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Using of Charcoal to Improve Soil Fertility for Sweet Waxy

Corn Production

@1Aus inaes” uay ARss (Fanme”

Saowakon Hemwong" and Sasithorn Chualsuna”

Abstract: Charcoal is organic matter which is plant.nutrition source and C storage in the soil. This experiment
studied effect of charcoal -application on soil fertility growth and yield of sweet corn variety Dokkoon 49 (KJ 49).
They included 4 treatments: 1) soit alone,-2) soil+charcoal, 3) soil+N fertilizer;and 4) soil+charcoal+N fertilizer.
The results showed that soil moisture contents under sojl+charcoal and soil+charcoal+N fertilizer treatments
were higher than soil+N fertilizer and soil alone treatments. In soil chemical properties after sweet comn harvest,
pH, E.C., soil organic matter and total N were not significantly different. However, total N tended to increase
although the -amounts of soil organic matter did not change, this probably due to short-term experiment (3
months). The change of soil organic matter by charcoal application must be long-term effects. At 60 day after
planting, dry weight and N content were not significantly different between treatments. At final harvest, however,
ear fresh weights were significantly different among treatments at 99% confidence in which soil+charcoal
treatment gave the highest yield (383 g/stem) and the. lowest was in soil+N fertilizer treatment (148 g/stem). In
addition, stem and cob dry weight were not significantly different among treatments. Soil + charcoal treatment
gave the highest stem (530 g/stem) and cob dry weight (0.21 g/stem). Soil+Charcoal+N fertilizer treatment had
" earyield (160 g/stem) lower than soil+charcoal treatment, this might due to N fertilizer added was absorbed by
charcoal and may be released for the next crop.- However, the amount of charcoal used in this experiment was
rather high rate (5% of soil dry weight). The next study should focus on long-term impact and.reduce the rate of
éharcoal-apptication in the soil.

Keyword's:- Charcoal, sweet com, soil fertility
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UNAntia: mu‘ﬁlmﬂ'uﬁuw’mf?mqmﬁmuﬁﬁ; uumasnsawns uasdaaiuinafueulilufu nsAnneaaaenis
Tdrnusiaanugananysnizashiu maaseyiuln ussnandnuasdnotng Wugnangu 49 Tnafingsudganuou 4
nsaa 1url nenid3T 1 Auatihadien (eaiBANLAN) NIRRT 2 Au+tnu nedan 3 Audlulinau uaz
NIniaT 4 Awrdu+laind wanisAnenudn nesda Aurinu uasiurdnulelulnnau ﬁmmﬁuqmd'}
nenaRue ulasau uaAuathaien Aundnisiudesdtaing wusn pH, Electrical Conditivity, Buyidesng
Tuan umﬁmm‘lu‘[mmumuum‘lumu Tifianuuansinaiuneada Lmﬂ?mmluimmumumuLLmTuumwu%u
mumﬁﬁmmaummmn‘lu Wasuulasdsenadlummaiunsineszosdi 3 dew) mawdeuias
Swissagannslduadlfadifinaum masyiuradanadenis 60 Sundelgn wudn il
LLﬁﬂﬁiﬂdﬂﬁdﬂaﬁlﬁdﬁﬁﬂﬁmLﬁﬂ uavxﬁmmluimL@u'l,uo’l’u’?f"mwm atinlsfimnu tminuasdninaadninadlets
mqmumm WU umwmemammnmmzmumwumﬂuuw 99 wafidus Tnenssaids Au+du 'lﬁnawamﬂnam
498m (383 nFuslasiu) uaznIsuds mu+ﬂﬂ1uimmu ’lmauamc‘lnammam (148 nfusied) atelsfipnm wmun
uady wazFadnatnanfioangiuifien wuds il ANAUANG NN AT Tatnsss i Wwinudedu
dninageqa Aa 530 nfusiesis uazlunssnds Au+dnu 'Lumuun_umngngm (0.21 nFustesi) TnanssuRgau+
du+etulpnan (160 nfused) Waandndnanfndnnslddmiiesedaien enadlsawnan lulaaauild
adllenagnaugadulld unsenadet 1 dasdensenimnninmsmzignlutldinly wieenalsiamy tunoaes
i i lumemasediiisnnaeuinegs Ao 5 wefidud deniwinAuus m?ﬁnmm\mm“lﬂmmwmiﬁnmw
ransznuluszarenauacandasmsldinuliitanag ’

ArdAty: du dntwadrawmiisonnnu anugasauysaiuesi

AN ' hulaniau waanaia uasTufadun wievszano se,
096, 1.12 waz24 nlansusials i Tunig
Mlumansiusen@eawifoduiuideom  nduiu duiildannissdaluanmilieend mucﬁ"\
@mmummmwﬂummmuummluwmwﬂan'lu vizaanmwaLANgMYR (szuulle) HilBunumfueu
manziusen@suvilefinandan du (Charcoal)  Tudawasiofiumeatfie 50 wlefidust (Feamside et
LﬂmamwLm'l,uamwwmﬁ‘mm'a@nmmum AqUMAY  al, 2001) Tmﬂmw?'iLuﬂuszuuﬁm%aﬁqmuqﬁqeﬁqLwi
azanAfuey uasianuadasgeannsoiuinmly 400 - 600°C  fiBuntunaNARtiu wazFuN
TuAnldunutia 5000 1 (Panya and Lovelance, 1988) mfLauiades (stable carbon) 82-97 wlafidusf 3
uana ity nasazandulududadunisan gendmaunuuszidln (< 66 wafidusf) Bruun
afueleenlafhssenmedaduamninlilan et al, 2011) adelsfimu Bannuanfuanludny
Foulk atdlsfinny druhgninndadunisunuuy %waﬂnu sinresniia uaguunRR e lunnen u
sruudlefitBunnenfueuludoumilefafumaaives amn mﬂuﬁmm@umﬂ msu'aw,wu%uﬁ'\mnun'n
2-3 wefidus Lﬁmmn.tﬁmﬂuﬁmmuuumuymiﬁ \find untadnguiadnsinistesaniuanas
Unnnugaamgfinisun tszannd 300°C wasiiBanns  (Sauerbeck, 2001) msianiigasan 1S luutiamds
aanTiauguin i unad u uasBunnenfuen mafuifieaanaiiil n&lm‘lul,‘%‘mmifi”mm?ﬁ'oﬂqn‘lﬁ
Heandansunszulle wifliFunondwanndt  Balfinwasnsdaulugifiuia naswnfltsslumd
Hemwang et al. (2008) $181W31 Lﬁmmﬁmmmﬁ'i wnndanaslonsuainiaaslyludy %qﬂ'féqu" U
wResa s uuuszundaitiuanefuen  selanfnnslanddesarfuauainnisentlszanng
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47 Gt Cly Fefifunnmnnme 7 Augmsnasien g
drudeinde sz Gy udl 1990)
(Goudriaan, 1995) maWtinufenluszuuid o
aa‘n%L@uéi"l'lun'mﬁummﬂmmumnimmﬁuiﬂﬂms
ﬂmﬂqaﬂmauummqmu NITININ UASIRNENN
uananil dnufainnassoiLiauassmemaie
(Lehmann et al., 2003) Lehmann et al. (2003) WAz
(2008) wudn  duluAudandia
UszAvan s lulnnan uastonfinunaTaning
AwviaeTluRy (microbial biomass) (Steiner et al.,
2004; Glaser et al., 2001) Tagianzatngda nsld
duadllupuingasmnsanlalaizesdes il
lg41 (Warnock et 2007) atwlsfiou an
amauﬁﬁﬁqﬁnmﬁaLﬂuﬁmaulw‘lumiﬁnm
ndnaveviusianNganANysafrediu uaznAs
msrymu‘[mmmq‘iwmmqmummm«mﬂuwm
LﬂiwjnwuwuqLm“ummmmmﬂumﬁ‘mmmn
unzfaidiayansdnmiten fadu msnnafeilliad
g luszanidle (close system) S Bunny
penfiawin Tanilinguszasfifednnansnazes
diusenANgANaNYyT0lIBIAN uAzNTAT QAL
ua:wauam'aﬁwiwm%’wmﬁmmm

- Steiner et al.

al.,

o s
funsnluazigns

auﬁ'l"ﬁ'l.unﬂwma@mi‘luauéauﬂumw

(sandy loam) mmumnLtﬂaqwmaﬂwmawmm-

mumua.,l.wﬂiu‘iaﬁumwuu aAnEReuATIN 7
LAUANAN 0-15 LuRINAT AnTzAURaRY 11mn
mnuan AqnldidfuuasfaudIuRzUN TR
2 fafng Uy lugagniFunne 15 Alanfusiega
(ﬁwﬁnﬁuuﬁe) Tmaﬁuﬁlﬂummma_mﬁﬁwmm%u
6 wafidusl pH wintu 4.56 Bannduriednguas
Tulmsiau winfu1.55 uas 0.075 wefidusf madndu
nendBlunmananlszneudon 4 n2sa Gl 1) A
atinaden 2) Au+ felulnsiau 3) fu + dw uas 4)
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A+ felulnsau+ da daununimanecuy
Randomlze Complete Block Design (RCBD) AU
4 i Tedwiillummasesdifudiuiidean
mqmumlﬂu‘lummummqumuuuuﬂmimhm
fhiTumna 200 dns henualiEunadn Wszann
12 uAms) ldaslylunusoednem 5 wefifusf aa
drvinAuuia (750 nfuseqy) Hiatnadhawilen
wNu AU Aanaw 49 Ugnlugelgnanuau 2 uqusie
09 VQUAT 2 (AR Lﬂ'amq 10 uwiansnauuean i
wie 1 Fusiewqu dandu T 2 Fuseqs ierniadiu
HayaTiany 60 Tundalgn uazengifiuien tnsld
ﬁmniuﬁ@‘?nmsxﬁumm%uﬁ 60 lafifus 1eq
ATNAAUA (Field capacity: FO) lunssuafildie
TulnganlddaluguesyFe dms 1 nFusiens Inavin
mauivldaeanss e wiaxlgn uaz top dressing e
81g 20 dundelgn uazindaAngianiuAy
winzan dadnaTwaent 60 Tuvdailgn sinmaifiu

- FinatingsiudtaTnasnuau 1 mumam “Nu’munum

mmiﬂﬂuw@munu 70 avAadaa unan 48
Falaa amsFaiminus Lm.,,uﬁ‘lﬂumwafJLmﬂvu
wiBunnlulnsiauiasn (Total N) 19233 micro-
Keldahl  uaziiinnssndaaLates Flow
Analyzer (FIA) Lﬁaﬁ'n‘ﬂwﬁmq 100 44 Fnafuden

Injection
LaRARRT AT Inaaiin-wEa, thwinukedi
Lasde wasinldumie i ldatas einsunn
Tulnstauianun Tugdauaashuninisifiusiaatnmu
AauuazuFuiansdgndralnaiienanisiau
SnuBuy3edng (soil  organic matter) 1neAds
Walkley and Black Lﬁmm”l,uimmu'lumu mwmﬂu
nsauflusneeeAY (so pH, 1:2.5 m) LAZANNTLTDS
U (soil moisture)
‘i’@gaﬁi@\’q’\nn'\immamﬁmﬁLﬂm:ﬁﬂ"\
Auulssulnelgldsunsa Statistix 8 (Analytical
software, 2008) uazRn s BauieuAneRelaeld
AN Least Significant Difference (LSD) iFeiuiieiy
ANNUANAIENINaNTILAE
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HANITNA[BY

ANNTY WazANARNENLSTITRIAY
anmsAneBauieusendensldo
] .&’ AV dll ¥ o
Az ﬂﬂ‘lu‘tmmumfnﬂmmuﬂumﬂmﬂwmmq 20 9
wilgn wudn lumuwldmuﬂmumm (9.50
wefidus) Lmvﬂuwlma‘ummut.mvﬂﬂ‘lu‘[mmu
(10.31 wefidus) umﬁmumnfnmuw'lz&ﬂﬂ‘luimmu
athade (657 wWedidud) uaziufilildezlsae
(717 Wefidus) (e 1)
HATDIAMUANTANIAT 18 9HUNAINIS
. o P
Wuineadineiiiaany 90 Jundslgn wudn pH,
E.C., duvdadng A uastFunnlulnsauyionunly
A Ll Auusnsinaiunnealia (nn9ai 2)
Table 1

mawigaule wazkandnaalne
ﬂ’li‘L"ﬁ‘t‘gLEIUTF‘I‘II'N‘EII’Yﬁwmﬁﬂ’ﬂ:]ELGO AmAa
gn wudn lifiaouuansnaneat aneadminui
uasBrndlulnsanlugiudnatng (nsed 3)
Lﬁﬂmmﬁmﬁ'm Wi winénandatie
fAuUANAININAR AT ILFUANNIE 0T 09
wafidusl Taenssadd futd Winandniinangega
Aia 383 niusedu uarnaniis mu+ﬂﬁ"luTmmu i
muamﬂnmmmam An 148 nSusiedu (A13n9Tl 4)
atalsfinnu muunummumqiwm‘luuumm
usnsinaneatia Tnelunssads Au+iu Rengegn Ao
530 nFusiafiu uaznIsung mu+ﬂﬂ‘lu‘immu {An
mam A8 410 nfusiasy z«iquu'mumm'nwm‘ivm
Luﬂmqmu;nm WU FAINUANANNAD AT

Soil moisture content under different soil amendments at 20 days after emergence

Treatment Soil moisture content (%)
1)  Soil alone (control) 717
2) Soil + N fertilizer 5.57
3) Soil + Charcoal Sel”
4). Soil+ N fertilizer + Charcoal 10.31
F-test *
C.V. (%) 24,01
LSD 1.38

0.05

* = Significantly different at P< 0.05

Table 2  Soil chemical properties after sweet waxy corn harvest

| Treatment _ pH(1:25H,0) E.C.(mS/cm) _Organic matter (%)  Total N (%)
1) Soil alone {control) ‘ 4.64 0.030 1.37 0.084
2) Soil + N fertilizer 4.49 0.043 v 1.44 0.088 ’
3) Soil + Charcoal 461 0.040 ' 1.41 0.087
4) Soil+ N fertilizer + Charcoal 4.57 0.034 1.55 0.093
| F-test ' ns ns ns o ns‘
28.90 13.03 ' 10.72

CV. (%) 295

ns = not significantly different
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Table 3 ' Sweet waxy corn dry weight and N content at 60 day after planting (DAP) |

Treatment Dry weight (g/stem) N content (g N/stem)
1) Soil alone (control) 25 0.55
2) Soil + N fertilizer 30 0.38
3) Soil + Charcoal 31 0.67
4) Soil+ N fertilizer + Charcoal 30 0.50
F-test ns ns
C.V. (%) 35.11 30.52

ns = not significantly different

Table 4 * Ears fresh weight, stem and cob dry weight and N content of sweet waxy corn at final harvest

Treatment Ears Stem Cob Stem+Ears.
(g/stem) (g/stém) (g/stem) (g/stem)

\ FW DW N DW N DW N
1) Soil alone (control) 218 430 0.012 0.17 0.001 649 0.184
2) ‘Soil-+ N fertilizer 148 480 0.005 0.11 0.0003 628 0.080
3)  Soil + Charcoal 383 530 0.008 0.21 0.001 912 0.179
4)" Soil+ N fertilizer + Charcoal 160 410 0.009 0.16 0.001 570 0.147

F-test i ns ns # ns ns ns
C.V. (%) 31.55 g7 47.72 2763 3961 26 43.13

LSD 115 - '

.05

- 0.07 - - -

** = significantly different at Ps0.0i, # ='signiﬁcantly different at P<0.10

ns = not significantly different

syAuAIEey 90 wWefidusl Tnanssnidan Aue
lutsian Winindnuedennga Ao 0.1 nfusedu
uarlunsnids Audnu Wiiwinukedagega 0.21
nfurasiy) Bunndulnsaulusiy 49 warlulnsau
Y”Tqﬁumm-ﬁ"n?wmﬁ@mq;ﬁuLﬁm‘lﬁﬁmwuumnm’m
NNANRA
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A s ta ATy (available moisture)
lafnd sl ludy doulufusou wudnlifinng
Wasuwlas wasluAumilgnansdufidulselen]
' mmL:‘ll"m?iudmmiﬂ?ﬁam@Lﬂumﬁxammuﬁﬁm?
@m’iuﬁq (hydrophobicity) 284011 uananNu
Lﬁ'umwuuﬁﬂummﬁ’ﬂuau (soil water retention)
Tneiarnylufuiieveny (coarse-textured soil)
ﬁuﬁﬁ‘ﬁmfiﬁwmmlum (macropores)  N9Ea
Ufulgalinfiu (soil aggregation) viralaseaimu

(soil structure) (Verheijen et al., 2010) UNNaRENT

Aodindudisannifiuiusszindudeinglu
AU 57581909 UAZARUYITE AN ﬁnummﬂmﬁ
Mdamudadimsanuuamaeanadedldinanny
Tumsauansznuiiisentsfaiaiu Tnadndidiu
nstiaaaannuilAn CEC gainlsialAnaniwl
nﬁiLﬂumﬁmﬁuﬁuﬁﬂme LL@”ﬁmmm?Lﬁ'u%u
(Mbagwu and Piccolo, 1997) aginglsimu mﬂdmu
m‘lml‘%mm‘lu‘[mmumuum‘lumuu wua iy
fauddnlunudunies mq‘lmﬂ@ﬂuuﬂmmmq
Humazifunisfnenszasduy (3 Aew) 9013
Wasuuasdurdeingainnisldduadludeld
AN 5 Al Fontaine et al. (2004) 14
PeNUnaNIaseslidn drufiansdessansladn
Inedmanistesaaieagszudng 0.5uafidus el
Lmvmﬂ'hdm%ﬁ@fjﬁLﬂuﬁuw?ﬁmi'u‘ﬂuﬁwﬁq
annsogniinifiuliluauliunga 2,000 T uenannij
ANA9NeT 3 waNsANE LY MewdninTRes
Frntmdawiaamuiilddnlif anuiansneiy
msldtelulngiau duideaiuiuBunuiuinneuly
fudinatnafiengifiufen wudtldfpnuuansirety
sewinemslddiuuaznisldlelulnniay (e 4)

=

XAl wiwdanslddelulnsiauadllluAuananalk
\iAN7gEyiBAINNITLIUNNT denitrification  Vi3a
volatiization M1 delulnsiauldlsgnldlunis
WinyiAvTnresdatnarenun luanei gt ol
AUANTR NI adusIR RIS iasannilen CEC
a9 dragadululasiauiifedluduliuazrey
UantldasaanunWATlEin I lunnsssodiviaia

Wi hunnlulnnaufivdestufuszswinanmdang
ﬂﬂluimmuu,a*nssuﬁ%‘ﬁ'ldmuhiﬁﬂfnuumnﬁmﬁu
atiwlafinu ﬂmauum‘nmmuﬂwuﬂanuﬂqwmu
AMININTB9TAR ANTUTBITAR WaAT TN
Masiello (2004) was Chotikhun and Laemsak (2009)
Weeerudn nasndiuluanimial T unn
mi‘mui’iﬂﬂndfmﬁﬂmmuuﬂm%qmmmmuﬂu
ﬂmvmu’l.umLLmumﬂmammmmu@mlﬂmnu
uananidnuiien luszuud muﬂ‘%mmmﬁ‘vmﬂ
(volatie matter) Fnndansenuuiall Seansdanann
axiiuasiamasyiiutmesite daennlunszums
wwstysuln LLa:n@mammf«g@umﬂmumamﬂ%mm
speslasaniziulmauludui vinlfifia
NSLLAUNNS immobilization AaNalFNTGULAAIRINITINA
Tulnsauls (Deenik et al., 2010)
Bununanandnasdnlnadanuuansng
MAER wudn fiu+ dwlinan@ngega (383 niusia
1) Andanesaiaan o ey Ueno et al
(2007) FvinnsAnsnnsastuiAsTnees radish Tae
manBeuszuinensldnng uasldldanulumu wida
Wdunzeamsgnnaasoydninues radish Tuwlag
Pdrusndulailalldldn wilullfises ua
aunARAmATuINIaAN uazgeandnulaeilallE A
du Wenusfiamsmeaes wud nwﬁhﬁuﬁ%ﬁlﬁﬂﬂ
Tulmsiausauiunsldanu (160 nfusasiv) Wnanan
Anandandnssndanlddufissetnauis a1a
dasunann ulanauiildaslilanagnatugaduly
Tugasmnlgnilusn uazdes 7 Uaatldasaanuimin
vinmamnzlgniulldaldeinssang nwnasld

Tulmsiau (N use efficiency) 1897 9g9T (Ueno et al.,

2007; Verheijen et al, 2010) Masulili et al. (2010)

e melddunaudaeinnandndnidgnly
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