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fudvatwliidnwasdufuniistuaziudvagzarafufusumiisnvunsie fanuvuiuiusiy 0.97 g cm’
> uay 1.10 g cm”® A2NARANTUAIATLIN 2.21 % uaz 2.28 % uaznsthinveshuluanmitsudadaeth
57.75 cm h™ wag 52.80 cm h™ A1 pH vasiufe 5.27 \Junsada waz 4.30 \Junsaguussun fdunseing
4,530 g kg uaz 4,560 g kg lulasiausianun 0.23 % uaz 0.23 % Weanadaniduuszlevy 12.23 mg kg™
uae 8.97 mg kg Tnunadeaiiiduuselond 320 me kg™ uae 140.04 mg kg upaidouuasuuniidouiiadnld
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2.49 cmol kg A1n1stilWiRA 0.08 dS m™ uaz 0.04 dS m™ uazdnI1 % AINBURILUE 56.80 % uaz 54.81
% muddu dleuszafiuanugausuysainuindusvatudifuduiiaugauauysaldeudregs uasfiuda
azanadufuiifinugaauysaluiunans msusafiumsszamduiaievageuanuAunuitasaiauziudu
Mndwatulsnm 3 % Wanuidndusnniign (p<0.05) uazrurneymaRuiUaazalsinuduRusiUNNS

UszliuneuszamduiaagnediedAgi (p<0.01)

unidn

uzuaiy Duitvayulwsiioinenmansin Zanthoxylum
limonella Alston. neglud Rutacea 1 uatdifeafunan
ATENANZNIALATNEUN TaiFunaiAnansdn ninveunaziiod
\ufmasughavdavdsiinumnlunamieannsonuiuuas
WUl Fuvuseeiifiaugeuszana 1,000 s (Department
of Agricultural Extension, 2018) 5uﬁﬂLﬁﬂLLazmiﬂ§5mﬂﬁuﬁ
nunnveaamidevesusenalnelagianizludmin
wigosaau Wease weien Ul uasdeslnl Tudwmingeslug
mmia‘wumLLsuduSﬁyumuﬁiswmﬁLLaquma?ﬂuﬁwaﬂWLL{J
fuadzad waviualvanes lusdu lnesssuvfasnuzuaiy
TuthfiuudeseUrdiu widiiinsugn inunInsazugnuzuyiu
adudufiwauln Aevgnsrmduiivedaduiiiofinseld uzuviu
fanvaznangnumansiduldvwinnasiniugs 5-10 wns
fvmnumuddunazis dusoutidunaunmdess Tuduluvszneu
wiazluaziiludes 10-25 Tu Yenendurenuungueesiidunie
W1817 10-20 wufluns dnendiduaznendiiyeg Auazau
WurAugnaaesaUszanu 0.3-0.5 lwudluns (Department
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of Agricultural Extension, 2018) uguyiudssnisoneduliu
nang ﬁmm%u‘[,ummmja liFesnsiunnuazweuiuiissune
1hi s Tsauazunasdngiivos ludosguasnuuin awnsn
Ugnluanmdisssuvduazdgnisuiufiviasvgiaviad uly
aeawmielafnatseiin 917 v nuw wazlinadiomund wie
wiusifinin Wosnndufivindnlunazimssugeluss uameq
Wunswinledansaduivdasalisuiiviliveunasuanda
(Yuyen et al,, 2019) druwadinduguuazsaiiin nadeuianay
ﬁasusqﬁusx (Srisamatthakarn et al,, 2016) NaUDINLLYIY
fanswanualifiddyegvanssin enii ssatalinsdoudines
uazAanlsWesuIINNANE LLmuLLm (Zanthoxylum limonella
Alston.) wuansaiiissess thuszimesn uasiduneusive
asaiaeig lnTueanuaIngudamased uwully Waliuesd
aiesond uuszimeen waluneussine Aludnuay
Tnalales Ltﬁﬁwﬁwamsmamdﬂﬂguimﬁm%ﬁummiﬁﬂﬁ
suildiilosuusemueimsiiugsdaeiedeana (Wongkrajang,
2019) iileatadsmumsngueslulewnsn Tsiu e1ludu
dsfuszmeenn diuneuszve lnalalesuazuds (Arun &
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Paridhavi, 2011) nMsafinansanaveIuIINNaNzuyIudauauts
viogvisuoyyadassuasiunnaiyrendoqduridnelin
Tsruadudmsasyivlmousedirvunesinly (Nanasombat
& Wimuttigosol, 2011) davluduvessaitunsuyiududie
aulwsiifisaiinfoudsasddnlasionzansngusamanssi
WAINTZAUNNHIUBIIBA transient receptor potential
vanilloid 1 (TRPV1) & 18 usloufusadinuuuay Luamauuﬂﬂ
nsvAuaziln deneluradeunaslofiodoouimudalumelu
wazanivendulovszamivanuidnyilfnsedunnuidnlu
N5kA3Usa (Szallasi & Blumberg, 1993) dmsunisidusylov
vouzuyu lumamilelinisianldluems lngagldnaunuis
Fadsadnfou n1suseemslasuanauisladluunsuium
\dnties deadgdluunainnimazvinlitinduves esesnaundou
vieUgenarluiIssaruileanioiiinsaeios druvesnagou
arursnlunesiivaudrfudund sudeostuaivls
(Matichonweekly, 2022) w4l 9991nHaNEAUZLYT U AN
wsUsruuazuansstulud ueg fuiluiivgnlasauisenes
Srisamatthakam et al. (2016) la@nwiAMAINNIINIEAIN
2IRUsENEUMALAT LA ATA LD YYAd AT VRINANTUYIY TAWn
wWisnuwan waauaznasiu (Waeniuudauaziuda) 910
wrasUgnlu 4 Ymda laun d1une Weduad ung uazud wul
AuLUsUsIuLazkAna1siulUT uegfuunasnaniiunnsafu
01l AU wa uzurTundmindsdaratusan diuna
szhviundumnes Smiaunsiviinuaiutugegn ua
losfugegn manzurinaindminui Smind1u1e uazdamin
Weslmifiusunaesivlamsvgean wWisnfuudauzuuiv
Mntuunes suneifles Sandauns darsuszneuiianunsa
fudsouyadasaduduinit uzuviuanuvamandy q wén
UL 5 undssdnanansaadaiduldinnidudon
uudauaznasinegndved Agveadf (p<0.05) sniiuwdn
wruviunnuaskdndmiain uazidewSeudfiouuimalusiy
mﬂLma'qwﬁmLLazSTjuudauLﬁaL?jauzLLmduﬁmﬂﬁ’uaéNﬁﬁaﬁwﬁ’m
N9a@df (p<0.05) Tastudauguyiuainaivavind dauin
Weslmifivdunaluiugean sesawnliun wiauzuviuaindiu
UatkazU1uu1ned gLnaied Jamdauns uazauideves
Szallasi & Blumberg (1993) nuinfiwayulnsi fisaidniou
annsanszdunsihauvesdoniusald dauzuyiuduivid
mnufafeutuiy msldasatnuzuyiuiedusinszduse
Fusasaufuanudnezyiliduslaaidnduuinnitunfvilian
msuslannuauasls viueaiieaiu Mekhora (2022) lafnwn
nsl¥ndusavesdnuazayulnslnesiufunisuivansuia
oumaveunde wuinausavesayulnslnesonisiusaifulu
guanayulnssn 14 via Inslanznduvessanseifionuay
srumtsiunssusaduluhgUlFRTy dunduremin dnd
W5 sz Tungngm wagnenuns amnsaufiunissusafsls
Wdntos wafildiinaziAnanndunaysananedesayulnsi
Peasunsiusaiuliautaty Snsiusaduanayulneds
aruuUsUrlasiamerandnuzieiuty fenuuansaiuly

mmﬁvuﬁﬂqml,ass‘]’ﬂm'ﬁms%’ad%ﬁﬂLﬁ'aamﬂmmsﬂm Fafu
{ideTatsaunfguiiguaniinududumisiivilinandaus
wyIuiliAuLan1eiy Jalavinsfinwinavesnuantiaune
asafauzuviulunsasusaiy el ingusrasdiioTinsey
AuandARuTiTHasoatnasuuyIulunsEBusads

gunsaluazIsn19IdY

MsnaaesuUseanidu 2 d@wRe 1) MsiasIedh
fu 2) msatpansanuwuiuiieldiaSusaiy

1. vhnsifuduanaauiivgnuzuiuludmindedl
Tu 2 MuiAesvaUiud s1inoutuns AdA 19°06'54.3"N
98°42'11.2"E uazduadzan onnokisy Jamindeslul dda
19°01'07.9'N 98°45'54.9'E TpevinAuaulundasuguaiunuiing

AANUR

FIuau 10 9anu3Snsiiudeg 1R uves Land Development
Department (2020) 33w sgiaaaudfaiunienn taud
YUIMBUAIAAU (particle size analysis) (Gee & Baufer, 1986)
\fofu (soil texture) (Gee & Baufer, 1986) AAIUNUTILUUTI
(bulk density) (Blake & Hartge, 1986) m']m;mm%yumﬂamu
(field capacity ) (Sheldrick & Wang, 1993) nsivesiuly
anwiisusgeth (saturated hydraulic conductivity) (Culley,
1993) wagAnwirauvanisad laun pH Ay (National Soil
Survey Center, 1996) 8un3eng (Nelson & Sommers, 1996)
Tulnsiauitonun (Bremner & Mulvaney, 1982) Weaedaiidu
Uselewt] (Bray & Kurtz, 1945) Tnunadeudiiulselen] (Pratt,
1965) AnudutuvesupaduLaruuniideudiadals (Lanyon
& Heald, 1983) ﬂ'wmmqLLamﬁﬁlaumelaaau (Summer &
Miller, 1996) wazA18m51 % A3 U8 uiLud (National Soil
Survey Center, 1996) udathaauiinnselalulszifiuseu
ﬂawmqmuaugiﬂi (Soil Survey and Soil Classification Division,
2000)

2. Msatauzuviudiolfiadusaiy tidegauzuyiy
910 2 Wufl indmhnsuenddeniusdauaziudneenainis
LLéI’JVT’Wﬂ’liUG]LM&@G’R\”JEJLF‘W%I@QU@?{&;IUVLVH FOUNIUNZUNTITOUIUIN
60 mesh Waranna1591n LzhUIUAEITNTWTNzuIUldadlu
YINFUINY WAUTULONIUBAAIITUTU 70 % laguTuIng
fignsndmnaasiegsroenuea 10 N3 : 50 fadans Un
Unmaemafidunasfudsegiideumosdantuiiluiug
#8309 eyela multi shaker 3y mms-320 Huan 12 Falug
firuidaseu 120 rpm nseemIeYngUnIal Suction WazA3 0
Vacuum pump Sparmax ldnsza1wnses whatman Lues 1
szmaﬁwm?'aaﬂﬁluismamimwguﬁﬁa Buchi u R-210 s
Aeumniivesenslinnuieud 55 ssmwaidua agldoonudu
A1387nAINUZLVIU (ALUadi51n Nanasombat et al., 2019)
nsUszidunadssamduialag i mageudy (Kramer, 1960)
wazILATIERANENENNUS correlation coefficient TaalUsinsu
SPSS V.29
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NALazATAINANITINY
MITATIZAAIUNITA NNV DY

fulusuavind onouduns 39uiaideslng wuan
YUINBUAIAAUTOUNIAYBINTTY (sand) 41.20 % BUNIANTIY
udls GsilY) 15.90 % uazeunirdumied (clay) 42.90 % lagd
doruduiuniedadunduindeasiBonrduiudufoude
wisazdienuuds fauansalunsguildinndufuifens
qmmwiﬂj (Lecturer in Soil Science Department, 2005) @33
wnwius Auenamuudusiveglurisiitesndt 1 fe 0.97
¢ cm?® Fadmdufufi darunuiniusiusiuan (Hazelton &
Murphy, 2007) fuaziinniswiufiuusduauisiuiiunnnds
Lﬂuaﬂaﬁﬂmamwaulmamﬂwsn (Hunt & Gilkes, 1992) Ay
fﬂmm%umﬂﬁum fAiniu 2.21 % ﬂﬁmm‘ummﬂuﬁmWﬂ
Sushsethiiswinfu 57.75 cm h (Table 1)

fuluduagzans suneudsy Jwminleslm wuinauin
UNIARUTBUNIAYBINTIY (sand) 52.80 % BUAIANTIBLTS
(silt) 17.10 % wazoymARYiea (clay) 30.10 % lneflidonu

Table 1 Soil physical properties

\WuAusumioaunsiouts (sandy clay loam) Safunguiu
dovunans uAuiifidefudouttsasiBonuiie Tuanmiy
i dutuiusoundmeusyna luanmiutuiuasongu
1§ fuiorunansiinnugauanysaifesniiuiiioasden
uifirugaauyseinniAwione1u (Lecturer in Soil Science
Department, 2005) AnusuIutusmeglur it 1 fe
1.10 g cm?® Fedadufuiiemunuiwiusausiun (Hazelton
& Murphy, 2007) fuaziAnn1suuLivuedIuaudsLiuiuun
Faduguasadenisveulvreasiniiy (Hunt & Gilkes, 1992)
LAEAIANMUIULUTINT 53AUANEN O - 15 Loufiuns
fansnalvaudinaniuidmidnvugninisamadui iy
vsduiifimnuuiuiiv wudsiduiudiue Uil Aenug
PTUNAAWIL WY 2.28 % nstvesiuluaniniisush
faeti Sy 52.80 cm bl uandliitudinguAnidouny
nanadleBuadasinisssuehanAutuuugAutuanses
szueldfuardnogludu VR (very rapid) s Office of Science
for Land Development (2005) Igudaseiuduaniminivay
ussnethueshudiishsunnnd 25 cm b (Table 1)

Area Particle size analysis Texture bulk density Field capacity Saturated hydraulic
gcm? % conductivity
Sand % Silt % Clay % cm h?! class
Phapae 41.20 15.90 42.90 ct 0.97 2.21 57.75 VR?
Saluang 52.80 17.10 30.10 scL! 1.10 2.28 52.80 VR?

YscL = sandy clay loam, C = clay.
“VR = very rapid.

msansIEsin s ualvesauiigauzuyIu

fusuavawd den pH windy 5.27 §adunsadn
SuvSeingfien 4,530 ¢ ke ogluszdugs lulasauianuaden
0.23% oanesamduussloniia 12.22 me ke’ dnagluseiu
Yrunans Inuvadeudiduussloniian 320 me ke dnoglu
JAUE waaBesuaruuniBeudiadalafian 466.94 way 48.64
mg kg Muady Arwannsalunisueniuasuuszquand el
6.22 cmol kg dnegfluszdueudnasi Ansinladihiien 0.08
ds m™ uardnsn % mnuduuaiie 56.80 % Snoglusedu
ABud9EIININAIITEAUAINRANANYTAIYRIAY Soil Survey
and Soil Classification Division (2000) (Table 2)

Ausuadyads a1 pH A 4.30 WJunsaguuss
(Kheoruenromne, 2005) 8uv3eingiian 4,560 g kg lulasiau
Wanuniian 0.23 % Weaesaiduusslomida 8.97 me ke
%’magiuisé’uﬁawﬁwﬁ Tnunadoailiduuselonifian 140.40
mg kg™ Anagluszaugs waasduuuazuunidoudiadaladen
156.32 wag 25.54 mg k' a1ua1au ANa1u1salunis
uanuAsuuszquaIn (CEC) ff1 2.49 cmol ke dmaglusesus
Far CEC annsaldiduvdninasilunisusuendnuvazasile
Aulsl Tneflosdusznevvosusaumiengeaeilan CEC ga siae
Duilonuiiesden uenanidauiiiitataduesdusznevuney
iGE CECﬁﬁau‘ff’NQﬂﬁm (Lecturer in Soil Science Department,

2005) Fafuiduatuliidnduveseymaiumieinnniiu
fuaazaedeilia CEC vasduduatulganitdusiuaay
alude (Table 1) mnsthlndingen 0.04 dS m™ uazdns %
AnuBudatuaiian 54.81 % dnoglusziuaeudiegs Wousyiiu
TaginueiszAuAINgANaNY S8lvesAY Soil Survey and Soil
Classification Division (2000) (Table 2)
nsUsdulszAuagnauy Tl
mi"dixLﬁuizéﬁ'uﬂanuqmmaugizﬁmaqﬁuiuﬁuﬁsh‘uaﬂ']
wU nouduns wagiuagzals nauisy Jamdadesln
fIULN Y U9 Soil Survey and Soil Classification Division
(2000) TdnaTdiasizvinminadl laun Usunaduniedng Usuio
woavlesaiifuuszlov Inunadeudiadald Arnruglunisg
uaniasulossuuinuazA1snst % anwdudiiua (Table 2)
wuAugaNanysalvesduiualwddAAzuuLAI119A
auyIalveanwvindu 19 azuuudednfuilniugauauy sl
AUYN9E4 uarAumUadzalAIAzIULANgAALY Il IAY
winfu 17 azuuufoindufuiaugeuanysaiuiunans e
fananuanatisnnugauanysaivesiulazauluUssleyives
simpnsivRfivannsathluldle (wWeil & Brady, 2017)
nsannuzsyIulunIsEsuTaAY
asatauziviuvesiuatluagiuadagals wuin
uguviunnsaosiiuiiduesfudnondnvdsadaidoadnde
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mueannnidleatadet wasiosiduinandanissie
IndlAgariuegludig 24.3-26.2 fidd L* a* uay b* IndlAeeiy
louAn1 L* viser1muadnseglugie 33.29-35.60 A1 a* visof
Aunsoglugas 0.77-1.90 uazdn b* uierrduniveglugas

Table 2 Soil chemical properties and soil fertility assessment

(-1.68) - (-1.10) wazaA1 pH n3eArmndunsa-lua aglugas
4.63-4.97 nanAsuzLvIuilsataLazszineLalandunse
(Table 3)

Area Depth pH! N Avai. P? Avai. K? Ca Mg om* CEC® EC BS® Total Fertility
(cm)  (1:1 H0) % mg kg™ mg kg™ mg ke’ mgke' gkg' cmolkg? dSm? % score’ level®
Phapae 0-15 5.27 0.23 12.22 (3) 320.00 (5) 466.94 48.64 4,530 (5) 6.22 (2) 0.08  56.80 (4) 19 MH
Saluang 0-15 4.30 0.23 8.97 (2) 140.40 (5) 156.32 25.54 4,560 (5) 2.49 (1) 0.04 54.81(4) 17 M
1/pH 1:1 (H0): 3.50-4.50 = extremely acid, 4.60-5.00 = very strongly acid, 5.10-5.50 = strongly acid.
?/Avai. P = available phosphorus (mg kg™): < 6 = (1), 6-10 = (2), 10-15 = (3), 15-25 = (), >25 = (5).
*/Avai. K = available potassium (mg kg™): < 30 = (1), 30-60 = (2), 60-75 = (3), 75-90 = (), >90 = (5).
“/OM = organic matter (g kg-'): 5-10 = (1), 10-15 = (2), 15-25 = (3), 25-35 = (4), > 45 = (5).
®/CEC = cation exchange capacity (cmol kg™): < 5 = (1), 5-10 = (2), 10-25 = (3), 15-20 = (4), > 20 = (5).
§/BS = base saturation (%): < 20 = (1), 20-35 = (2), 35-50 = (3), 50-75 = (4) > 75 = (5).
(1) = low, (2) = moderately low, (3) = medium, (4) = moderately high, (5) = high.
7/Scoring is used for the assessment of fertility level (the score is presented in blanket within the table) where score
<7 = low (L), 8-12 = moderately Low (ML), 13-17 = medium (M), 18-22 = moderately high (MH), 23 = high (H)
fan: Soil Survey and Soil Classification Division (2000)
Table 3 Mean + SD of color, pH and % of yield
Area Phapae Saluang
Variable Water Ethanal Water Ethanal
% of yield after extraction 59.2+1.20 63.9+2.00 56.3+0.60 59.9+2.20
% of yield after evaporation 25.8+0.80 26.2+0.50 24.3+0.40 25.4+0.20
Lightness (L*) 33.29+0.41 33.47+0.08 34.07+0.31 35.60+0.17
Redness (a*) 0.77+0.01 1.23+0.02 0.77+0.05 1.90+0.08
Blueness (b*) -1.59+0.10 -1.17+0.06 -1.68+0.05 -1.10+0.15
pH 4.97+0.01 4.82+0.01 4.94+0.00 4.63+0.01

dleldasatnusuaiundadiiiunsussdfiunmedszam
dulalagdnaaaududuiu 15 au AI8819MU181aY 357 168
way 639 Aefed amaasafivsznoutn 1000 faddns 1nde
10% ansannuzuuiudivatind 1 % 2 % waz 3 % AUaIay
druseEnmuneiay 583 824, uay 498 Aefegeiisznaudae
11 1000 fadans 1o 10 % ansafauzLYIuiUaaYaI 1 %
2% waz 3 % Aua1ny W ageuduiTesdduileg19my
mnudnananndian (§1euil 1) luidesdian (rduit 6) wuing
nadeuTusIuIu 15 AU seusuihasatnusuuiusuatiud
3 9% IeuAuanniian sesasnldumiasatausuyiudiva
4¥a29 3 % unansanauzuyiusivatanl 2 % Wansaiaue
wwiusuaarans 2 % thansaauzuiuivathud 1 % vhans
afnuuvIUiUaaEa1e 1 % muddu (Table 4) & Szallasi &
Blumberg (1993) nanyinfivasulnsiidsaiiniouazdansddny

TN IZa13NaUsanIAREAIZAINISANTEAUNTIN YD IsaY
Fusad wuuud uvnliaseudutveuduleyszaniv
anusaniiiiAndygranudiludateuiionseduaiuidn
lun133usald uenainiu Mekhora (2022) wuinnisluesesne
wazayulnsursriamemundusasazsanulvomisia lnanis
Windnaduayulnsainansuinsgiuseear 25-50 Tuemis
sgtiwaansluasesUsdafenadlsd 25 % HadlsamAonmsing
\Aevansnsgu wasuivensuvesguslaadlewisuifieuiv
n1sann1sluin3eslsaiiesesfied dennassiun1sAnyives
Ghawi et al. (2014) wunsloias eaunawazayulng laun

a a a a J a @ IS
a3l wednwiaes uasninlvedlundndunguuzidowme
awnsaanUsunanisleindeadtla Tnegnsiiiiuayulnsazye

a 3 a CoA = ~ Y a
susahukaznausavesgUln WelUSeufisuiugnsaniaiion
nlalalaayulng

Table 4 Sensory analysis of Zanthoxylum limonella Alston. extract for salty flavor enhancement

Number of
498 168 639 824 583 357
samples
Rank Total 68 53 61 57 45 31

v
°o v o

aduiimun (rank total) fidesnsdmsueuiiteddry
VIERRTsEeU 5 % TIsIuInresnIsdduRe 15 au S1uILves
Aimnanife 6 et fefudildardesiiningieaziyy
37-68 Fefioindivudrdymeadifisedu 5 % (Kramer, 1960)

a3ty 6 Arnduneet vinlwansadana 6 faegreiian
wansinsiueg1alidedAyn1eadia (p<0.05) Inanaaeudaly
AZLUUAIRUR AT 6 Aodrsanauzuyiuresuaywl
3 % \Aufign (Table 4)
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YINISNAFBUAIULAUVBIETAN AN WUIUS AT 1 %
2 % waz 3 % SUNULNED 5 % %30 10 % warliduasania

Table 5 Mean + SD of % of salt from handheld salinity refractometer

85

nzwviulasldiasaatnarudunuudadludndanuindan
Woasiudndalnalfeariu (Table 5)

Salt Extraction Mean £ SD
(%) (%)
5 1 4.5+0.00
5 2 4.5+0.06
5 3 4.6+0.06
10 1 8.6+0.10
10 2 8.7+0.12
10 3 8.8+0.00
5 0 4.5+0.00
10 0 8.5+0.00
Table 6 Correlation between soil properties and sensory evaluation
Correlation Coefficient
Sensory evaluation Phapae Saluang
Particle size .500™ 1.000%*
Soil pH 0.894™ 0.894™
Nitrogen -211™ -211™
Phosphorus 0.894"™ 0.894"™
Potassium .600™ .600™
Calcium 738™ 738™
Magnesium 0.894™ 0.894™
Organic matter -800™ -.800™
Cation exchange capacity 0.894™ 0.894™
Electrical conductivity .800™ .800™
Base saturation 1.000™ 1.000™
" = non significant, ** Significant Difference, O = 0.01.
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ABSTRACT
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This research aims to study soil properties that affect Zanthoxylum limonella Alston. extract in
enhancing salty taste in two areas: Pha Pae Subdistrict, Mae Taeng District, and Saluang
Subdistrict, Mae Rim District, Chiang Mai Province. Samples were collected and analyzed for their
physical and chemical soil properties, and soil fertility was assessed. Sensory evaluation was
conducted through tasting. It was found that the soil texture of Pha Pae Subdistrict is clay, while
the soil of Saluang Subdistrict is sandy clay loam. The bulk density was 0.97 g cm?and 1.10 g cmr
3, the field capacity was 2.21% and 2.28%, and the saturated hydraulic conductivity was 57.75 cm
h't and 52.80 cm h, respectively. The soil pH was 5.27, indicating strong acidity in Pha Pae
Subdistrict and 4.30, indicating extreme acidity in Saluang Subdistrict. Organic matter content was
4,530 g kgt and 4,560 g kg, total nitrogen was 0.23% and 0.23%, available phosphorus was 12.23
mg kg™ and 8.97 mg kg, available potassium was 320 mg kg™ and 140.40 mg kg%, and extractable
calcium and magnesium were 466.49 mg kg, 48.64 mg kg™ and 156.32 mg kg?, 25.54 mg kg™,
respectively. Soil abundance evaluation revealed a moderately high level in Pha Pae Subdistrict
and a moderate level in Saluang Subdistrict. In Pha Pae Subdistrict, Z. limonella extract at a rate of
3% provided the saltiest feeling (p < 0.05). The extraction of Z. limonella for enhancing salty taste
correlated with soil particle size in Saluang Subdistrict (p < 0.01).
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