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Effect of organic amendments on aggregate size distribution in cassava
growing Yasothon soil series
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nnudadud1ends 8ms1 1,000 ke/rai wag (5) ldwdonaududUends 6031 1,000 kg/rai nan13Anwinuin nslddan
SunsdusuURulszveg 9 Juwnliuduasuliianisadradafiuauin small macroaggregate (SMA: 0.25-2 mm) 910
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ABSTRACT: This study determined aggregate size distribution in cassava growing Yasothon soil series which has been
amended with various organic amendments for 7 consecutive years. The experimental design was randomized
complete block design (RCBD) with 3 replications. Treatments included (1) no application of organic amendment (2)
application of chicken manure at 1,000 kg/rai (3) application of chicken manure at 2,000 kg/rai (4) application of
cassava starch waste at 1,000 keg/rai, and (5) application of cassava tails and stalks at 1,000 kg/rai. Results showed
that application of all organic amendments significantly enhanced higher small macroaggregate (SMA: 0.25-2 mm)
formation through cementation of silt and clay size fractions (SiCl: < 0.053 mm) and microaggregate (MiA: 0.053-0.25
mm) as compared with control. Whereas, all application of organic amendments could not clearly enhance large
macroaggregate (LMA: 2-8 mm) formation. Application of chicken manure at 1,000 and 2,000 kg/rai tended to
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enhance higher accumulation of organic carbon (OC) and total nitrogen (total N) in soil aggregates than that of other
organic amendments. However, OC and total N contents in soil aggregates for all treatments were still very low.
Furthermore, soil aggregates of the studied soil mainly contained labile OC fraction which can easily decompose as
compared with stable OC fraction. Therefore, any disturbance that results in soil aggregate breaking down would
accelerate the decomposition and loss of organic matter. Organic matter management in the studied soil through
application of organic amendments, thus, always recommended.

Keywords: organic carbon fractions; macroaggregates; cassava growing soil

unin
TudymdadudumdsoeniiddguesUsemdalnenulassadsduidseenlan wavilududnensnssudesnidu
JuRuAY 9 103Uszma FaunsaingldidiguszmaninnisdseonndndueiudaiudUsnd Tudu uazdudaida

(@inanuAsegnanisinens, 2563) egnslsiiny Auluiufiniane fusenidesniledaduunasgniudUendiiddnyves

19

Uszmelnednlngfidnvazdufuieonsiu dudvvuivinasymearuansegiuaivsnaeynipunnumieiuas

%

YSunadurseingsn Audedianuaunsalunisgudiiuasgednsisemisialates naenawinnisgaydusineimsivann

'
P

nszvIunszazanglade uenanil msliussleninauilimunzauuazvinnisdnnisiusazinddaasulvinuildugniu

a a N w =

dlgnduinnisnseudu (erosion) duasuliiinnisagdedurseinguassigemnsiludueenluaniiuiiegesieiiies au

EYRE

liinuegluanmideninsunazdmalinandaiudUzndin oz uavane, 2542) Wnsganuiililunisugndudvzndaiu
UshanMslunanziusenideamile lawn geauelasss 13 afin 1a519 wagtnes (nsuiwunifu, 2558)

Juinsududdidunseingliunumiddsenisusuugslasadnmesiu neduniedngdunumlunisvimiig

a

Juansiliou (cementing agent) fidsasulininnsiieudaiuszninseuniavuinde o vesduliindudiafuiiiag

e lurazidendunssuiunmsiialafuiasiadesnmaesdefueiiianuddyedauindenisini udunieingld

o

Meludiefu waziiudnsiniserududy aanistuauifiavdnfusagnisnsaunu (Six et al,, 2004) fady MMsIANISBUTSETRNG

Tuiunianz YusenidsaniedadimnudAyedrannaenissnemann ey (soil productivity) aegalsiniu ds1ea1uan
TaevhluBunioingazusznausesuvesesusudun3s (organic carbon fractions) AfimnsuAnsstuLALSUBUTUYSE
wiazgUTunumddsonsUTuURaRTRRUTLANGafuse Tasurdedaglufuaansauidddu 2 U wdn 9 léun 1. 3
ansUszneudunidfigesaaisliie (labile oreanic carbon fraction) Fadulnajusznaumeiavsn Sunidansvunndndia
sefunstoraaeduaneetu (particulate organic matter) saufsansuseneuiilileansdafin (non-humic substances)

t%

Fegovaarsliing wu adlulansn wedudnailsd WUshu nsndumnsd Wudu (Poirier et al,, 2005) uag 2. sUa1sUsENRY

'
=

unIRLANATMURDNISURYAA86 (stable organic carbon fraction) 1H8931nd8sAUTENOUMAATIINUNIUADNITEDY

)

BV

danedia uay/v3e a15Usenauduvsdtulinisufduius (interaction) agfuianauus (soil minerals) 1y diuvesnsuau

3

Sun3dnlasunisleaiunmiaiidnd (physically protection) linneluiindu wieduigaduediuusiumies (chemically

protection) (Sollins et al., 1996) m3suaudunsdlugy stable fractions daulugiiluansuszneudadin (humic substances)

o
v

Faduansuszneuiiiilaseairsveamyiiuea (phenolic structure) ifudounaziuminluanageiiinannssuiunisegos
A818N9TINIMVBAABIINTTTINERTILaz @159 AT181HI1NAINTINVRIAUNTY (Baldock and Nelson, 2000) \osan
AsusudunIglugy labile fraction ﬁ{]’ﬁl'ﬁmim{uﬁEJUL‘U"SEJuEU%u%ﬂﬁUVIU’WﬂumiL‘T]uLmé&WﬁN’mLLazLLMﬁﬂQWMWiﬁWM%U
QaunIduazAsditisluiu wasUasudessmewnsiiiuusslevivisduuniiy uenaind Sefumumdrdylunisaaaiunis
afaivendiniu wanifuundsdnifusasUantdesaisuenluszesdu dauasuoudunidlugy stable fractions i
anudRReniinauansalunswanidsunanloss (cation exchange capacity; CEC) liifuiu waviduuvaadn

WulagUanuaseaisuaulusyeze (Haynes, 2005; Strosser, 2010)



KHON KAEN AGRICULTURE JOURNAL 51 (2): 387-399 (2023)./d0i:10.14456/kaj.2023.xx. 389

Jagtunmeng ueendeunieflssnuuusyuiudUznddninun uazndainadadunszuiunisudnudiagi

WiAndandunsdmdeiia wu nnuwlaiudends Wiondadud1Usnds uaziudenfududuznds 1Wusiu naundeeedu

kY

Fuaunn wasinsunlulguselenites (@inan wag 159Mus, 2552) datu nsuieyiaamdenanartanldusyloniie
Judaguiudsaudunsd oraduwnmamiafivssdaadunisuiulslasadstuwaziiududunieingliudauluiuiiane

e iuseniosmileluszezenily agndlsinu luthigiuesimuiineriugursveudunidnlsnnnislaliandunidmaeii

a

sanandedlegiey detu nsAnwifadingUsrasdlunisfinwinavesnisldiandunidusuusshusensivisundasdnuney

q

masannszevadafulugafuelassnuaniud Usnds saenaufnuUsinauaresdusenauvessuasueudunighude

'
o = a

Auvuang 9 Welladeyaiugiudmiunsdnnistunieingnivssdvsnmuasmaneauduiuluiun@nwssly

ad
WBMsAne
nsuAIRENIAL
° 2 o " a O . ~ o = a | ' 2 o a w
nsiudeg19iutulansiu (Ap horizon) MisgAuaudn 0-20 lwudwns TurneunsiiuifeInandnsiy
dendaszann 1 weu anuUamaaesnldugniiudivendaiugyieus 80 Jeiimsldiandunidusuussiuusenneing q
sgdeiiasnnluszezing 7 ¥ Tuiuiithunnsgds shvanuyune s1neatugune Smiauassadun (47P 793791E,
1676013N) Fefufiegluiuiuvamaasadugafuelass (Yasothon soil series) AFonsiuundunguingesniussuy
auﬂimﬁﬁﬁuﬁutﬂu Typic Paleustults LUaINAaslin15219ULHUNIINAADILUU randomized complete block design

(RCBD) Us£NausmemIsunIsnaassianus 5 snsun1snnass sisunsneassay 3 91 @9Usenaumie f1sun1smeaedi 1 b

a

ld¥andun3dusuusediu (Control) firsunisnaaesi 2 Tdyaliunau 8ns1 1,000 kg/rai (CKM1) sirsunisnaaesi 3 Tdyaln

q

o o LYY

WNau 8031 2,000 ke/rai (CKM2) sh3umsnaaesd 4 TaninutisTud Uznds 8051 1,000 ke/rai (CSW) waesnunsvnaeadi

a 1Y

5 lddonAusiud1Usnas 8m31 1,000 ke/rai (CTS) InansldiandunidusuussiumusisunisveasdlunsasYagyinnisld

q

1Y a v

#a9INNISS BUAULAEN1SLaNANAUAL8t091UKIA 3 waryinnishansiuAuiuTaEnUSUUT AU

q Q

2wlaaunna 7 Waauld

=2

Uszanal 7 fu Seihnnsensesuazugniudvznds deyaliunavitldlunisfnuniiuiamnsuoudunis 466 g/kg uay

Tulnsiauiionsun 46.9 g/kg (CN ratio ~ 10:1) WaendusudUzndaivsunammsueudunis 197 o/ke uavlulnsiauimun

3.5 g/kg (C:N ratio ~ 32:1) drunnudafudusndaiusinanisueudunid 205 g/ke wazlulnsiausionun 6.3 o/ke (CN

ratio ~ 56:1)

MsiATzAdutANEnduazialiveshiu
Wmswieusegsiulasiauilalidiidususanisegdiuinsewihunsunsawn 2 fadwns Wielddu

o '

AuntluNITIATIZANITHANNTLINLVUIATBIBUNIARY DAY Tulnsiauiioae Suvdeing AanuguaniUdeunanlossy
waziuanaiale MUTBUMIFIU (National Soil Survey Center, 1996)
M5IATIEAUSINIAINSUANNSTANBIUIAYR iR

feehsuiiisuianfnensuannsyanevuiaveadafiu 2633 wet sieving (Eliott et al., 1991) Tngtihdiogn
AuuTous1unrunsataudavuin 8, 2, 0.25 Lay 0.053 mm aua1au lawdiadu 4 vuia laun afuvuin Large
macroaggregate (LMA: 2 — 8 mm), WinRAuaun Small macroaggregate (SMA: 0.25 - 2 mm), WaAurLIe Microaggregate
(MiA: 0.053 — 0.25 mm) waztiiaAuuuin Silt and clay size fractions (SICl: < 0.053 mm) FAT1gsRUsIAASTUBLBUNSIlY
Windu Ine?5 Walkley and Black wet oxidation wagzlulasiausiuludinfu 1ne38 Kjeldalh (Nelson and Sommers, 1996)
nMsnnzivinaguvesasusuBursdludinfuvuinciie

[

Uidafurunasng g 1neiUinnngUuesnsusuBunie meds wet oxidation (Helfrich et al,, 2007) lnanns

@

Feireg1afinfununavideandasuiu 1 g ldaslunasnwudadvuin 50 mL iindIndulsuIns 10 mL 1ntduiy



unuinms 51 atufl 2: 387-399 (2566)./doi: 10.14456/ka}.2023.xx. 390

arsazanglelasinuivesoonledarundudu 10% s1uau 30 mL neiaegeiisliliAnUisoeendinduiiguunivos
nduthiegsluisufAseeendindulu water bath flgumgil 50 osrwaldoa uazaudiegaduszozaulsiinvlo
vhineehdluiiunied 2,500 seu/unit Wunan 15 wil mansazaneits uazvi wet oxidation SimutuneuANSATe 9
souausogsliiinnesodnsanysal Sregrsnstindusasnivheisluouliuvisiigamnd 40 ssrniwaldea daan
ffuthdegndluiiasigsinuiuim organic carbon desy deffeuiinuaisueudunidlusuiiades (stable organic

carbon (OC) fraction) #3835 wet digestion Uag Walkley and Black Titration wagfuiumIUsuaAsuaudunsdluguy

v
o '

laliafies (labile OC fraction) 91nnMsHNaUUSHIIASUBUBUNIENIVILANBUNTT wet oxidation AeUSUNMAITUBUBUNSE
Tuguiiadios
1536A31ZH organic carbon functional groups YaeduNIeInglulafuvuIndg 9
Anvmaiasuulasesdusznoumanivesdunioinglusinfuseinies FT-IR spectrometer Aiasgsidagng
wegeSsdsursagunas (mid-infrared) Ae 400 — 4,000 wavenumber (cm™) AidnAuLenda (resolution) Wy 4
cm™ wagld potassium bromide (KBr) 1w background W& I9nTUTIUUN organic carbon functional groups 910 FTIR
spectra ¥94a15Us¥noUAS UBULAY Ul TLAUAINgIUTBYaNISANUN (Baes and Bloom, 1989; Niemeyer et al., 1992;
Stevenson, 1994)
nsRseideyanieata
AATgviteyaneadia lakn n153AT1einNRUsUTIuN1eEda (analysis of variance; ANOVA) ielUSouLiou
ALUANAIsad eI sfiwesfiauladiedd Duncan’s multiple range test (DMRT) fiszsupnudesiudosay 95

LAY IASIEMENAUNUS (correlation matrix) Seninamsniwasnaulameluswnsuinsieana SPSS (version 19)

Nan1SAN¥ILALIRTR
guUuAnsidnduazautaniaaiivasmunldinnisinuen
nansfinen wudn eRuvesduiihmsfinundeumavuansedussiussneundnlaediidefudufusiulunse

o

(Table 1) AufiArfitorwiiv 5.3 UfAsedudunsndn TUsnadunseinguazUunalulaauimueeglussdusiiun
Wdeiiuliiauaaldey wunilen Inunadeoy waslofoufiadnlaidaiogluseduiuin aenadesiuA1ninug
wandsuuanloseuvesnuiiregluszausuin Audadanuausalunisgednsnuszquaniiiludidlddes uasiin

nszUuMItzazaeivhiiansagdesgiinaneenivludnsiniag (aunsdnindvigiaine), 2548)



KHON KAEN AGRICULTURE JOURNAL 51 (2): 387-399 (2023)./d0i:10.14456/kaj.2023.xx. 391

Table 1 Physico-chemical properties of the studied soil

Soil properties Value
Sand (g/ke) 814
Sitt (g/ke) 70
Clay (g/kg) 116
pH (1:1 H,0) 53
Organic matter (g/kg) 2.11
Total N (g/kg) 0.08
Extractable Ca (cmol./kg) 0.88
Extractable Mg (cmol/kg) 0.36
Extractable K (cmol/kg) 0.06
Extractable Na (cmol./kg) 0.06
CEC (cmol/ke) 1.99
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Aggregate size distribution (%)

Control CKM1 CKM2 csw CTS
B LMA F SMA [ MiA [ Sicl

Figure 1 Aggregate size distribution of the soil amended with different organic amendments. Significant at P < 0.05
by DMRT. Capital letters indicate significant difference between treatments in the corresponding aggrecate
size. Lower-case letters indicate significant difference between different aggregate size within each

treatment. Bars represent standard errors. nd = not detected.

Table 2 Correlation coefficients between each aggregate size class

n=15 %LMA %SMA %MIA %SiCl
(2-8 mm) (0.25-2 mm) (0.053-0.25 mm) (< 0.053 mm)
%LMA (2-8 mm) 1
%SMA (0.25-2 mm) 0.05 1
%MiA (0.053-0.25 mm) -0.64* -0.18 1
%SiCl (<0.053 mm) -0.26 -0.65** -0.53* 1

¥, ** Significant at P < 0.05, P < 0.01, respectively.

navaInsladanduniduiulsspuiaUiunanisuannszanevasmvauduniduazlulasunianualudinfuyuindig o
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Tayaldunausis 2 §n1 (CKM1 uaz CKM2) firdnsnduaivou-ulpsauludiefunnauedialndifestu iWesnyald
wnaufiddandunfvoululasiauiiuaunitagdu 4 inTeendusslidunisngludisfunnuuaianisgesaansls
feuaziinindlewIeuiiisuiumslannudaiudwends (CSW) wagidendutudzuds (CTS) Inaifiafuvunn SICL veq
NEsUNIINAassUsEnaunlalsusnaua1Tusudunidlunauesdviina1susu (aliphatic-G; fats, wax, lipids;
2920 cm™) (Figure 2c) ﬁqaﬂ’i%ﬁﬂﬁummm SMA uay MiA agetmiau (Figure 2a-b) Tnsianizsunisnaaesiisinisld
mnulsfudends (CSW) wazidenfusiuduznda (CTS) Adafiuvung SICL fuinamsusznevlunguezavhinensuey
gendvhiumsnasesdu 9 Ssdinenuiamsuszneulunguezdvhinasusudinantnasilasiaiislnanaiinumusenis
govamudlagianssuvesdunidunnninansuszneulungudu q drudafuruin SMA uag MIA vasyniiunTmaas
Usznausiisasusnauansueudunidluguiigesaanslsdne (labile OC fraction) lfun a1suszneumnedudnanlse

(polysaccarides; 1180 wag 1070 cm™) (Baldock et al., 1992; Zech et al., 1997) fasnindafuvunn sicl (Figure 2a wag

v
[ YR o

q
Y
2b) fatlu BunSedngludinAuvinn SMA uaz MIA Fauszneusieasuseneudunsdidesaargldieegausiiasussnou

5um'§§1’7fﬁmmmmwiaﬂmia&JamsﬂéfmﬂagjﬁaEmdﬁqmaLﬁmmiﬂaaamséf’ﬂﬁaEj'mmL%f’;Lﬁam%mﬁwﬁ’mﬁmawﬂmm
\&n waveredmaliuiinamsuausuniduaziulnsouiomaludafuauin SMA was MiA vesiudivhnsinuansiasld
drendfiafuaunn SICl uanand dnvarvondanuuuin SMA uay MiA 9asiudiviinisinendssznausie labile OC
fraction lefun ansuszneunedudnalsdlutiinaiiginindefivaun sicl uanddiifiuinasueudunidlugudananiead
unumddglunsimifiduasdedliifieiusuadniianssusiududaiuuelng sussuduinndy Tned
sreuiinsruIunMsieuivessiniuruindn (< 0.25 mm) Widudiadveuelvg > 0.25 mm) Tnestluaziniulae

AsupuBun3gluzy labile OC fraction wu asUszneunedudneilsrannsdunszilaefiviaygdunsd naonausinity
LLaZLﬁusLEJﬁ’lL‘TJu?hﬂMQJ (Tisdall and Oades, 1982; Oades and Water, 1991)
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Table 3 Distribution of organic carbon, total nitrogen contents and carbon to nitrogen ratio in different aggregates

size classes

Treatment Aggregate size class 0oC Total N C:N ratio
(g/kg) (g/ke)

Control SMA 2.33 Ab 0.19 BCb 12.3 ABa
MiIA 2.09 Ab 0.21 Bb 9.95 ABa
SiCl 7.48 ABa 0.89 Ba 8.40 Ba

CKM1 SMA 3.04 Ab 0.32 ABb 9.50 Ba
MiA 2.29 Ab 0.35 Ab 6.54 Ba
SiCl 8.97 Aa 1.11 Aa 8.08 Ba

CKM2 SMA 3.25 Ab 0.41 Ab 7.92 Ba
MiIA 2.80 Ab 0.35 Ab 8.00 ABa
SiCl 8.81 ABa 0.98 ABa 8.98 Ba

CSw SMA 2.25 Ab 0.12 BCb 18.8 Aa
MiA 2.33 Ab 0.13 Bb 17.9 Aa
SiCl 7.23 Ba 0.66 Ca 10.9 Aa

CTS SMA 2.25 Ab 0.10 Cb 22.5 Aa
MiIA 2.14 Ab 0.19 Bb 11.3 ABab
SiCl 7.27 Ba 0.71 Ca 10.2 ABb

Significant difference at P < 0.05 by DMRT. Capital letters indicate significant difference between treatments in the

corresponding aggregate size. Lower-case letters indicate significant difference between different aggregate size

within each treatment.
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Figure 2 Chemical composition of organic carbon compounds in a) SMA, b) MiA and ¢) SiCl. Band assignments are

2920 and 1470 cm™ for aliphatic-C (C-H stretching and C-H bending); 1700 and 1290 cm™ for carboxylic-C;

1520 cm™ for amide Il (N-H deformation + C=N stretching); 1600 cm™ for aromatic-C (C-C stretching and/or

asymmetric ~COO stretching); 1180 and 1070 cm™ for polysaccharides (Baes and Bloom, 1989; Niemeyer et
al,, 1992; Stevenson, 1994)
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asusuBuvsuarlulnnauiomaldganiinisldnnudesiudiuends (CSW) uasBonfusiudiends (CTS) Tuiiadunn
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lulpsiueiuvidgniuasunduludululasiaudunid (immobilization) lunn3anszuauns mineralization Liie4a1n
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wiazruInanadle aenndasiunanisEnsdnnuIUsSitalulasauiausluinfusuin SiCL, MIA wag SMA v83815uns

naaesniinsldninudaiudends uaziudenfududUznds dadinitdsunisnaaesiiidnislayalaunay (CKM) aeed
WedAgyvneada agnslsinu mslatanduniduulssiudssinneng q duasulivsinaunsueuduniduazlulasauiioun

Tudiafuvesng 9 ingeludewieuiisuiussumunulinntdnuasdadaegluszduiisnunn Weswindufivhnisdinw
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agdesdinislatanusussiuduvsdiuiusolUsgssiaillosaraiiaue

navaINsldTanduniduiulssiusansiuasuulasgUvasmsuaudunsdludafuvuindig o
= = s a = & a ] a ) U &9 1 a a6 v

HaNsAn¥NsAuLUasgUveImveuBunidludafuvuinsiig q vesruugndudUsnaanldiandunidusuls
fiu wud Usunaansusuduisdlugy labile OC fraction Tudinduvemnsiunsnaassasauegludafuuuin SiCl geiign
(6.16 —7.75 g/kg) pesiiipdrAymsand WellSsuilsuiudafuruin MIA (1.34 - 1.99 g/kg) wag SMA (1.79 — 2.70 g/kg)
(Table 4) FsipudsiunansinwilaeiluTinenuidunieingiegneludadudeiuuuninglaeialddnduguide

| P P a P . . o a a v & a I | aa a v a

nsgesaarslaieuasiinnuiaiosies (labile OC fraction) Weaw3suiflsuiudafuvuindnnitnduniengnegniely
Lﬁmﬁu%L‘dﬁEJUE‘LJlG’fEﬂﬂLLazﬁM’lmaﬁEJi (stable OC fraction) (Puget et al., 1995; Jastrow et al., 1996) (Table 4) ¥4l
pnafloanandaiuruialug ileeidludanuatesdosdioianisuandalagnseuiunissuniuiuagyinli labile OC

fraction @A particulate organic matter Aaeiin physical protection Wluinfuinniseesaanadlasinsiilesain

N oa

JuguvasnsveuduvidiidosaasliinauazisnsmyuisudisugUlunaidu (Golchin et al, 1994; Haynes, 2005) 34

| Y 2 a N |a . . o 1@ a & =< & a da = o
awaamfﬂ,‘mmeumm(ﬂiwmmﬂimm labile OC fraction ANINUAAUVUIALENTAUUIAAUNLAULEDNYTUINNIT BATINT

o

go8dany labile OC fraction §9919LAAT D191 9 waztinnsayay labile OC fraction luidiaAuauiadnlead diuna

o

nsfnwUTinamsusuBunidlugy stable fraction Tudafurwinmng  vesusazisunismeaes wuit Usinaesusy

a =

Bursdlugu stable fraction TuinfAurewnsifunisnaassiinisavanegludafuuinn SiCl gafign (0.75 -1.46 g/kg) 01

fifoddyneada WewSoudisutudiafuuunn MiA (0.20 —0.75 g/kg) way SMA (0.42 —0.66 g/ke) warnslaTandun3e

q

a

USuugsiudssianeng q dlngfuvulivdasuliiinnsavaunsueuduniglugy stable OC fraction luifiafuuuin
SICLlAgandn (0.92 - 1.19 g/kg) firfuatuau (0.99 g/kg) wiidnuUsununsazanazliinnuuanaseadidedfAgynsata

wannil Mmsldianduniduiuussaudssiansng q daulngiiuwilivdaasiliiiansazauasueudursdlugy stable OC
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fraction luilinAuawin SMA uay MiA 19genan (SMA = 0.33 — 0.53 g/kg; MiA = 0.46 — 0.78 g/kg) A15uAIUAN (SMA =
0.39 g/kg; MIA = 0.20 g/ke) Tnsiamzluinfuawia MiA finudn srsuiiinisldninutlaiuduzngds (CSW) waziUdeniiugiu
dgnas (CTS) AvSunanisazauasusudun3dlugy stable fraction gqﬁqm (CSW = 0.66 g/kg; CTS = 0.78 g/kg) pei4il
ﬁaﬁﬂﬁzquaﬁﬁl,ﬁaLU%’EJULﬁ&JUﬁ’wﬁ%’Ummu (control) (0.20 g/ke) anariisannanninutiatudusnduaziudonfuiu
dvzndadnlng duflesduszneviinumusenisdesaaisuarininnsgevaasenn Weianisazaulufiafusazin

N38UIUNNT physical protection FsdaaSalviAnnsazauasusudunidlugy stable OC fraction A

Table 4 Distribution of soil organic carbon fractions in different aggregates size classes

Treatment Aggregate size class  Labile OC Stable OC
(g/ke) (g/ke)
Control SMA 1.92 Ab 0.42 Ab
MiA 1.90 Ab 0.20 Bb
SiCl 6.60 ABa 0.88 Aa
CKM1 SMA 2.62 Ab 0.42 Ab
MiA 1.79 Ab 0.51 ABb
Sicl 7.88 Aa 1.09 Aa
CKM2 SMA 2.60 Ab 0.66 Aa
MiA 2.09 Ab 0.70 ABa
Sicl 7.49 ABa 1.32 Aa
csw SMA 1.77 Ab 0.48 Ab
MiA 1.59 Ab 0.75 Ab
SiCl 5.77 Ba 1.46 Aa
CTS SMA 1.77 Ab 0.48 Aa
MiA 1.48 Ab 0.65 Aa
SiCl 6.52 ABa 0.75 Aa

Significant difference at P < 0.05 by DMRT. Capital letters indicate significant difference between treatments in the
corresponding aggregate size. Lower-case letters indicate significant difference between different aggregate size

within each treatment.

WealSsuisunuuana9eaUsunn soil organic carbon fractions Tuliafduvuinsig 9 vesuaaziSuns
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Y

o o aa
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SICl sinfian (6.55 g/ke) (Table 4) aoandasruAdnsndrunsueu-lulnsiauveyaliunavdaduianuivusefuiien
dasndrumivou-lulasiaunauiign Ssuandiifiuinosdusznovvesyaliunavdnlngidussdusznouilanunsadosaanels

& (labile OC fraction) IngAanssuvasgduviddiu Jsduasaliiinnsazay labile OC fraction TuinAuwua SICL Feind
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