’ 0o OE ACH®
5.d. 8. 08. G, 8. 8. 98 08300, a8. 8. 9. O88@itm, 8. . enzrw

SC odiBn Dwr ®s PE GO YRS LuiE Yol Dol 88O g0
8368y el eusigen oy [8®

00.8.09. 839, 8¢d. 8. §ert3om, 8. OD.OB. BBIIC uvererirrirerrireieerrieeesirreee e 6-7
eI D53 eRi® ©EWI eIeS @BEO HOD WD B8O ©&HI
Bx BEedES ©.0bRme 88 (868 eddnnmwm)

8 J D 9ed vesiaqcdd, 8. 3. 90 08300, 9D e O® e ®ictlown, ® & &

LI o 1L N PRSPPI 8-9
Bedesodencs 0 ¢ ROE =g (Cinnamomum zeylanicum) ©8mews’
e 5 eEBeiE Bedesrdens SB®

a8. &. 08. ai5.9e01OCE, &. 8. 015, @0, B. CEHEBoW rrrrreriiiiierrreesiiirirere e 10-12
B OF &n®Oc 800 o emhesS mies Sode B8wvwom Y
©o880c Swdw

08.8.06. ScBow, & 8. o, OIS, OG. 3. Ot GBOBD cevvviivirrrrrrrrrrreeeeeens 13-14
B Co0d ™30 Bug mRIsed OG 880, DB ©» eIy ©¢HI
enicns’ 8 O a1od®

0. O®. WegCm, 8. e, Ces00w®, @23, OD. 8. OD. OIC wivviiiiiiiii 15-17



“TomEJC” #® geddes 8 ( Mangifera indica L.) ot @605 @emisien
000 8¢ 30y eHE® DRV, ¢ OPJ yBWIcH B greienids
e®c uBm0ne38 AEs®

3. 8. 8. Q& 8. &. 9D, ©EB308, ©8. 8. Bm1ds, &. 8. o). ®1C.......18-19
ge3 0 @eoT O 9O 8B8e® yBwicw ece el Owesied -
egenBe (Propolis)” 8 883810 Swimon® Bebames ®1 ©e0-

2ecdnden SoPdven BB
25, O®. &. @Qws, 8. o3, Cxnw, 8. 8. O8. e,

O. 8. 8. 90, 023 DBGEBBOBOBY «uviineiii i 20-22
DPE O @ecds ©wH8m B8R @ucnsIBE cBensd §BW™C e®
CBem8xs3 exinboned ©ne®asidmds SO8®

OG. 8. OB. YOOI, B. O, BE02DIHD.rrrererrrrererrrereiiiireesisisersssisrerssmineesaneen 23-24
Chinese Bellflower (Platycodon grandiflorus) ®cG ©&c e¢@xns’ &

BEeemede @niginsisn 80® & DICHS R0 F D O, B
RDBDIOBEO ) FS SLENBIBO DRI Idr BB Peenn [SE®

g 8 8. g 8. edodsm, 8. 8. eF. @®0, &. 9. REEEB. i, 25-27

Platycodon grandiflorus 8 essbon 38 Sdecms @ 9@e888gecHss
OB vty yadd DEe® YBYHD s Bbews SEO
. &. 3. Grdes, ®. &. 8. 5d®ewc1®, F. 9. DICLBB vviiiiiiiii 28-29

28 ©8e:8n HIFDedE s 88edexy (Cucumis sataivus .L) d®d
e3¢ EDICIOS Yy B8 8EAC adBBHE

el oS, 8. edOsE, e, ©8. O, e85, 8. &. 9. OCBIOD...uriiiiiirinn 30-31
B85 408 vawniS e DD WO ¢ ©¢HN® BT 8 OC
g3 €5 QEHTOD WIOG OB &e3DY) oBIED AELI®

B. 8. 0. 6. BB, 8. 0. Bz, 8. OB. DBID TS wevvreerrerererrerens 32-33
mexs3cy (Nerium oleander) es» es8xs3eesSwms (Euphorbia pulcherrima) e
RB yOidens yatdn S8®

3. &. 953, . Bedmen, &. 8. 0. OIS, 9. O0. B. 0. EEBENCBD «evveieennn... 34-35

Xl



880 ben ©EmOT P @dses OB gexmdicy  (Anona muricata) O
e0ITD- TR DEDI® EWETE DEBIB &IDICED

0. 8. 8. &. 0. wesoEm, 8. 8. 99, 8. 2050w, O8. YEBIDBEESD rrviirirreernns 36-38
B Coed 108 ewin DwI® wdes ¢lebd esEie emigdc (Lactuca
sativa var. capitata) £:8 dbQm @S 6w ¢3S OISO DI BIds
£ @000 ICLONESS ARL® 888 B88®

OB. al. 8. 8. AeFN0, 0. OB. 38wEaIcDB, B. @2, BENDIWDID vrrerrirrreerrirrreens 39-40
R @wed (Cinnamomum zeylanicum Blume) exg eoo®ids edioas
e 880 ©cwr 880 e 0Idmed DVBePBeO®MOs 88 Berrvid
(in-vitro) eo8®

3. OG. OG. OB , O8. OG. &8, 8. Bz , OD. 88, 8. 8. YOS ........ 41-42
LED 2GR 98z Sn=tox dben #10Cihd t3:Em0s ¢1@C enetEOR
(Musa spp) ety 26302 @€55830wd 1S AEH® FRBBHS

8. 3ol. @QDIIB, B. ©FF. LD .urrererrrrerssrrreessrreessirreeesarreesasisreessnseessnnes 43-45
exed (Artocarpus heterophyllus Lam.) 96 eGwl A8® ®»n enicie=s
Do G @16cDe® enie®in HE AcH® gvmn SO

o, 8. &. 0. B. nEB, B. 0. 20>, G, BB, EEBIBIED.eeereerrrrrerenann, 46-48
&80 8 Eber’ O emicios ®Bsnen B8 ¢i18 »IY I Y
$®010 B8O ey &De® mSetdd; 88

8.08.0t. acdd, od.8. ©1580», 08.08.8.03.08.08.80BIDC 1iiviiiiiiie e 49-50
PODE® RO RGOe® (Cinnamomum zeylanicum Blume) cessSm
€060 Bye S8 widmens’ et 8 MG

0l.0253.90.00e5e538, B.5€5E30%, B.OIF.BEIIIID 1rverrrrrrerrrreressireesisirerssssseeesinns 51-52
88ed edived o @d8edE (Capsicum annum L.) ee®d Jessm

eO®ED® HEO VedBd & Cowied RO ©c®I WD BEBD EDEOE Y
IO B0 B8d® I wenid AEes:®

8. 8. @. ©8. oo, OR.08.8.9.08.00.80BEEWC. i, 53-56

X1



B Coed 81®x3 m® (Hylocreus undatus) =»¢s3 neq 8e® edioas:

@330202 E853 DO ®1 O OecBd emidesd EBS maw wIdned
2EBeOO: SOBS.

&ed. Oed. BB, OB. O, OB. 8. e300, B. OB, 8. Oed. VLIS 1vvererrrrrrans 57-58
B Coed emicost men ®E (Setaria Italica L.) & 8908 aea»
88030 B8R ©80E eD®» 1cdbms Opd (SSR markers) ewigo
OESIOIS WAt es)

o3, a8. ¢85, 8. 0B, OB. BB wrriiiirrrririrrreeiiiere e ————— 59-60

& Coed enicheos e®ex38 ( Panicum miliaceum L.) % 895008 aeqgm
8800 8oC mE®® YO bmm wemey (SSR markers) ©Bmenkss

Sdecsencs S8
oS, O3, 8. @QBED, B. OD.OO. DBBIC <uvreeerrrerierirreeeisirreeesirree s 61-62

5Oged ednpdhid Buticnes 50 e@inw »HBYBSS e wr Seso ebimesa
DD Bed B ARH® etds; BO®: ¢ Hedrws
0D, &. 0. 8. WoBetdn, &. 9. Crendsin, &6l 8. S, &. &, 8. oS, Oed. 9. 953, 8. ¢

OHHmOS OO ey B8 ewiBenc #8® ¢ godced ¢an @b S8®D
Duckweed (Ewseo@ cumed) gewir-gBnbees Sunwdmbdae ewigy o1Be® &S
20 OMOB BB PO

03, o Ees, B. o, ¢ BedgSed, 8. . 08, ® E0DIGD wrvrrrirseriresrisen, 66-68
B Coed Bug, ons 5 gmo®€ ®E RRCIOC 810 RVFD ¢OBOC
&O&ws BORL®IO®

OD. 8. O9. O®. eBI, D). OB. Q. e, IBNED, OC. 8. B DB ..., 69-70

S eBRY 80 ®dmens’ »HBQYs’ BB ewiewies @RB S8
@000 Besed® o g1ed®

Q. e 8. 8. eswid, 3. &b, REELEDS, . 8. ADBIBOBID wvvvvriirriireirereea 11-72

08010 88eZey O S8 @RBD @000 §B» xidB AEH®
8. 99. 8. 0. Bedgsics, od. 8. O, eB®IJ, OG. 8 B @#TdB ............ 73-74

Xl



* OmeiE Y OHHNIJ LB BHOE xS (Syzygium aromaticum) d®ied
08ewic8esc a:8m gdnnms
0D, 8. QLORLR, & & O0. SOCES, 3. & DOODBDDY trrrrrerrererrirrererririeerriineeeens 75-76
o o) e DY DYeIOE T WIBmens’ ¢ (Saccharum officinarum L.)

D®ed g B @3IOB HEDI OO
9e3.00.808.8.9wdb0, 03.8.8.8.8.9010, 955.00.8.00.8xetm, 8.8.8.8.8mmed,

F.OC.08.8.0Co0ed, 023.d.68.023.90(5i8cw, 08.8.8.8.DCBCED «ovv wrrriree 77-78
o 307 eE® ¢DTWE QOIE POBOE 0@ DIHIB LIRBIS 3EHI EDISIDSS

8 Beviten 8OO ARs®

08.8.8. 908, B.03.8. B0, OF B BEIB GITOD ..evveeresereerseerreeerereseeesenn 79-80
* & Coed o O v 0o BEImed Ioduw, DB Y O

vedsenn B8O - 80 gdseman
8. & & 053, 0D, od. 3. 8. &. 8. @90, 8. 8. a. 9D. 9D, DIED. BEOCe®I,

. 8. a®83wdsm, 8. 8. O8. BOEES, 2. . ODIREBI trvrririrririrriirs 81-82

2908 D800 2DEOENDOD) GLBSB) RS

o B RINED OLBENC DG o535 Sedcs : DB e e85 PN} Seds

ELIBABICA.

0D, . 9. OcOCED, 8. &. OB. ¢ BCEDI, e23. ID. @b. 8. BBo® \ivvrvriiiiiiiinnnn, 84-85

o TP Beuindsled Spg® dcBmNd eed® OO Grir8wd DX
es0R8® 5 Bud BBet® e B&he® ARH® EtNNE® e

555883253 2BIBGOT Eozd0 GBI E 00D - eegdens - #deM” (AMO)
0503 OO 80 IBS} Bedm 8D BdeCeencs

8. & 00, O, OC. BB, OF. 9m®, ed. @. 8. Ot EBEYTII vriiviiiriie e, 86-88

* oudd) 888w gtdesxs’ (Macrobrachium rosenbergii) emed8 @ »8»

cBen0 8O0 Drewrs? O e15¢a® ¢® (Supply chain) #2e30m00 s0=30)
eo® 31e® VBB S0 856 8Ea¢ 84D ase™me
08.98.08.99.8953. 500353, @15.028 BDIIBE iiiiiiriiiiiiii s 89-91

XV



o & Coed zg® BILED esmBD (e OB BO1AE 0905 FBEORE
RCEL®.
0. 8. 8. 8. 023, 00¢0®, B.E.O0D.6. BEDI riiiiiirreeriire e 92-94
* & Coed @8-20000 g BLwigm o “Eco Label Sri Lanka”
20868 eCRE B8e® ©nSwnn exud® 88Ae adsnme
o3, 8. 09, 8. qili. ¢S, &ed. OD. 8. OEIBD, Oed. DBITDOEB 1uvvirrrrrrnnes 95-97
o 5mH® B8ORS ®c» ¢ B8R0 ©cwr ©8ewiBm OPFWIOG B &
¢ 918 8 end®d vibeniBmuried &8 @ ®
E.00.018 080w, B.F.00 ¢ BE00, OO Befe3om vvvvrvviiiiiiiiiii i, 98-100
o B ) OB ©Bem ODNEHE WWw HD®™E ewecs B8O
gocdncemexs® (Digital marketing) 8cs:®: ®@9500 ¢e88me ewex §
Seds adrsm®

00.8.8.023.8w80», B.8.00.¢ BEDI viiiiiiiiiiii 101-103

8@ o BEenes gDBBD SR

o eBEY RE 30853 & eicd (Escherichia coli), es1Ge®emnEer Seds
(Salmonella spp.) e» eEorBeciemmed Beds (Staphylococcus spp.)
edx3ns oRN® (isolation) e» »BBOz (antibiotics) emed8 @fxed

23000
D8 IS, B.6:3.955.8 BEHox®, O0.00.0e3.098 esm0nm, 0d.0E.8.068 esebo,
0.9253.9253 Ogaom, O Bommo®ed, O.868.8 &Swdc, 99.8.8 SO5388%0 .. 105-103

o 2BwPeE0 BvEvr ainton ST PEST RO O VWIB DS EBD G
etnetdst OC esives, EPID CLNBB 85 300D ReBIOBS3 eWeds 1S
D5 ACL® edvnms BEO
o, 8. & o). e, gl o, §rR®ices, O8. &, g3 v.veeennn.........107-109

bY



228 PLBBIWBB) SLBWBLB)
oS



2D® DReWs’ BB ¢ WODE DG ReHIBOD MIOGB EDETH 1IN HBOBHE DEL®
. O8. OD. ¢ BED!, & 8. o, p®sd!

08 g3 @OBED Gowws, a8 B¢ BB, & oo RO BHEODCBICS

Bexysy sy mhasarangids@gmail.com  ¢.2. 0769366012
s8obmme: . 9. OB, ¢ 8ED

078538® (Introduction)

e®® alrumn 085 @d® daews’ wwe »odE ( Mormodica charantia) oc 380 ©a&n
0@ QeSO $IDG B3 DESOD® emeds a8 ARH® Belnmw I8, vwe, @0
2360 DD BT B 9VE ICEO B ©R HFBOBE DEBI 0B DRI I
ORBOO N B B O . 00D QenIe®, eiven FTIHTODE Y DO Drew’sd
ey DOOE OE 8eED »HE® D ©RL WI®Ced cEeniOn ARL® Medd; BB® o
sbeduen afncy NE® 08mn 8. OB ®RL [BCe®E Bm ¥ ee®d TS
OO OB CEBBOG 8 PIEEID PBDEG DRSO GBS WOB. Yeedn ORI BBOGSS
Boencs BE® e 8 A af) B, dbens, Dwumw, 8wd 53¢ O® OB g ©8cH8RsS
o H8mye gsivbons ddeCrens omel. 0®8 @dfe 4d® Drewrs’ Ly »ODE
QREBOD DDBO ORI HFDeE VE® advemE BOE &Y FOBEHEE ©LEBIOTH®

edgcuc O188gen B8O 8w @wigd ®ELS.

sbedsen n@edes ( Methodology )

YO Do @¢ WOOE DR gBESm »B0 wO® BB WO & e PO eEes
23002082 800 GreRIDG, BeEICLNSS GIeEIDG Y e Se®iDn Dewld) arecEimes (8g)
8OO B MO @R ®IOC 8y BHE cEeO R e¢m RE. Y® A0 ¢l O, catdmd,
Db enw, H8me aTHEOmE @Y @6 B OO ©8ewidmed BEGE e ©® CH®
210800 e wom» 8.

580 Bdecsencs (Results & Discussion )

D000 cEensioed eEim HBOBSE Ot WE WOOE & et sBewidmnd »LEeE
OBO 3 B, BHE cEBOed 2eEiD HBOBRSE O BE WODE B B Dot
8e0ismed MLgeey »BOBO o Ba.

SBo®z ( Conclusion)

¢ 200 DREGS WY WODE OC ROCID 50 8O® B8 B §Smc ©Bs3
»Bme Wew OO BEBe gy eCe 88 Ia.

o 8o e’ 0rle®s G0 A0 g J© 2D Dnewrs’ BB Gy eEE &) WIW

o Boc cEWBO B DS Bowd AEH® B w8, @iy WICE RS e S



88z 28 ( References )

Aminah, A., & Anna, P. K. (2011). Influence of ripening stages on physicochemical characteristics and

antioxidant properties of bitter gourd (Momordica charantia). International Food Research Journal, 18(3).

Asna, A.C., Joseph, J. and Joseph John, K., (2020). Botanical description of bitter gourd. The Bitter Gourd
Genome, pp.7-31.

Behera, T. K., Behera, S., Bharathi, L. K., John, K. J., Simon, P. W., & Staub, J. E. (2010). Bitter gourd:
botany, horticulture, breeding. Horticultural Reviews, Volume 37, 37, 101-141.

Behera, T. K., Staub, J. E., Behera, S., & Simon, P. W. (2008). Bitter gourd and human health. Medicinal
and Aromatic plant Science and Biotechnology, 1(2), 224-226.



O3 B0 LI ey Oy ! Arachis hypogea L.) e@dved dbdmes emedd oo
gPeds O sem® § 0653 e Oc dcs®
8. 8. 8. 08. EC»RY, 8. . 98. 08308, 88. 8. 9. 9E8@tn?, 8. e Cesomrnm!

928 o535 LBBHE Gorw, a8 BELIBUAG, BRTHOED BHEODEBICS
2003 1 EC 0I® BBedsen 1 3:.000 ®LBEELIZG, EQEHEDIELTE1EIEs
*Beys e + dilhaniyumesha02@agmail.com ; ¢.29.071 2933001
s80bmme : 8. 8. 8. 08. ECS!

08538® “ntroduction&

COmY vy JIBE @1 RERO @Gs @0 eRIOGES. Oy DvIedE, wime DELmed
@z ¢ DICEB OC ©e0 DAmed 8y OG ©1ei0 BO® »HowmISHoed BJenem
2 ©8DedcuS. »@8 OE ObLmw ¥ 8 Bexslen HOLS. OE OBLDmG we®I adm
8801w ¢(8®0 @830 g 00. DS D5y 0wrd® D8 8owid Oy . OB,
BEDT CRAIOD P IO @gds Y ©dinen OB WIDHEBS 98 ewle® Bug 18
TR0 0 0Lgeds’ @nln w1 ewies bl AYE DK’ Bocd® eEitn GoidBwesS.
Derdsens’ OE OBLHG wH Oy O §E adlded DbLmne @EEm 0, JOmY we®r OERCIB
0% BNLEDS ewln VIS eRIO @Bcds OB B § IR Dgs’ e .00lme BEE
208en 0 ®RBS e®® alsume &g »I» GL.

sbedeen n@edews *Methodology&

e®® alnemede grinc AB® ecws 8 i . vl afnwc NE® ocw, RO ededs
BBD B0 BOesS ©@@ig) ®RBL Deys’ B e eWIS JenHn P DReCEB e
BBe®s Qernisi®n 955 oot emic) oB® &g »im 8. oo gdeds e BBwo
DD, OWOLE OWIE, JOY oCE, AV 98w »Dm WO & ecdm gfwe NE® eces,
SR afncs NBO® 8¢ WO emicies Degs’ e WwIdnens’ Wedy ainc AE® 8 o
CE. B0 B BO® we®wd wdLer e e®fdndes (RCBD) ne asfve @i8®
883 I & yBmiom B88edEs3 T1 (6t/ha), T2 (8halt), T3 (10 t/ha), T4 (12/t ha) ese»
Ts (9953 08 @0@80) Bw6. COmy 8 H9er D e®® Dgs’ e SBL gD BOes
ewicy CE.

a89c 8decsencs "Result and discussion&

Beg afwcs ABOO amd, BEdsicma »O B¢ 988 08 O 0nfn Jwinsn e
ddeCeens B8e®s ec® D53 e et BBwo maeh 3 : eDeBE eIg 2 : COY oGR
2 : Q8 @8 3, e30t30% 30@GBB o D353 @S eIC) ©®IHN CE. lwr WY 1@ @»IBD

BB 8BRS e B aderisens (K =1.82) @ wors3dn ((0.44 gmL‘l) 8. I35 ®
RO 308853 PH avw (7.78),) Beysd wximnemmd (1.597 dS/m) C/IN aexwimes (20.2),
(N4.33: P 0.52: K12.4). 0¢28 gsdocs @Ee® o89c OG0 and, eoonidumd @z’ 12
» 058 0u8 00led®s JOny emwed Buw sge (26.93+0.40 ew©.8.) w» «mw co


mailto:dilhaniyumesha02@gmail.com

(11.9+.0.20 ee.8.) seBs g o D18Eye Je. HEm»D oS e, veg O 88®
©¢wo gdan gd® g E» 21+ 0.33) ww 507 OG 88® (€ 25+ 0.33) @0uzs 12/ewz0wt
B0 woes wo®s’ 8a. DG €D Bul ¢dx (1.93+0.17 g) e maen eso02 (2514.58),
oec oy (14.33+1.52) @ »c 06 o1e:d (6.6£2.51) ¢ T4 8 w1cBe g ocs af) Se. 0gs3
e85 emnene §8ITmed G (€0 BBOG & and OO BITDE e 88® @i

ces, Bus’ sgE Do Se. ¥ Ded® vgg O 8800 v 507 OF 8800 98O mcws
ODOD D Dy’ S enewt IBICmE ey Boeens Ba.

HNo®ms (Conclusions)

BABBHEE @BINIRE OB BcHBD, DD’ @IDE GBDICDEG/BIEE DI 83T DO Degsd
eng GBI0D OC OC €00 eB3 g alde ¢330 RS, SICHBO wedSed
05353 @8 eng $@ienn BO® DB BEE ©Y @1 C D@o. e wy 50/ O3 880
OO WICBE @ amd 0y ewg DLW R E® ey ewnlem INE Ds’ e
0we®s WD GBI @B »E »iBe. 88 B 0®8 9453 08 ewd® Oy DvIed
DG 81€0 IR ©y COY OC GG adlded dbLm®@ ey Boid D¢gs’ erxe® OGS .

388> 28 (References)

Forge, T. A., Hogue, E., Neilsen, G., &Neilsen, D. (2003). Effects of organic mulches on soil microfauna
in the root zone of apple: implications for nutrient fluxes and functional diversity of the soil food
web.Applied Soil Ecology, 22(1), 39-54.

Ozara, N. A. (1992). The amount of soil cover provided by a unit mass of guinea grass, banana leaf, and
palm leaf residues.Soil use and management, 8(2), 103-104.

Sreelatha, P., Sudhakar, P. and Umamahesh, V., (2018). Review on Morpho—physiological Attributes of
Groundnut at Various Growth Stages. Int. J. Curr. Microbiol. App. Sci, 7(12), pp.2233-2246.

Tan, Z., Yi, Y., Wang, H., Zhou, W., Yang, Y., & Wang, C. (2016). Physical and degradable properties of
mulching films prepared from natural fibers and biodegradable polymers. Applied Sciences,6(5),
147.



8@ ediBm Do ®s PE CO® ¥YBeIID BuE yew D B8 ww &y esten
wsigen obSe) 8S8®
0B, &. 60, 8w, o, 8. §esBon?, 8. 0F. 68. HESE!

908 o535 ¢BBD Go®w, a8 B¢ B, 8ATHED BEOSEBIEE
28 sbeduen arwmme , #RACTeN0, & Co0d
Beysd moe ¢ hasinidilkad6@gmail.com  ¢.z. 0767182223
o8Obmm@: OR.E.0D. ECwmo

08538® (Introduction)

e (Oryza satival.) oz 88¢ 9GO0 oy ecimed ecdm D1co® edinn ©d. @xicws S
eCImed BB WO Dy 98 B8emO gmvIDes ¢ EDEHE BBBY CAD BB
eIHBS. 7@ DLoD® BHE @S BBw® (729) =3 O evIBB Dnens’ BB EEJ.
Vecn® BRwu® (18.6) » 8@ § R1SmETed gl DD 5w g &inIcdea DO B DD
o & are. 8 00053 (707) 3 & Cowied e »Ess @ sem® & am. © Dvdd & o
88 o OB DEB® ¢S 3B. g SOEHG BB G §@IreRs3 (OB Pewdy
883800 n® e TEHE aBewins DO wil & arm. OO B Benw 8y OIS
20 88 aBewin aldumn BEE ew BE ediBm DvI ©rs Dmens’ eaewd sBeduen
&8¢ emesl.

sbedsen n®@edews (Methodology)

e®® 2lv>8 85 ED®@IDBO Redity ¢ ©HE YoBcws oG »emn evm ard At
354 @B wuE gewlcs wiwr JerBm O eownienm Bgenni L® emeds @dlma
@w@E WO RE. @®® BHE ewden BE ©diBn DX BIVBG BE ¥ VLSS B WO D
BE® ecemB® Do O . e®BE SDW DBLL DITBE B @i D®I ®IVBG E3EW
20O1 eiEm BDAVDG ©yoD 88 #ERO ¢Ders ewic ®¥B8x3 0 mi/plant &0 4.5 mi/plant
20200wB53 GBS (B 810 @I eEE @ DEO wuw® CE. O® g8mId ¢¥»wEd
82070 O 888 DB O WOOH DI 3 ® 3¢ GORL @B FORBDIDG 52502
88 venms B8ORS gy @bwo, 3.9e3.8. o DB.Q. 8. 3 IR ©0eWIC ©BICT) CIIE.
@® e sbeduension wicEd® eces RCBD (Randomized Complete Block Design) ewago
o535 CE. ¢ SdeCuens »om Ci@ed STAR ®igmwvs ©88. de ediBn Dvr ®nc
DC D® OB C¢ B€ Bu @@ e¥neds’ O8 ¢ R ©(B® FE w8 »md oS &
B, VO oBneds’ B oG O8 st R o HBPed B B WIv Do

e ®8a.

a89c 8decsencs ( Results and discussion)

OB e’ 8O DOV Do B® BB PE DB WOT C@ SE€ O DE® e o
csB® on y@rmeE (B0 c@ees 4.5 ml/plant gHmoc @000 axmci D 88 gBwo,
S.9e3.8. v 98.0. 8. B3> eewIs eng ®DVe®Ew. Detd® 8® el BBIerLE gmJ IESB



@ edmes (P< 0.05) O c@eed 3.5 ml/plant gBmi0 @000 axoi O ©8E 8RB D
@000 ey ®D0e®w. wimye cbam evw BIEBG Uy ocL I8 dO B0 CRew 2
ml/plant gBwmc @000 axcies O &8 ewe®Id eng ©D0edEW. B ediBm Dvr ©IVBG

DE ® DBODS 8y YBIC @ BEBe gr ednes (B0 emc@e (p >0.05)
80 @ OC VDO e, cl® oy B®IwBE I PHE DS TR orS ¢BHO e
4.5 ml/plant 800 ©00e®&c.

SBo®xa (Conclusion)

BICRAO e PE &) B8 ©w0i8BC® YeIers ®i OEO v whme. DB’
2OEmeS oG O BE e®® sbedsean @85 “E odiBm Dvr @se PE B Dy [8@®
¢ FERO DB eOHDO 0 il ©ewId erd® Bo®me WIG.

88> 28 (References)

Aslam, M.U.H.A.M.M.A.D. (1993) ‘A rapid screening technique for salt tolerance in rice ( Oryza sativa L
), pp. 99-107.

Sharma, S. et al. (2018) ‘Evaluation of genotypic variation for growth of rice seedlings under optimized

hydroponics medium’, 78(3), pp. 292-301.

Withanachchi, S.S. et al. (2014) ‘Water Resource Management in Dry Zonal Paddy Cultivation in
Mahaweli River Basin, Sri Lanka: An Analysis of Spatial and Temporal Climate Change Impacts and

Traditional Knowledge’, pp. 329-354.



eIG1s D053 eRI® €¢I E2NeDI] eBED DOD ®IBD BBO ecHr o BEeOcS
:00RmB BB (BED ernwsIs)
8. J. 8. 98, veslacdB!, 8. &. ©D. rE830®!, OD. o). O. . P®ICE.?,
®. d. 8. sd®esc®!

!l 208 om0 @BeD Go®m, 8 DB, BRACHED BED BevIE®
2 o00230BE Co (30ED) ©@I10®, & Rozd
*8@25 myes@ : Vihanga.ganearachchi@gmail.com ; ¢.20.077 5435612
s80bmme : 8. 8. 8. ¢, ©®es3ecdd

08538® (Introduction)

DD 0I0DE S0 DBLmGE 8m el BEDed JE g een ERI O
@20e 0RO WO Ctdminis e, 1O EIEWIEBE Co (3EHED) ©@IKV® ©B53
®em0 e @sEd 300 000 3 ©@en Je OBE® wep HI0m OB o0 & emds’ wieBs
@G eI eBeRD Y&IGHWES e Yedin et eNJE eBPEDSI DD WIDHWO EHICH
QO WOy CRE. e®® WTren HESCRO OB e1e] eBED POVHED YOS B
@ S BEO, @OHED ees ©BEd DEO Y ©wigy, TDied B yedfnes HBwd
2w OB ©30i®@Bwmns’ ©8wr S @y 9DmE® eewd esEd DE Yedines B
QDR OO e P BEeIES wdlms B8e® ¢dg&hs’ e®® gdwcs NE® Bewon

c&.

sbedsen n@edews  (Methodology)

©@Ln sbeduens, wlFuenc:s oy gfnc AE® P wded 8¢ wom 2. 08aY, aF
B8ed, @ 83 w3y BPIE eRI® T BHE eI EBED POBED YHOmeE DD
OB DEIOTRO e wOPvens 8 o RE. ve astne AEE ©85 9dnm @
eem) eseRd @y YO e eBeRd DR eI ©» OIS P O
eOEDO ©38® &g o 8. ecedB ¥ NEO OBS 9Om ¢(§ emiend eseEd 8w
GG ememd eueRldE ¥ evedine BBeamE 8w oo DG tsesicmn BEE e®o
o8msencis 8¢ w0 CE. om0 a%we NE® e O I eI B PDHED ©WIeI
e5E0 » (@D ¥Idm BEE wewr Boed Pk BEeDES @.00Lme BE® &g mim &

a89c Bldecsencs (Result and discussion)

o8 samed B OO a¢x® a8 88, @ 883, B ©y» DORY ¢m DD DR
Yedinens @205 yBam 88edEsS 7.624, 7.71%, 16.497 e 14.66%1 e@ce Dibmn B am. 8e@
8539¢ A Ee® ZBIE OEO @10, M E® 8w QO WO® ¢ e eBE0 OE @IS 3w
006D e (Bl 0er ®(5e® 8w, Dimws 808 8B omdw, cams wmows, PH
e EC) @0 88¢ed, ag 806 e DY OE ¢aes emown ey @10 886 wp D0Y DG D
808 3800006 D0 e RBBT BIESG G @R ©Dmes DD Dbmn Bwé. @cdB GriHc
D Be® uBOE DEO ¢vP, af 88 O we DO (HE® -1.22+0.01 8.8; 9 »o» ¢ -


mailto:vihanga.ganearachchi@gmail.com

1.25%0.01 8.8 ), 28 (239® -2.4510.05 8.8; O3 »0» E¢ -2.68+0.03 8.8) 320 »23208

D g OC o (2 G® -14.95 £0.37 0.8; 90 wo» c¢ -16.85 +0.17 @83.8) »10 g
OBL® 0BRSS BiEBw6 G DL 0B, et eSS, PVHED EIeI EBED
©C e®® anwes’ YR ewienl euEd DR D& 98 di. @D aines A Ee® uBOR

OEO axd G B88edew wimBe® & e Ond, 17 H202, 27 H202, e» 37 H202 ag 86
eewoe, caq Ond, 14 H202, 37 H202 e 17 KMNO4 @& 888 escwo & 89800 ewsd ewng®
3ce8 P8 o Fsens Sa.

HNo®ms (Conclusions)

e®® uBOCDED amd, 38 (88e®x3 E» e@EnmO B Yodlnens @518 eI eBEO
O 91050 BBe®S YL emend eBecEd DEO w@ImD K g Bocds DD BOOMS
DCE DB, Oo@ens 000, 8 98080 end ®se DeIswiens [BEOO endd
B0 980 BBO g€ B8ed ww @1 B8l wewo af) 88D(ke BECBEEY ©B8s dEed3
@d .

88> 23 (References)

Galahitigama GAH (2016) Selection of Suitable Particle Size, Pellet Diameter of Coco Peat, Type of
Fertilizer and Rate of Fertilizer Mix for Tomato (Lycopersicon esculentum L.) Nurseries. International

Journal of Innovation and Scientific Research, 26(2), 684-689

Kalaivani, K. and Jawaharlal, M. (2019b). Study on the physical characterization of coco peat with
different proportions of organic amendments for soilless cultivation. Journal of Pharmacognosy and
Phytochemistry. 8(3), 2747-2749.

Kumarasinghe, H.K.M.S., Subasinghe, S. and Ransimala, D. (2016). Effect of coco peat particle size for
the optimum growth of nursery plant of greenhouse vegetables. Tropical Agricultural Research and
Extension. 18(1), 51.



Bedesndens DO ¢ g eme (Cinnamomum zeylanicum) ©i8mens’ eoE3s3 e
ceCEBemicE Hedesdens B8O
a8. J. 08. ab.9ccvEe!, 8. 8. e, @], 8. Centdown?

1208 @533 dOBED Forws, 28 Beu BA®, § @ BRCHED BROSEBIE®
2002 DIBB€n oG, IVBD DBBED RIS, DICeR)
Beysd myere: yrathmini@gmail.com
=8obmmw: 8. J. 08. @b.9edocEE

0€538® (Introduction)

RO eC DU@IBIDHE D8O omE Bedesdens DO B¢ RIE € DE H@Ienwns
BB @R QDD cOB. e®® gucdn B EEH OB JYewiEmHLO ©(5®, Vwid BE® wo
@530 088 AEH® DO SO ©wy s WwIdned PIBEPBOMOG cs8® SO
e 0. 0®® vledvered BIm® gdgen Jod ewsds’ 6y eEBemicE Bedeodens
BB emE Bedesodens O ¢ OG 0WIE BHOBE R H»Idm BBOO H(B B» D
e [EOE. 030 wy ewBBemiE Bdeodens wew pH aovewnd, ¢dmend ®»o
RO @2NE R OBIBN Yolrend AES® adnwms B8O sbedvers tems @dg ey @d.

sbedsen n@edews (Methodology)

2830153 e»E® ¢Dled DnIDTens’ (1CB836 01 SICONCE) CRIOBIBN B¢ DIG @2
05eIBL® I8 vwiIdmensd emE 9O DonxIzn RE. 1:10 @BEO BE6 80 &g oD

CC oG 91 e eg, »BeiBecits a®c @85 pH gvw 3.5 ¢fon wwed o @2
9535830 Bent DEO® 3 100 ‘CO 8208 120 =& »®R1 280 cdens’Dsd 88E »om 2.
MPY e ©c) O8 id®wm ©8@eds Wews BeRDWO LIBEeRs OB e
2008 ennd @td, @uss @t SE6 BedesrdmdE pH avw 3.5 @ 8.5 v amws3o HCI
@ NaOH ®8m0 0 wwmem 2. wisidn Bedwidmwe OmemiE @ aletiensesic

DDers’ deds o RE. OPDeNE DEO ODHEBUE 3 (IO GBS 2:1 83w
88ee300t3088E ®LBes0E 4:1 Gden BB O OB RE. 9O eds’ 0 ©8®o

98 8® e Bgens WEO® »J @13 48 3 Knwdened mam 8. 4000 rpm 8 exsxsigisesdencs
Bewdm 8 gdFedved augds 9o BO® wew 457 OmeNE e o3 8. 9@
adweds 50 °C Benm A0 ¢$30) degm GE o0wds m»OEo0s 90 w»0m oo
Bowoensss pe 00 »0» 8. Bederden 010mens’ & esEBemdd y@iens (TPC), §@
BeCDemn88 y®iemns (TFC) ©» O oylesiemsnSBis’ g@ieamses’3® (TPA) cwieSHm
BdeCuenss’ 8¢md ¢ RO CE.

589 8decsencs (Results and Discussion)

o8B DO ¢ BOEreE O i yBamed eDHEBE: euds’ YBems 0.47 &0
1.787 amS ©bmn 8. 3.5 pH @0 @ 80 8.5 pH ¢vw ewds’ gdfedneans BE®E D&
DBEBB® O D evEdae. e®® avemect 88uwg eI B¢ 0wBds WOE OIE

10


mailto:yrathmini@gmail.com

OES M 0. ewds ©wO® gdleds D5 wONO aders BB »m. O8 BIRHS ec
305 ®rent (8 Do D

PH oo 850 0SB O edmedde: 3.5 8 Swdens meg 50 gve® TPC (2.24 £ 0.85
mg GAE/g), TFC (0.265 + 0.05 mg QE/g) es»» TPA a®wzs (0.161 + 0.101 mg Cy E/g) c@s ozoyn
c&

OB gNO TS O edmed B®: BICOES eun® WOm» cled InendE OcEE
co8® TPC e TPA S8Pvens 8 B 208. gveg® TPC avw 2.19 + 0.83 mg GAE/ g &» axc
o»e® TPA aows 0.11 £ 0.12 mg Cy E/ g ed.

D®I ZegR®S MO TN HE ed®EV®: ZBOE DEO 1 9ung ewB0n @ eEBem»IE
Y@ewu SGOHNEE gedned Dmdmiensd R B O Dilimn e, OB®

00ERBemiE yoremws (2.511 * 0.653 mg GAE/g) ©EeaCecs »@8w. dew®, (8®
BeEDend8 y®ienwzs (0.23 +0.08 Mg QE/g) ew» eylesiemesnSBBs’ g@iess (0.15 + 0.11

mg Cy E/g) e1Ceacecs Dibmn Se.

SBo®» (Conclusions)

e®® BBHBO MDD eNELTe eE Hedtndens WO RC MOE OME BWOB3 Y
e0RRBemIE Bedendens 8Ty THOGE R @@IeD NS DB, ImeniE, Bemic
e300wi® Hedesdens BBO 3w IRB @S eEes WD BE HBG. BemiE Hedeaden
DBee®@m00 pH doc @ dgr 828 @853 pH 3.5 & Bedendens BE® D& O ©d.
SICONCE edred D6 I EE RO(E OIE VIDVDHEOBL QHE eBBOB3 ) eIEeneIE
Y@eEE R OO0 »BwWDE a. VB0 el yBenws oD HrSes 8.5 pH
BOeEB. wds’ Bedesndens e leeeInmEINE @BE® HDEIIS GLBBHE BDE GDE.

s88c» 28 (References)

Abeysekera, W.P.K.M., Premakumara, G.A.S. and Ratnasooriya, W.D., 2013. In vitro antioxidant

properties of leaf and bark extracts of ceylon cinnamon (Cinnamomum zeylanicum Blume)

Chandel, V., Biswas, D., Roy, S., Vaidya, D., Verma, A. and Gupta, A., 2022. Current advancements in
pectin: Extraction, properties, and multifunctional applications. Foods, 11(17), p.2683.

Madhushika, K.T.S. and Bulugahapitiya, V.P., 2022. Variation of bioactive secondary metabolites in
Ceylon cinnamon (Cinnamomum zeylanicum Blume) in different climatic conditions, maturity status and

propagation types. Journal of Agriculture and Value Addition, 5(1).

Sonali, N. and Jayawardena, B., 2022. Chemical composition and anti-diabetic activities in two novel

accessions of Cinnamon (Cinnamomum zeylanicum) leaves grown in Sri Lanka

11



Weerasekera, A.C., Samarasinghe, K., de Zoysa, H.K.S., Bamunuarachchige, T.C. and Waisundara,
VY., 2021. Cinnamomum zeylanicum: Morphology, antioxidant properties and bioactive

compounds. Antioxidants-Benefits, Sources, Mechanisms of Action. IntechOpen, pp.407-420.

12



Bug OC e1e®0c 80P eces emicdins mieh Bode B8Buwn ¥y ®.88Dc Bwda
R, 8. ded. BSwlon!”, &. 8. . 0!, OC. O3, Oed. esetds?

I 208 om0 ann® Go®w, 8 8cvr B¢, & o 8R00D B8 sIEG
209G Do sbeduen »i 0B Toma, GdBe c¢Be vz, esdecdhes

* Bexysd myesie - vsviraji96@amail.com  ¢.2.0703077512
a80bmmc [ OB, 8. O3, o

08538@® (Introduction)

Bee® C¢ OC w»u®de 8090 oces muem HEs @d8DE ®idm B8 O©C e®iEno
U@ wem wbedin e CR ec8. dug® C¢ OC w® DG, M gds
®ots8 goludhe 9O¢ eend B0 @2%LE™ w8 amd e @D 8088 mo® vedsenc
exnemel. e®® alsemens’ A8EOE emdedE (Setaria barbata) e» @88 (Echinochloa
crus -galli ) »esemig y&do ®88 Bugm ¢ O wEdde 8090 oces ames S8e®
RDBHND, GLO(BIB BT Y@ gEs ©od8 BB ddss ww OEE BuBe® O »EHN
0B debeme w8, BuE® ¢ O©C wu®dEE e®® yEs ©ok8 wew @8ewiBn
DO e ORBO® ey wdBvenn 8 WO ¢ @m0 Yedlnes DO metddy
BB® ey yedines «8eens 8¢ »o» 2.

sbedsen n@edes (Methodology)

B30 Db adls’ e YEs ©88 aLddy emed ¢ and Dived e, ¢eqy® Dig
ces’ Bu@® (50°C &) won 88m 0dE Se® wm »® s 00 0 BBEr ©®B3HN L.
e®® uluens g I RCed YBMIC t30ewIbGI €3¢MI LT YOS 83w I §¢B)C1DO
s @8 o w8 Il ec® I B Oyl wedwd BU®rerszs (CRD)
oRBS. »PBetdd OB ¢ 8o ol dbens (Color), @8=1 d€ 83@ (Spikelet retention),
o Jeemge @2 (Branch brittleness), es®@esm o@e (Overall shape) @» eom@» @derisen
uB8emed (Moisture absorption percentage). Two way ANOVA @8 ¢l SdeCuens 8¢ o
c&-

e8Ssencs (Survey)

208Bes’ OF w088 »0D5 20 ecemrny emiciers) FROEWS N0 Wedn wdSeencs
&8¢ »o» 8.

589 Bdecsencs (Results and Discussion)

IBOC OB evB vlerw’ DuE® ¢ ©C Ly® wewr dlams amnd BEm 0dE Sug®
Setaria barbata es» Echinochloa crus-galli w» ecdbved® gees ®.u8 wewr ewlos Sage®

»Ows P28. Setaria barbata 8 ©egg d50» #8ws enmp@mw6 @denlven yBemE amd Ggss
®ots8 2230153 3T @wivns DB 88wd . B@wm OLBHL ERe] eF&ORO 8md, ewks
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ecem8® Bug® ¥BmI0 weewldmdE @Sm A€ 833® (Spikelet retention) es» e Secmag
@2 (Branch brittleness) ®853ed ave® egd&honm B8 ©@ns. Sefaria barbata 8 e
DB @8wel o8 BB edCEOE Bued ¢ B ®k8 ¥i0, 08 dords ecend aem s
Bac® woewlds w@sn wiRe axnd (Overall shape) genes» eg&hon ©@00e® Bw. yedines
o8 venewns’ o€ fod deords ecemB® emicinsd DB adds’ wewr yedinens Seo®
2D 008 208. wudPvemens’ evg Heod ©F wo8E »woPTews3 (71.77) =B
@Yed BLerenns’ B8e®E Seds ecn® g BEO0 @B ¢Bom OQ.

Ho®z» (Conclusion)

Yedives sOeencd ¢md deds ecemB® emicins DUWL ¢dIdB3 3w Yedinens Se®
28020 NS D Bodmw6 BE P(BG. YBIC OES s wsles’ Setaria barbata es»

Echinochloa crus-galli o> ecdboenc8® gds @48 Bugs c¢ OC 0®iEnidE 80® eces
0050 BBe® H B @8 OE.
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B Comed vHm00 Bug maived OG 880, dbdme ©w 8D 13m ©gH emidins 8 dYo
gro8®
0. 98. gl 8. o). Ceznnm!, ez OD. 8. 9D, S’

1238 @532 BOBED Gorw, 8 BEviBAG, BRJHOED BBDEBIEE
28 sbedven ©@DuE01mE, #®ERBIED
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08538® (Introduction)

8 e Bexosi@md (Oryza sativa L) ece »gs’on end de Poaceae need gwsie. eod
B Comed g ¢id eIvw O &m0 96 et W(E8 DarmDewrs’ 4510 D&
3008, 008 sledvened g @dgen D53es & Eoed BHHC0 e wWEIwed G
880, dO»6 Y aLOID BTYI emicIns S e ernldea.

sBeduen n®edecs (Methodology)
@® wewo At 13-1532, At 13-3791, At 18-2223, Bg 11-033 s> ¢eed aBbms el e At

313, At 378, Bg 374, EMF,IR 64 cs» 8 586 o000 Sug »ci8s »3sds edes e) 05
ce. BBedBn ewie®id ®I0® e O gedewSs’ B 03 23 ©8m0 D085 a®RRTIeI0
O wledven @Lvtsdhmed & Aes’ afwes E® 8¢ i @8  obedvennsi®m wE

u80edco BE GIDIE &, BEI| ©D), eE ©®ewd » SPAD avw D60 8088 ecese,
OG 880 on O E» v, O D OB @8RV, cB8® OF eV Bewvm &y OC
88 ades’ D s OF DG 8018853 ecg g a8 & »OE ®er®, O WOED E®, DIED
B 1B & @10 o150, 805 5 @G O ©€rs, B e AT, I8 GLOBID, @D I
GG B A0 adoI» GBS e ww sleduenisi®n R B8 RE DICR T CHBRH53
¢ 30953 Wo» 2.

589 B8decmens (Results and Discussion)

®G 8800 &» veam : 507 ww» 857 OF Bewm gD’ wew o g D8O &» vem Al 13-
3791, At 18 2223 e Bg 374 gedcwsiens’ Dibimn Bw. 57, 502 @» 857 ©CF Bewm @dest

©CcHI O § a8® & e BQg 11-033 @ IR 64 53 Dibmn Se.

®C B0 80, DO ow gdesd s : EMF 6@ gedcn se®d ©F 80 De® edEid
(0.9 8.06) 0o535)® 0 3¢ @m0 96 8@ OF o112 D Be® D3 ©.0 8.30
O BT eun® e a0 0.0 10.13 0 s ©F 88 adws’ 80 8cdo. e
8Bee® gee 0.0 9.00 O @ 9.30 O aes3m»d OG 88 gm.

@D c8 ¢ BuE® gewe amd @ ¢t DOIDED OB O v Yewe »HOS gmd @
con8 BCBe gy edme (B0 e 68 2, o8 6 ©y S 8 Ocdn. ©S »md ey
o8 adm addTBE yele »O6 @m0 @I Cend BIRRG G OB B3O ©NC1R)Eh.
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e 89 B0 @8 ecewd® At 13-1532 w» Bg 11-033 gve® @ ¢ 88008 o.8.
(26.88,26.29) 8. Bg 374 gedecw g 89 Do ©g 68 wedl aneg® o co (ew.d
96.6) &bz megs.

BEOT 830ABD: BHE Zee OB o e 89 Ded®s @B 6, oS 8 Ly @8 10 u»
DICB@IDBIBE g0 wodsred BE edmeE (B0 CReh. w8 ocerd wy 68 »md
2DIBE DB® D@ gm0 ©3¢d 3eBIed BIEBG G DML WHO e @&h. & 89
De®sd &8 6, 8, 10 D8 93 @k csl® evIe® edt Beavd BEedES 13, 16.67, 17 EMF
geced wows’ de. g 8Y Ded®sd @ 6, 8, 10 8 WICH PE O EeE™O s al®
ee0r o0 At 378 yewdceod Dibmn & @B amd e Bg 374 gedlew ww At 13 -3791 ¢esed
2Bs5%) gedes BO® teBIDOG Drews’ 381 Ba.

SIEBDO 5 ©y @D : g 89 De®s’ vy ©8 cve pEe OB @eO DB oy
2302008 (64) EMF gedcod Dibmn 8 &8 and 8¢ @.an»®s daewss IR 64, At 313
20® @@ Ju. O e ad® oy wedwd (40) At 378 gerced Dibm B

SPAD gos g 89 Be®s’ 68 coedd gpneg® SPAD aon At 378 gedlcens’ Dibmn g and
@ ©2eABIOB Darews’ At 18-2223, At 13-1532 ¢l 885y el ©e® @i Sa. al®
SPAD gvw EMF e Bg 374 geddcdc ©owss Sao.

8 ®0G 8210 : IR64 gedced sigwmO B m»0E oD D(8® (13) Bw. O s(gumd a8®

D 03 eoasd (9) By 374, At 13-3791, At 18-2223 esep At 378 8 Dol Bes.

8 woem™ 8o: At 13-3791 el eBdmm gedced ave® O »ie® o (0.8, 24.29) Dibnn

Ba. IR 64 getdcnd weamm®s daens’ w@im g At 378 gedced af)® 8 wicm o (ew.8.
20.74) ©abma Scs.

8 20c® ¢ B @@ ©:@10 : By 374 gedced 8 wicm @B O @0 ©eadsd @ne® (186)
Ba. @8® & »iE® @B O @ wo@dwd (73) Dibmn 8 eferss EMF gedced 0 and dw
IR 64 O e51cBw g ece w8 Jae.

8 mdem 8oreq 3 @%801€q O g0 8302100 : By 374 gedced O8® 8dreq 8 &0 o500
(156) Bes. & m»Oem af® 80req 8 10 wo110(63) EMF getdced Dobmo 8. At 13-3791 ¢esed
a8&dmm gedcod & moem ¢ @080iem 8 0 oD @we® (27.67) So. At 13-1532
cetd a8dm» gerced en8de O @0 @D a8® (4) eces Dibimn 8 a8 emc dws Bg

11-033 cesed a8&8mm gedcs wv IR 64 gedcn 0@ weaxm@n daewns’ @i Ja.

Qs W AC : eHE® uds ¢ A0 (©® 30.10) By 11-033 ¢wed aBkms gedced
Db & a8 @m0 O 98 B g0l BaRHOs Hes Bk HBe. al® s cwwm A0 (9®
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(18.17) Bg 374 gedceows’ im § amd On we@sm®@s danens’ At 13-3791 ¢wed a8dmnm
gewlcwd @i .

D8 BN :@He® ds @dD I Al 378 gewcewsd Dibimn & @B ¢md @fl® Limds
a3 At 18-2223 et e8dmm gedcews’ Dibme Sa.

B A0 :90e® @ Bug @0 BQ 374 gedcens’ Dibm § amd On 83028500 Dnewss 13-

3791, 18-2223 cesed aBdme gedens’o w@im de. ¢l® @ o€ S At 378 gercewnsd
Dol Bes.

@ G Bu@ AT : ewe® e e € S By 374 gedcews’ by & @B emd O
oBIO daews’ At 313, EMF gedle o At 18-2223, Bg 11-033 ¢wed e88mm gewews’
©BO® @1 Je. ¢8O @ G o€ J At 13-1532 cwed e8dmm gecews’ Dilbm Sa.

So®»c (Conclusion)

EMF 8 geddcs sg®g @CF 89 5@ (ew.D. 8.05) & o0, IR 64 gerdced ey Bg 11 -033
cetd aBdmn gedcns ©F 880 wewr o § ¢l® C» oemm (5 41 €5 60 mO w©gy) Dibmo
Bes. At 378 Qods atdD¥> T ©c® a8l e ilme @S emd At 18-2223
Doy @sdD(Bies’ @l® ans Dibmd B¢, e ¢, 8ol O, &Y HEDYE LBICEHS
% @0 @18 8 OE 08D s eI O BEedES Bubns’ wwe®asidens’
(0.93) (0.51) (0.97) (0.57) B3 e5e3@30 @d.
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“TomEJC” &® gewees 8 ( Mangifera indica L.) o #6302 @€nisi0m 910w ©¢w ge3dm
eR® DRIV, ¢ OYPJ YBWICH & eI gOC ¥yB®ICBLIB ARL®
053, &. 3. @Qwo&s!”, 8. &. 9D, re830e!, ©®. 88. BNDE?, B. 8. o). !

| 208 o @QBeD Go®m, 8 DB, BRACHED BED BeviE®
2 o)E0 88 30000 (3{0ED) ©@10®, & Rozd
“Bexs mesre : tharangamadhushani17@gmail.com ¢.29.071 6591395
o800mme : 9. &. O. @Qeeh

»1€=38® (Introduction )

2® 07 § o0 ad Hobom ©y coSdbnmm CODE D dYE et dveS. &
Comed D® I a® dBe amds 00 9.08.8 a® ¢ Sedeside Dx¥es’ 03055 BE
OB 83 DIEICE OB 8B D eniis OBOQ. oty ¢eddr) ©O0e®E a® DR BT enm®
e QeSO DG 3CHI DBD D AEIE. & s’ a® DE o @Dy D Bl (/O
ey D® D0 DDed Y VOGRS DO 5D Bed. @d®n »I LissIms edgcie® &
2® OC QeSO D6 ¢l OO e®® WO(ey eB O . ey gesdr) D 8o QT Bt
d® g8 B8%® @8z “TomEJC” 2® geced oty 0ddym Qens’®n ®ide 8 B oy
“TomEJC” 8 @080 eon® w® ©i8eniBm 9Eg® 918 S8® wemr aBddsin emED IS
©® den BEDe® AEL® (cag D0 ©wy gretemian e®Er) wiser B8® @d@ ey 0 ©5Ss3
e®® w3 8¢ I GL.

bedsen n@edews (Methodology )

©0En sledeens NE® adnc HEO PBS w3 D, e®® gmiwco HE® ©Two
©I0BE EEDN 8 DD (COED) B@IVWe® R O & & amd JesrHmIC
o8Swent 8 oo BRACHED SR Bericed 8mbe BeriBled 8 Sexivicedt e wox
Ge. vef atncy NE® e BBIC @i (G 83 3D83) e §u)01 YBOS FES
B, @D a3y NE® BT @l ©wy axois PP wdes 8¢ »om» GE. §Bmo
BEeORSS wi@ims beed B8y 5 3 BEDO, @iz Kdeed 8y 10 = 8E0O, ¢
Omed 45°C & 8008 5 & B8ED®, cey Oned 45°C 8 8208 10 & 8300, ¢ Oped 50°C &
B5%8 5 B BEDO, ey Oned 50°C & 308 10 =& B8EDO, caq dped 55°C & B8208 5 =3
BED®, cay dned 55°C & 2598 10 3 BEDO ecen du. uiom afnc AE® wew B0
OO 83 GBS PN FDES DB. B0 BEeORSS (0@ beed B8EDO, ardemiaz
a®c 150 ppm eo¥cened BEO, eredemian a®c 200 ppMm wisicened BEO®, eredemian
@®E 250 ppm wosicened BEO® et Bi. u8mI0 erce®s’ ey KA DICH BE, DOV
008853 BoFsen I @O wom cE.
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888¢c Bdecsens (Result and discussion )

SBOC OO amd, D 801 Q01 s B Je® BODG 8 eHOHG @i)de® Beame
¢ @353 eHEE® ICE BIEBG Uy eEL AR 2. ©dE Mced emE® G¢ a®
DR &1 8o ¢Q0T s B Ped® gBane af) evw (1.5711.0127) ©» eom@mae ¢8de®
IBomes (8.64%1.347) ar. ©:® @8wuinmi®, caq D0 §8mde Dy 8edr QT B d®
e BICBG Gy OCH ACHED . et 8®c YBICOE BuE® 053¢enns’
B0 @IDE SERODEO D& Dy B0t Q0T BB BB BEBG G @R &8 avws
es3n® o . ¥ ambs’ arEdewids a®cw 250 PPM wisigens cle SR BEDe®s3
@c® BBOR® (3.5712.077) ¢000ens .

SBo®xcs (Conclusions)

“TomEJC” 8 &1 8¢t ¢@S o B0 af) B88® wepr @ D5ed ad asd 5 emE®

e ¢edemidn a®cws 250 PPM wosicamesd BEOE BYedn we viSs. & Dedd® vy addy
200l o 801 Q01 B D8 D& BO® wewr cen O B88w® BBe®xs’d weBe gv
OEH PESO .
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0:8538® (Introduction)

@S @O agdi 0 aB38® (dark circles) wm @@ gd YOED® C1Ewms ©EEDS. I
0@ BEBSI D@D 0®, B»OB ¥10g, BE ©15®, @138 giBw, 338 mn0, B OBw@O
R ®IEw Booens 8O emnd edmE D eRewi®6s eBy Bw v ©d. ¢ldn eRs
eOEHS dbeanm »53es 8O Beneds’ aeded agdi »0 e @d.

D3 ©edns’ ecs »WEBDY CRIB O 08m 8 ®wdss’ e »o Seds 500 »O adm

201008 83 amd @3 Tetragonula iridipennis, Tetragonula praeterita ese Lisotrigona cacciae &
Co0d DO CeR. ¢illmD Do D erewmBe & Ot wi8e® vwidm o edfs’
B OBES. @20 @i @053, 0, DIdLRE OB 3 FBBOOL ol GRLO® 3 BOBSI
210 D00 B ek OGS B . yBRBEIcn Y B8 en Qen a8
egesiBE wnd HBewds dOnE 90 B0e® Hwmdm® a8 D 0t0weIedm ¢S &m0
VOBS RS dlenn BEwicms gmdes e 918 D8 sema »IE.

o8z ened PBm Budos e ¢ BiPeens wimed & Comeds’ @wiwr O3B0 B¢ DO
OEdesied emeniEe (Propolis) o @ uBos8midn g B88Rcdw. md¢ eyewniGe
Bedesndencs ©0m0 I8 el @O @gdy 0 90 BBe® yBwidwus BuEicmrs BE® ®o
8 ewlonmd Boeens ¢ogen d.
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e8een m®edew (Methodology)

0306 B olgBed eDmEBO® @LCOR® ey eweniBe ©®siE 10 5 emed, »Omd
00 e@BNHOE 8B 353 O w0 R amRc® Jn wewSm Wo» & ©ed @28
o8Swen e3¢0 ©eniEed ®gnesd Bedesnome ©Dmn O RE OB BB d wbSsen
o ©08D 0EBemBs g@®iens (TPC), ABTS' ©i DPPH Scwed ddnd 9os58380®
Bozolbisio BoFsen w0z 8. e3® el 8O ggd 0 9 o HO® Bdwsocma e
e 8Peen v SO0 8 OBE SLS 743:2021 »530 woSmed amymEd D8 geey
e®IRNHBO omidr ©RNe®S emTD eud-eeEdwden BoPeen ¢LBDG, IO 25 »
883 wnwiBtdens’ 8¢ wom 2.

589c 8decnens (Results and discussion)

B o005 @008 wemd @rEesied emexiBed 8 109.33 ug GAE (galliac acid equivalent)
0! c0BBemnEs asiobonces B 90 gBS9cDES o€ B¢, DPPH ©i ABTS' d&»cE
00500, 5RVSBIc Dwde guen 8= 88eo8s 370.44+2.17 ug ml? ex» 51.63+0.84
ug mit = ICso 2065 eBH® i 8 eyrewmBe Hwidened ¢nwks’ BEm Ee®E

BCBG g EBEmI0m Bu8ow gsimbon ed. S eDmisd g OC 3¢wsd 88
@05 COOE DDV YedrdES @010 memd3 ®rensied eemiBes R EmIc Qb
0 ©383¢ D0 08 8PBenens’ @30@INs H@IERBSS tIeSHBd Gi’. ewet ednS, e®8

e3@len eEBe0ES (TPC) axobome DPPH @i ABTS' Scued-ddncE 9o S8e®
Bozom® ©000® wusigen, ¢l kO g 0 g8 B8e® w(Bwid LEBG G Y®IeHES.
0® 5O Bdwicms w1 wew O30 R wiPeem Hvod by’ 98 Beicmws SLS
743:2021 5330 ©o8mws0 emme 86 §® Sdwicmas &8ss S8 wHmd gosiens’ 68%

O8 001830000 B8EATC Wem acwed @ & ar. Bdvicmed ©de wy domas ¢ 96%
BO B0y PG B0 #m0nd @esi®mmdns’ SBo 88 Dby & e0@m. Js

©0vm 02 8 ¢iPedsies? SLS 743:2021 5550 ©oBm0d ammEd wmem @4 ¢l ¢ gl
0 O SBe® §O Bdwsicme (dark circle remover) @d.
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Bo®x (Conclusions)

208D 0EBemES exobome, DPPH w1 ABTS" 8deCuencs’ es(cBEE0 ©Be®E, &
Co0053 @300 Wemi3 Brfenied egenmiG O BIEBG g B30 D8z
81D, De®B® end-aeRdIen HBiven BB BEDI NEOE, & Coedss »EY wemi3
Odeted "emeniBe” gl 8O agdi 0 @0 BBe® [O® Hdwicmn cw ©i8m BB®
eed8 SHOW:S arD. eWet e, DD BLBBHIB & Coed CLHFn RS dwn

w0 @¢ ©@®sc 10 »0 8@ O (D3, DIHEWIHBO ©0, GO CO8 HBewisms WIB
DR BuEwus 0®ened®s’ sbdeens 8 »E 9.
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08538® (Introduction)

P& Desot®md Solanum lycopersicum L eces ©€5300m amd de 853¢ @wonmd DS
REDIB BDICEIS @RS BB »12.08 D8 B0 uBSEmidn asdnbon 8@ O
YN PR o BPde »BG. 98 esiobon cBewmi8z3 (Lycopene) omo ude
BBEB0® Qb w8 TS weni.e0® sleduamed DO g ol BB O
B8R 9ec®x3 sOBm adIBIBE cEdensid B0 BO® EBeEIBS aHiomed t3XweL®RBIIG
8BBS00 CBe8S asinlomes tw Dben avws’ and B@RBIVHDG elBEHG BEOE.

sbedeen n@edexs(Methodology)
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