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Total Carbon Contents and Soil Properties in Nong Bo Reservoir, Maha Sarakham Province
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Wannachai Wannasing,' Bhuvadol Gomontean' and Apisak Popan®
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@“wd"mummsmm Lﬁuﬁfs@m\iﬁué’qﬁ%mmu‘imm%qLL@””LaJiumuImm%"’lwmim 30 uilas Lﬁuﬁq@ﬂ"m
AURT9IAUANNAN 0-25 LTURIIAS (mumuuu) 25-50 . (mmuﬂm\‘i) WAL 50-100 LURLNAT (muf’num\‘i)

HANNTANENLTN AR AE BN AN T v AT ALt 50-100 > 25-50 > 0-25 . (4.743. 22x10™,
1.59+0.97x10™ LAz 8.40+5.70x10™ AUALENATS) ATNANAL mmmuumﬂgmmmum‘lumq 4.32-8.72 m
nsi i eelugag 0.78-11.90 wdTnusamas (dS/m) ﬂmmusl,umu@ﬂiumq 5.32-114.74 $analnein
win A NvUILULe lutae 0.92-2.65 mummﬂmﬂmeﬁummm uay Lu@mumuslﬁmLﬂumua‘quﬂumm
(sandy loam) mmLmm”1/1mmmquﬁi‘vmwﬂ?mmma‘mumwmiumuﬂumummu (0-100 “fal.) WU
mﬂgmmmmmuum’mmmwuﬁﬂuﬂ?mmmimummmlumu@mquummfymmmm (p<0.05) AN
FutlsrAnBavduiug () Wil 0212 AramuuLLmMLIesAY ey ARWMTEY aLNNANIIE LAYEUNIA
Nn9ewtle (0-100 a.) ﬁmmzﬁlﬁuﬁuﬂ?mmmi’uau‘%@mm‘l,uau@ﬂ'wﬁﬁmﬁ’]ﬁ”mmmﬁﬁ (p<0.01) HAn
zﬁ"wﬂsﬁw’ﬁrwﬁmﬁuﬁ (r) Wiy 0.312, 0. 710, -0.659 UAZ 0.362 ANNATIAL NIFIATIZINITOANBLITLUGIN
e feuiunluAularautaL Aedunuanuansaiy (0-25 @x, 25-50 TN WAz 50-100 4.

fAN&uisy AN (R winu 0.823, 0.665 uaz 0.935 AMNAIAL
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Abstract

The research aimed to study was to total carbon contents and soil properties in Nong Bo reservoir,
Maha Sarakham province. Soil samples were collected at three different depths (0-25 cm, 25-50 cm and
50-100 cm) by disturbed and non-disturbed method, total 30 plots. Results found that the mean soil total
carbon in subsoil > medium soil > topsoil layer (4.74+3.22x10™ > 1.59+0.97x10™ > 8.40+5.70x10” t/ha)
respectively. In addition, these three layers with the soil reaction ranged from 4.32-8.72, soil electrical
conductivity 0.78-11.90 dS/m, soil moisture 5.32-114.74 % by weight, bulk density 0.92-2.65 g/cm® and
soil texture found that the mostly was sandy loam. Moreover, there was significantly relationship (p<0.05)
between total carbons contents and pH (0-100 cm) with correlation coefficient (r) were 0.212. There was
significantly relationship (p<0.01) between total carbon contents and bulk density, clay, sand, silt
(0-100 cm.) with correlation coefficient (r) were 0.312, 0.710, -0.659 and 0.362 respectively. In addition,
there was significant linear relationship between total carbon contents and soil properties at three different
depths (0-25 cm, 25-50 cm and 50-100 cm) with coefficient of determination (R”) were 0.823, 0.665 and
0.935 respectively.

Keywords: carbon storage, total carbon, saline soil, Nong Bo reservoir, Maha Sarakham province
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Fomndmestaiinisazanpnfoulszann 4,130 WWAZNTU Falsrnaudasduiin thuuasuiasssu A
Ffaaay 85, 5.5 WAY 3.3 ANAAU (Schrag, 2007; Lal, 2008) Auduiinnsazanafueullszunn
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ﬁmﬁmﬂuﬁmmﬁﬁm%uﬁﬂm (Vijayvargiya and Kumar, 2011) sz gl niouuay
ALKIUAY AANRRANTENLABN AN TN ERTUATESHA lTANENINNNINARNIINNTINERTARAY (Shrivastava
and Kumar, 2015) TnenARuuaziirn i i Aisalgannansazanafiatnldanauiausdaeinisla
UINNTT 4 ATTLNUFADLNAT ﬁ@mmﬁ 25 ayALEaLTEeg (Richards, 1954) wAAATs i lanlaesunay
'i‘wmﬂ’mmfmqﬁumm”gmu?mﬁ@ 2 PFTLUAIIAT T 25 B9ANLTALTEE (United States Soil Salinity
Laboratory Staff, 1954) lutlaqiiuansazansaasinaadaulunied luglassnaenas lsduasdamnuaslnman
LAALTLNWAZLNNTITEN (Abrol et al., 1988) aIN9184711989 FAO AAdT NI RS sanns 397 §1u
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ﬁuﬁﬁwﬁuﬁmﬂummaﬂszmuﬂ?zmm 45 anuEnmng (Feeaz 19.5) ezl AuFudezan o
1,500 1uanmng aqldiunanssuannudlssano 32 Auanmng (Faeaz 2.1) (FAO, 2016)
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RnsAnE lANLRaALsNvLedte a1wneusie Saudanmnasans anenzuilaeiallaes
anafuuestaddnsuziiunmugusesiulBunnuiluiazinainguay HaugeanszauiIneLa
1/92310 160-200 AT (ANIN9NUNEATENDLITE, 2555) WAZAWNAN T WLTILAWLAN
2. AEMSIALAIRLNIAUBATNITIATENAENIAY

nsdimauaziivet9AnlugangudsduauianNn 30 uilas NszduAluEn 0-25, 25-50
WAY 50-100 FIUALNAT (AINUANLNNT NN N PR NAUTNANTUaLaeY NaTlduasniAng (2544)
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3 Vg antiuvndaesnu i usesanan (composite sample) T OVSSERT- AL 11t SVAYTCs RE: PPNIRR
Uity LazFaUAIERTUNTIUNA 2.0 Daduns wasifudettslunausTaieldlunnnmsianTAny
sia
3. NMSAATIERANLAAUNIINENINLAELANLNNUSEAS

A siaNTAnIanianan Eun annuduludu (soil moisture) 288 Gravimetric with oven
drying (Gardner, 1965) AMNUUNLLUIINTA9AY (bulk density) pa83% Core method (Blake and Hartge,
1986) edu (soil texture) #2eRT hydrometer (soil survey staff, 1996) antTenaadl Tawn A tndn
Ime/lf Electrical conductivity meter TuSATduAuAeY 1:5 (Jackson, 1967) mﬂgmmmu (soil reaction)
Imerld pH meter uSRIdLRLsaTn 1:1 (Soil survey staff, 1996) Bnnuanfuewiaanluay (total carbon
contents) fineind Dry combustion (USDA, 1996)
4. MmaAszimnlsanaasuaulufunauun

Frunnmn e fuewianunluiu Tnganunsasanddanaunisdaselyli (Batjes, 1996)

Carbon contents (gC m™®) = bulk density (gsoil m®) x soil carbon content (gC gsoil”") x depth (m)
5. NMSAATIZNLRYANAD A

WRauifieu Funauanfueuianua i (Total carbon) luusazszaumnuaningldnisdmszif
one way-ANOVA #4838 DMRT (Duncan’s Multiple Range Test) kazalAszsdiAnudunusseudnatTunmn
mﬁfmuﬁwumsluauﬁmuﬁ"ﬁauimﬂ%mﬁmmzﬁmmﬂwmm (multiple linear regression) tagn1uua i
Fiauls8dsy (independent variable) Ae anRs19] 12901 UaLAIULIRN (dependent variable) AaLlFunn
asueulupuianne uasidendaudslaeiaifusuldasuuydunen (stepwise) fiasduAuIdesi 95%
(p=0.05)
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ANANHN 0NN T8 Y AN TN AN LI L A LA LA S AL A LA N0 SALTIENY TuNLdn Auduiy
LavALFunaNa Ao NN T A B A Fa s A luRuLAL DTy AL AL AN TR ULAN AN S
ﬁ’uau%ummﬂ'wﬁﬁm%ﬁﬁymmﬁﬁ (Table 2, Figure 1)mﬂm?ﬁﬂmwudf]mL@ﬁlﬂﬂ?mmmmmmﬁuau
TuRuianaR AN IndLRETINN TN Leq 930Ut waznInA (2559) wudineiniiuAffuanlumuANles
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Figure 1 Comparison total carbon contents of Nong Bo reservoir in the 0-25 cm 25-50 cm and 50-100 cm

depths.

2. \fapu

Auluufienafiuiuese saneusile fiszdunaudn 0-25 AT UsznaumiseynIAy
Witien ayniAnIaLazen1AnIauiNiasas 9.13+4.90 79.4147.11 Uaz 11.4643.78 ANAAL fiszfunanu
an 25-50 [wuRwmg szneudauayniafuiie aynianssuazayniansouilsiaas 9.51+3.91
78.72+6.16 WAy 11.77£3.18 AU WarfiszdAuAn 50-100 uRiums Usznaudaeaunipfumilen
UNIANIEUATaUNIANI LT FasAY 10.92+6.65 77.86+9.54 LAY 11.23+3.99 AINATAU (Table 1) e
WRLRUAMNLANFNTaIBYNIARWUTLEY naeuaznIeuilTaENFuAaNaAn WL AR LATEY
Vlﬁ"]EILL@W]?’]?;ILLﬂxﬂﬁ/\i@’m%uﬂ'ﬂNaﬂvlﬂﬁﬁ')’mLLmﬂﬁi’Nﬁuﬂﬂ’]\iﬁﬁﬂﬁ'}ﬁm%ﬂﬂ@aﬁ (p<0.05) (Table 2)
3. SEAUANMNLANTBIAY

gAUANNLANTRIRUTUANTANIART09RY %aaw,wimﬁuﬁ%ﬁizﬁumfmmﬁuﬁl,l,mnﬁmﬁu%uag
ﬁuﬂ?mmmmLﬂ%faﬁmmm@mwaghﬁuﬁ (ANA3, 2539) ezl AnEN T A LANIA NI AL luA TS
mmsﬁmmmmﬁwmmmm’mqaum%ﬂ@Lm?mﬁ@ﬁuﬁ'ﬁmmwLﬁumnmﬁ 2 TR UARINAT 7| 25 B9AN
T BeadadniuAwAL (United States Soil Salinity Laboratory Staff, 1954) $91nn1sAnE"9fLANMEY
esduluitufienafutivuecie sStneusile nudauRiszaueea@n 0-25 imuRums HANAHNIANEEIZNIN
2.52-10.78 WWTTHNUADNAT (AUANANTRL-AULANIA) fiaLfUANNAN 25-50 [UAWAS HAAnLANDY
3511919 0.78-8.80 AT TIUARIIAT (FUllAN-AUANSR) WaLTis@UANNEN 50-100 LIURMAT FANANLAY
Bg91319 0.78-11.90 W@diuusiamng (AuldiAN-AulAnds) (Table 1) e RauFauanuLAnFeTdng
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AL T AT AT UAINAN WU IR LEL T ALT s FLAINAN 0-25 LAY 25-50 ITuFLLAT
fIANNUAN AU LT UIAN LA LTI A LTS A UAMLAN 50-100 ruRmATad e lT a1 AN 19aiA (p<0.05)
(Table 2)
4. APnsenaanu

miﬁm:mmﬂﬁﬁ?mmmaﬂuﬁuﬁéwLﬁuﬁwumﬂa aneusiie MinusidnpLisenaesmumy
ﬁjﬁﬂﬂﬁﬁﬁmaﬂgﬁﬁmmLﬁymG’Tumzﬁmmmmmérmqaumm mmﬁmiﬁmmﬁmﬂﬁﬁ%mm (2554) WUINANAN
unse-fneesin AssFuAN@n 0-25 \uRuAs HAANITIUNIA-ANNTBIAUAE T3N3 6.46-8.06
(ngpLanilas- m'wﬂmnmq) fiseAUANAN 25-50 IEUAWAS TAAaTunge- FIN9TRIAUBETENINN 4.48-8.63
(NIASA-ANSUT) UAETITTAUAINAN 50-100 WiuRwAs HArauidunsa-Ansaashuagszudne 4.32-8.72
(NTARANIN- m\um) (Table 1) Lumﬂ?‘ﬁ‘umﬂummmem\wvmwmﬂgmm‘ummummmumwmn WL
mﬂgmmmmmummmumm@ﬂiuummLLmnmwnu@mmuﬂmﬂmmmnm (p<0.05)(Table 2)
5. AuduluRuy

AuuluAwluRLTs LUt Lestie s1neusile 1nald3d Gravimetric with oven drying
(Gardner, 1965) HANNSANEWLA TS A LAMAEN 0-25 1R ms TBnanuTulufusesas 5.32-114.74
Tnerinuiin Resfunauan 25-50 luRiums HFunuAETuluRuSaeas 5.95-48.97 Ineinmtin uasiisyd
ANNAN 50-100 WufiA? TEunnAnNTuluRLSataz 7.86-23.51 Taeninuiin (Table 1) \fiaieufay
ALUANANITE IR LRI LAAEN WL AL TR aa A NAN T A aLAN N
funenafiladnAtyneada (p<0.05)(Table 2)
6. AMNURUIULUUTINUDIAY

AT TR L LRUREN AL YLade §1nauste 1ne193E Core method (Blake and
Hartge, 1986) HANNTANENLANTTLAUANMNAN 0-25 LIUAAT ANVLN LS ALTT AN 0.92-2.16
NINARYNUATLIURLNRAS TlozFUANNAN 25-50 IUAWAT AALVUILLIALE AN 0.95-2.00 nFuse
ANUANTURALNAST WATATEALANAN 50-100 URMAT AMMIWILTINALTIAYINTL 1.20-2.65 nFuse
Qﬂmﬁﬁmuﬁmmimﬂﬁu;ﬁ 3 Fuflufusautlunae (Table 1) e Beuiieuanuuansinaszminaaamun
LU IEN LT UAAEN NLTIANLINIILs TR AU A LT AN AN T A LAn A s Uaging
AdadnAtynneana (p<0.05)(Table 2) FaganAReIALNNIINENIUTDY DAANA (2543) WL FURTI ALY
LLiiuzngﬁ'auiumaiwusLuLﬁﬂauﬁ dluRugou AudauLlunsauazauna e
7. AmNANRUSsznI S fuauanaaluduiuaT PR

TunsfinEnAaduiusIT i B e fueuas AU e AR LR uRe iU e e
snnavstie Tnel93an19aa5 Pearson’s correlation HaN13ANEAAN Table 3 wLdn1Ban oAt FLawRsvLe Y
AudANANRUSIUANTRENLINAS ANUATTEN299RY ANILILILIINIEIAY aUNIANINEAWMTELAY
aynAnIauilvad elde Ay 1eaa (p<0.05 uar p<0.01) FaflAnuaenadesiuniem e ulEun
AuvdAnSUaUAN particle size classes TBWATE WaTYANA (2554) uaz Ruehimann and Kdrschens (2009)
AuntlifeRuaz@unasitiunman fueuduridaniuengs sesasnAeAuiRHeAuuna A ARt ieAu
vgLAsi BB RS A FIa U LA LAY u@nmnﬁﬁqmmmﬁmﬁumﬁwmumm Siqueira Neto et al. (2010)
wudreyniemumdsaiAnanwlunissranuwazinmanfueuluaulduinndteunianae Apauduiusiy
anTiRTIaLAR auN1ANIEatRTIAATyNealia (p<0.01)
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Table 3 Pearson’s correlation coefficient (r) between total carbon contents and soil properties (0-100 cm).

Total carbon Moisture Bulk

ECe Clay Sand Silt
Soil properties contents pH (% By density
(dS/m) N (%) (%) (%)
(t/ha) weight) (g/cm”)
Total carbon contents (t/ha) 1 - - - - - - -
ECe (dS/m) NS 1 - - - - - -
pH 212 -322" 1 - - - - -
Moisture (% by weight) NS NS NS 1 - - - -
Bulk density (g/cm?) 3127 NS NS -593" 1 - - -
Clay (%) 710" NS 300" NS NS 1 - -
Sand (%) -.659" NS 257 NS NS -.908" 1 -
Silt (%) 362" NS NS NS NS 4697 -7957 1

NS: not significant, * Significant at p<0.05, ** Significant at p<0.01.

a0 Table 4 NUA LR WLe L S1naLsie Smdaumnansaiy SiladefiravanaseFunn
m‘m:mumiru'au%wumluauﬁLLMﬂﬁiNﬁuTmaﬁﬁﬁuﬂa:ﬁm’%{(ﬁ) AupnsniulussANNANALANFNY
Fanupndn SaarFnu 3 dsennsfislanenaserFunanisasaunfuenlunu lEun Asnusuuiisne i
DUNIARLARLIUATOLNIANIE TneanRAuiRavEnasetsinmunsazanafueulududuLmg 1 dsznns
T ayniaRuwmilen TneilavEnasieLSunninsazananfuawimmalufu 82.3 % (R® = 0.823) Autunan
SautRau 2 Usznns Aflavanaselsunmnisazananiueuomaluauliun aynaaumiliouazaaumn
uiusnaesdu Tnafiansuaseliunaunisazanafuewtaualuiu 66.5 % (R? = 0.665) Autuanatian
A 3 dsznns AEnIwaseENINsazaNAnTUeuRmma LAy Hun AYNIANINY AYNIARUMEED AN
ML TN AULAT I A AL TR TnefanErasieBununtsasau A FUaui s Ay 935 %
(R* = 0.935 ) u@ﬂ@’mﬁﬁ\iwudﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂngmumm’mmiﬁmLsmxl,l,@xmimﬁﬂwﬁﬁﬁuﬁﬁ'qN@Tmﬂmqrﬂ'@
Funmunsavanafaumn Ay (Matson et al., 1997)

Table 4 Relationship between total carbon contents and soil properties.

Depth Variables
Equation R2
(cm) Independent  Dependent
0-25 ECe, pH, Y =-0.00001 + 0.00001X_ Eq. 1 0.823
Total Y =-0.00020 + 0.00002X_+
25-50 Moist, BD, s Eq.2 0.665
0.00010X
Carbon 4
Clay, Sand contents Y =0.00110 - 0.00001X_+ 0.00024X
50-100 . 6 4 Eq.3 0.935
and Silt +0.00002X_

Y = Total Carbon contents (t/ha), X = ECe (dS/m), X, =pH, X_ = Moisture (% by weight) X, =BD (g/cm3),
X5 = Clay (%), X6 = Sand (%) and X7 = silt (%)
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UBNANNIANHIANNENAUF T UINUTN A FUBUTIMNA TUAUAUANTRAWLAY N13ANE AT
9 lgan s FaumaudinnaansuawiardaluauluNuRaAULnvuesta a1nausie A9 AN a17ANN
o A da & A | | ¥ Ao & A Ay ve
ﬂuwuwmummuj (Table 5) L1 YURIINANIIATANLBLNAD (Pan et al., 2013) WuNNlFsUMANILNLUAIN
mzm (Islam etal, 2014) m@mmﬁ?ﬁumﬂuﬂ?mmmw@unuwumuj wumﬂ?mmmamumwmslumulu
FuRenafUTLeLe S1naUsTe AiRNNaNTANY uﬂ?mmmimuuaﬁmwwumuj Lummﬂﬂ%ﬂmq
mﬂm‘wmmmumumﬂﬂ‘?:ﬂ@u‘um@gmmmm@\mfnwumuj ARAARDITLNNIINLINUTRS ANFNA (2543)

'
I

a = dy a a a = = a a o & a a dﬁl a =2
AUNNLUDAUALLALA (ALLAUEND) %Nmmmmm@umﬂmmﬂuﬁlumu@;qmmumwmu (AUNFIE) FINDN

be
JL_

Wu‘wmmmnmmqaﬂuaumm?@u@qmm@iﬁﬁmﬂmiﬂ'ﬂmﬁmmm%um"'&ﬁmfh@uqq gl sunung
azanvespfuanluAusi lusnsisiunsazauanfueuluiuiauiudedSunnseduda Wesmndns

a

winumuinaesiaties (Setia et al., 2011)

o

Table 5 Comparison total carbon contents of Nong Bo reservoir with other saline areas.

Depth Carbon content Clay Sand Silt
Country Area Reference
(cm) (tha) (%) (%) (%)
Chaina Grassland Salinization
Lightly 30 47.00 0.40 14.20 85.40  Pan etal., (2013)
Moderately 30 32.40 0.40 26.20 7340 Panetal., (2013)
Heavily 30 17.30 0.00 29.20 70.80  Pan etal., (2013)
Severely 30 13.10 0.00 33.30 66.70  Pan et al., (2013)
Thailand ~ Ban Nong Suang 60 4.71 12.00 76.60 11.40 Islam et al., (2014)
Thailand ~ Nong Bo reservoir 0-25 8.40x10-5 9.13 79.41 11.46  This study
25-50 1.59x10-4 9.51 78.72 11.77  This study
50-100 4.54x10-4 10.92 77.86 11.23  This study
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