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ABSTRACT

A laboratory experiment was carried out on cylindrical columns
equipped with temperature devices to investigate temperature profiles
for scparated soil particle fractions during incoming and outgoing heat
flow processes. Three soil particle size fractions were separated from
Kassasin loamy sand and Nubaria calcareous sandy loam soils.
Temperatures were measured along the vertical dimension at the center
of the soil column using copper-constant thermocouple wires and digital
thermometer. Thermal conductivities, diffusivities, heat capacities were
calculated for both investigated soils. Also, values obtained for
determined soil particle size fractions heat capacities were compared
with calculated ones by 3 different methods. Moreovet, total and partial
heat gain or loss for soil particle fractions were calculated. The effect of
the soil particle size fractions; i.e., their porosities on the flow of heat
was examined.

It was found that the determined temperature fluctuations with
depth for the loamy sand soil are lower than for the calcareous sandy
loam soil. It was also found that the flow of heat along the soil depends
on the apparent soil density and its size fractions, due to the variation in
the thermal conductivity.

Total heat gained during 6 hours heating within the upper 20 cm
for Nubaria calcareous sandy loam soil particle fractions having average
diameters 4.175, 2.675 and 1.59 mm and fotal heat loss during 6 hours
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cooling from the upper 30 centimeters to the atmosphere were higher than
those obtained for the corresponding fractions obtained for Kassasin
loamy sand soil. This response occurred taking into consideration that
the former soil fractions had lower apparent densities and higher CaCO-
contents than the latter ones.

Fractionated heat loss or gain occurred during the first 1.5 hours
generally exhibited the highest values and decreased with the increase
in time, It was also noticed for both soils particle fractions that partial or
total heat gain or loss genérally increased as particle diameter
decreased.

Key words: conductivities, diffusivities, heat flow processes , partial
heat gain or loss , soil temperature profiles, thermal heat
capacities.

i. INTRODUCTION

It is well known that thermal energy which reaches the soil
surface is subjected to reflection, absorption and conduction.
Conduction accounts almost exclusively for heat transmission in the
soil. Generally it decreases as heat cnergy penctrates the soil. The
speed with which heat is transferred in the soil, upward (cooling) and
downward (heating), depends upon the existing temperature gradients
and heat conductivity of the soil.

The thermal conductivity of a porous material depends greatly on
its volumetric density. It increases as volumetric soi! density increases.
Eigenson, (1952); Van Wijk (1963); De Vrics, (1963) and Campbell,
(1985). Semmel et al. (1990) stated that heat conduction and thermal
diffusivity should increase rapidly as soon as the dry soil particles are
surrounded by water fiims enlarging their contact area. The formation of
water films depends on soil water content and matric potential. The
presence of water in the soil pores will lead to the application of
Fourier’s law which deals with multidisciplinary systems. Ghuman and
Lal (1985) and Jury et al. (1991) found that clay soils had lower thermal
conductivity values than sandy soils at all levels of water contents.
Moreover, conductivity increased with increasing soil water content.
This is explained by the fact that thermal conductivity of the air filling
pores is much less than that of the solid constituents, Hadas ( 1977 a
and b ) stated that the thermal conductivity of a soil depends on
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its mineralogical composition, texture, water content and its particle
shape, as well as their space arrangement. Nimmoc and Kstin, (1988 )
concluded that thermal conductivity of porous material depends greatly
on moisture content.

Knowledge of simultaneous transfer of heat and moisture in soils
near the soil surface is of great importance 1o meteorologists, soil
scientists, and ecologists,( Johnson and Lowery 1985 and Parlange ef
al,.1998) They studied evaporative losses of soil water and its thermal
regime, as well as the energy and mass exchange phenomena occurring
at the soil surface. They concluded that effective therma! conductivity
of porous material depends greatly on moisture content due to its very
high value of heat capacity compared to the other two phases of soil
constituents; namely, solids and air. Also, they calculated thermal
diffusivity values for soils with different tillage practices representing
different kinds of soil structure. Thermal diffusivity in the 5 to 15 cm
soil depth was 20-25% higher in the untilled, than in the ploughed soil.

Some investigators were devoted to investigate the influence of
thermal gradients in soil moisture transport, (Cary and Tylor, 1962 and
Cassel ef al.,1969). The rate of heating soil particles depends on particle
heat capacity, size of particles and other properties. Very small particles
can be heated more rapidly while larger particles absorb more heat than
smaller ones. The thermal conductivity of granular materials increased
with temperature and this may be explained by the fact that an increase
in temperature is accompanied by an increase in heat conduction of the
medium filling the spaces between the grains, and also by the
intensification of radiant heat transfer within the granular material.
Golovanov, (1969) investigated thc dependence of upward and
downward heal flow within the soil and iemperature time functions on
soil particle sizes.

The aim of the current study was to investigate the effect of two
soil textures on temperature profiles and soil thermal conductivities,
diffusivities and capacities. A second objective was to calculate partial
and total heat gain or loss for particle size fractions per time and per
depth.
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2. MATERIALS AND METHODS

2.1. Experimental apparatus and procedure:

A laboratory experiment was carried out to investigate
temperature distributions for two soil textures and three particle size
fractions for each soii under heating and cooling cycles. An apparatus
was constructed for this purpose, Figuare (1). It consists of insulated hard
PVC (70 cm long, 10 cm outside diameter and 9.5 cm inside diameter)
column, heating unit, ice tank, 2 aluminum discs, 14 locations for the
thermocouple wires, and temperature measuring devices. The outer
surface of the soil column was insulated by 3 cm glass-wool mat to
guarantee heat flow only in the vertical direction. A heat source, electric
disc heater, was placed on the upper surface of the first aluminum disc.
The diameter of the disc heater was about 100 mm and its power is 200
watt (220 volt and 10 ampere). The power supplied to the heater was
controlled by a variac transformer. It provides a controllable constant heat
flux at the top of the soil column. The electric power input to the heater
was measured by an in-line digital watt-meter (accuracy + 0.5%). Each
one of the aluminum discs was 95 and 15 mm in diameter and thickness,
respectively. The second aluminum disc was placed at the bottom of the
soil column directly in contact with ice-water mixture.

Eight copper-constantan calibrated thermocouples, 0.4 mm in
diameter, were inserted inside the test materials at the center of the
column, Figure (1), to measure soii temperature at cight depths.
Additional thermocouple was fixed at the back of each aluminum disc
to measure its temperature. Furthermore, a grid of 25 thermocouples
were distributed radially inside the soil column at 25 mm under the soil
surface to be sure that radial heat flow is nearly eliminated. One
thermocouple is used to measure temperature of ice-water mixture in
the ice tank (heat sink) beside one of two thermocouples was fixed at
the outer surface of the PVC soil column while the other was fixed at
the surface of the insulating pad to calculate radial heat loss. The
readings of the thermocouples were taken by a digital thermometer
(accuracy £ 0.4 °C)

The total rate of heat generated from the heater (g) was
transmitted by conduction in vertical and radial directions according to
the following formula:
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Fig. (1): Schematic diagram of the experimental apparatus and measuring devices.
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G= Qevt Gor (])
Where:
Gt = total heat input, W
Qcv = vertical heat flow, W

Gcr = radial heat flow, W

Due to the fact that the maximum heat loss by conduction in the
radial direction, q., was about 0.05% of the total heat input, Eq (1) is
rewritten as follows:

@ “g.=KA o =kapA S @
Where: Gov = Vertical heat follow, W
K, = Thermal conductivity of the solid particles
W/m°C.
A = Cross-sectional area of the soil column, m?
AT = Temperature difference, °C
AX = Soil thickness, m
P = Porosity, %

If the thermal conductivity of the air in the soil pores is taken into
consideration, Eq (1) can be rewritten as follows:

—q = AT AT (3)
G gy = Ko (1- P)A AX + K, PA AX

Where K, = thermal conductivity of air, 0.161 cal/cm. “c. sec, Black,
(1965).

2.2. Preparation and analysis of soil sample:

Representative soil samples were collected from two different
locations at 0-70 ¢m depths. The first soil sample was collected from
Kassasin loamy sand soil located at 30 kilometers west of Ismailia city,
north of Cairo-Ismailia desert road. The second soil sample was
collected from Nubaria calcareous sandy loam soil located at 40 km
south west of Alexandria at Cairo- Alexandria desert road. Soil samples
were analyzed for particle size distribution as described by Gee and
Bauder, (1986). OM % and CaCO; % according to Page, (1982).
Particle, and bulk densities were determined and total porosities were
calculated as described by Klute, (1986). Table (1) shows some physical
characteristics of the collected soil samples.
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Table (1): Physical characteristics of the collected soil samples.

. Kassasin loamy | Nubaria calcareous
Soil property sand soil sandy loam soil
Particle size distribution
C.S % 64.40 1.70
F.S. % 20.00 78.10
Silt % 3.70 9.10
Clay % 11.90 11.10
CaCO3 % 1.90 36.20
oM % 0.85 0.54
Bulk density, g cm” 1.57 1.33
Particle density, g cm™ 2.65 2.50
Porosity, % 40.75 46.80
Aggregate size distribution
MWD mm 1.560 0.747
GMD mm 0.189 0.111

Each air dry soil sample was placed on top of a series of sieves
and shaken using vibrating shaker, Klute, (1986). After 5 minutes
shaking period, the retained sample on each sieve and on the bottom pan
was weighed and its percentage of the total sample weight was
determincd. The percentage retained on cach sieve was multiplied by
the average sieve hole diameter calculated from a sieve hole and the
sieve hole above.

Three particle size fractions were chosen for each one of the two
investigated soils. Each particle fraction was oven dried at 105° and
packed in a column at approximately equal field apparent densities.
Each column was replicated three times. Each column was subjected to
heating then cooling cycles. During heating cycle, temperature
measurements were recorded at 30 minutes intervals for more than 6
hours. The heat input and heat sink were kept constant during the
cxperiment. During cooling cycle, the power for the heater was
switched off. Then, the heater and the adjacent aluminum disc were
removed from the top of the soil column. Temperatures were recorded
at 30 minutes intervals for more than 6 hours.
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3. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Simultaneous heat flow parameters were calculated for the
investigated soils using the formulae derived by Ghuman and Lal
(1985). They are:

Enk = 0028 x -2.158,
Lna = 0.028 x -7.887,and
Lnc =-0003 x -1.07
Where : k s the thermal conductivity, mcal./s. cm °c;

a is the thermal diffusivity, cm’/s.;
¢ is the thermal capacity, cal./g.c and
x is the sum of sand, silt and organic carbon in percentages.

Ghuman and Lal stated that these regression equations were
deduced at 0.10 cm® cm™ water content for soils vary in texiure from
sandy loam to clay. The results obtained for the Kassasin loamy sand
soil are 1.3946, 0.0045 and 0.2624 and for the Nubaria calcareous sandy
loam soil are 1.4138, 0.0046 and 0.2620, respectively. Ghuman and Lal
{1985) stated that thermal conductivity values for air dry soils did not
appreciably vary, 0.70 to 0.60 mcal./s. cm °c for sandy and clayey soils,
respectively, at zero percent volumeiric water content. The obtained k
values also did not appreciably vary, therefore confirming their
conclusion although the obtained values are almost twice their values.
They also stated that their k values tremendously increased as soil
moisture content increcased. In the mean time, as soil bulk density.
decreased, the thermal conductivity value became low.

The thermal capacities for both soils were calculated by 3
different methods: Method 1 is used by applying the formula of
Ghuman and Lal (1985) as mentioned before. Method 2 is used by
applying the formula C= k/a presented by Geiger (1965) using the
calculated values of thermal conductivity (k) and thermal diffusivity (a)
according to the equations given by Ghuman and Lal (1985). Method 3
is suggested by De Vries (1963) using the following equation: Cv= 0.46
Xm + 0.60 Xo + Xw, where Xm, Xo and Xw are the volume fractions
of soil mineral matter, organic matter and water, respectively. The
thermal capacities were also determined and the obtained results are
given in Table (2). Method 1 used to calculate gravimetric or volumetric
soil heat capacity, Cs or Cv, proved to be very close 1o the determined
value for the Kassasin loamy sand soil, 0.2624 and 0.4120, respectively,
However, method 2 is more suitable to calculate soil heat capacity for
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Nubaria calcreous sandy loam soil, 0.2314 and 0.3077, respectively.
The low detrmined Cs value obtained for the latter soil compared to
the former /e is probably related to its high CaC0;%, Table (1).

To waluate the effect of soil particle size fractions and calcium
carbonate content on heat capacity, comparisons were made between
determised and calculated values, Table (2). The data clearly show that
all catulated Cs values by method 1 are higher than the determined
ones, Whereas all caiculated Cs values by method 3 are lower than the
detemined ones. Moreover, the Cv values for the various particle size
fractions calculated by method 1 or 3 for the Kassasin loamy sand soil
archigher than the corresponding ones for the Nubaria calcareous sandy
loim soil. In the mean time, the determined C values for the former soil
ar higher than the determined C values for the latter one. The wide
vriations between measured and calculated C values led to the
uggestion that the determined C values for the various soil particle size
fractions shouid be used. Moreover, it 18 noticed that as the diameter of
particle size fraction for either soil decreased the measured C values
increased. The major contribution of solid particles on soil heat capacity
is related to its apparent density because of the increase in CaCO;
content, Table (3), could not completely diminish the increase in C
values. Therefore. the high bulk density of the loamy sand soil, led to its
high C value and low k value, therefore, was responsible for the fact
that it suffered from extreme temperatures. On the other hand,
calcareous soils are considered cold ones, Geiger (1965). Hence,
Nubaria calcareous sandy loam soil C,K and bulk density values should
be carefully examined in order to evaluate their temperature status.

The data obtained for soil temperature profile during heating
cycle for both soils proved that the upper 20 cm soil depth was
susceptible to temperature accumulation with time due to the presence
of heat source on the top of the soil column, Figure (2). Also, the lowest
18 cm soil layer was susceptible to heat loss with time due to the
presence of heat sink, Figures ( 1 and 2). At these boundaries, the
variation in temperature was around 1°C. Consequently, the
intermediate 30 cms of the soil were not affected by heat source or sink.

During cooling cycle, the layer exposed to temperature loss to the
atmosphere reached 30 cms for both soils. In the mean time, the effect
of the deep heat sink also extended to the lowest 18 Cm.

Concerning the detailed study on temperature profiles for the
various soil particle size fractions within the forementioned heating and
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Table (2): Gravimetric heat capacity C,, cal/g°¢, volumetric heat capacity, C,, cal/em® °c and total porosities for

soil and particle size fractions.

Soil and average . Determined Calculated
particle Pﬂl;gslty Po 3 Method 1 Method 2 Method 3
diameter ° |gcm C, C, C, G, G, G, G C,
Kassasin loamy sand | 40.80 1.57 0.2403 | 0.3773 1 0.2624 [ 0.4120 | 0.1961 { 0.3079 | 0.1739 | 0.2730
soil
Avg. particle
diameter (mm)
4175 38.87 1.62 0.2301 | 03728 | 0.3416 | 0.5534 — — 0.1736 | 0.2812
2.675 38.11 1.64 | 02332 | 0.3824 | 0.3416 | 0.5602 — — 0.1736 | 0.2847
1.590 36.60 1.68 0.2412 | 0.4052 | 0.3416 | 0.5739 — — 0.1736 | 0.2916
Nubaria calcareous 46.80 1.33 0.2331 | 03100 | 0.2620 | 0.3485 | 0.2314 | 03077 | 0.1843 | 0.2451
sandy loam soil L
Avg. particle
diameter (mm)
4,175 43.6 1.41 0.2148 [ 03029 [ 0.3416 | 0.4817 - — 0.1840 § 0.2594
2.675 42.4 1.44 0.2219 | 0.3195 | 0.3416 { 0.4919 — — 0.1840 | 0.2650
1.590 40.0 1,50 1 02301 1| 0.3452 | 03416 | 0.5124 — — 0.1840 | 0.2760
Tabie (3): Distribution of CaCQ:% in different particle sizes of the tested soils.
CaC0:% in different particte sizes Total % of the total CaCO,
Soil texture | 50 | 3.3513.00 ) 1.60 | 1.18 | 0.60 § CaCOs | 50 | 335 ) 3.00 | 1.60 | 1.18 | 0.60
mm Yo mm
Kassasine 0.12 0.19 025 039 048 052 1.90 631  10.00 13,16 20.53 22.63 27.37
loamy sand soil
Nubaria 297 349 442 535 677 132 36.2 820 964 1221 1478 18,70 36.47
calcareous
sandy
loarm soil
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Fig. (2): Effect of heating and cooling cycles on temperature profiles at various depths and times for the studied soils.
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cooling depths, the obtained results are presented in Tables (4 A and B),
which clearly show during the heating cycle that the average initial
temperatures, Ty pou, were 26.2, 20.5 and 25.2°C for Kassasin loamy
sand soil particle size fractions having average diameters 4.175, 2.675
and 1.59 mm, respectively. The average final temperatures, Ts nous
became 40.1, 43.7 and 51.6°C, respectively. The average initial
temperatures for Nubaria calcareous sandy loam soil particle size
fractions having similar diameters to the forementioned ones were 27.2,
28.6 and 25.5. At 6 hours of the heating cycle, these values became 45.9,
55.6 and 54.7, respectively.

During the cooling cycle, average Ty, for Kassasin loamy sand
soil particle size fractions were 41.8, 40.4 and 48.1°C, respectively.
Such values decreased to 30.0, 26.3 and 30.8°C at 6 hours, respectively.
The initial values obtained for Nubana calcareous sandy loam soil
particle size fractions were 43.8, 52.1 and 52.8°C, respectively. These
values decrecased at 6 hours to 31.8, 33.3 and 33.6°C. K was
interestingly found that Nubaria calcareous sandy loam total heat gained
during 6 hours per gram for the 4.175, 2.675 and 1.59 mm in diameter
particle size fractions within the upper 20 centimeters are 10.75, 19.08
and 21.35 respectively, Table (4). The corresponding values for
Kassasin loamy sand soil particle size fraction are 7.39, 13.43 and
18.23, respectively. This result indicates that Nubaria calcareous sandy
loam soil will probably be warmer than Kassasin loamy sand soil during
day time. However, under field conditions, it should be expected that
the reverse is true due to the high albedo for Nubaria calcareous sandy
loam soil. Hence, the values obtained for Nubaria calcareous sandy
loam soil total heat gained during 6 hours heating by solar radiation
should be less than 10.75, 19.08 and 21.35 calory per gram for the
forementioned particle size fractions. On the other hand, total heat loss
in calories during 6 hours per gram for the forementioned particle size
fractions from the upper 30 cm to the atmosphere from Nubaria
calcareous loamy sand are 4.70, 1043 and 10.87, respectively. The
corresponding values for Kassasin loamy sand soil particle size fractions
are 5.49, 6.38 and 9.03 respectively. Therefore, it is anticipated that the
Nubaria sandy loam soil will be cooler than the Kassasin loamy sand soil.
It should be pointed out that Nubaria calcareous sandy loam particle size
fractions had lower apparent densities and higher CaCO; contents than
the Kassasin soil particle size fractions.
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Table (4): Soil temperature profiles during heating and cooling cycles for
A) Kassasin loamy sand soil particle size fractions

Heat gain Heat loss
Depth T, T ‘
cin a T Cal T Cal. T Cal T Cal. " Tis Cal. T Cal. Tas Cal. Teo Cal.
l(; 1.5br. period/g Jhr. pcr'iod!g 4.5 hr, pEl‘iO(l{’g 6.0hr, neﬁo-L’g ; be. pcriodl'g 3hr pe"-mug . period/g . pcriod!g
4,175 mm diameter
0.0 1259 1404 -— 516 — 55.9 — 60.0 _— 59.6 | 417 -— 35.0 — 32.8 — 30.9 —
2.5 260 | 359 | +3487.78 | 407 | +244001 [ 455 | +1162.59 | 50.6 +1320.43 1582 | 407 | -4937.43 | 362 | -1751.07 | 341 [ 617.18 | 321 -559.77
50 {262 (280 | +1664.95 [31.9 | +1392,24 | 349 +976.00 | 369 +1019.06 | 50.1 | 384 | -4047.55 {356 | -1191.30 | 339 | 54541 | 325 -488.00
10.0 |26.2 | 264 +574.12 | 26.4 | +1119.53 | 264 +861.18 | 26.8 +602.63 [29.0 [29.2 | -3301.19 |29.7 -660.24 | 29.8 | 45930 296 -459.30
200 §26.2 | 264 +229.65 | 264 | +0000.00 | 264 | +0000.00 | 26.5 +£14.82 | 28.0 | 270 57412 | 27.2 +401.88 [ 27.3 | +114.82 [273 -114.82
o1 — | — — e —_ —_— —_ — — 259 | 27.0 A5744 (272 { +229.65 1273 | +11482 [ 273 000.00
Total § — | — | 595650 | — 408178 | — 299917 | — 305699 | — |~ | 1201770 | — | "2971.08 | — | 139225 | — 1621.82
grand total heat gain = 16965.04 mass soil in 20 em depth = [grand total heat loss = 18902.92 mass soil in 3¢ cm depth =
2296.48g .. Total heat gain, Cal. 6hr./g=7.3874 3444.72g .. Total heat loss, Cal 6hr./g= 54875
2.675 mm diameter
0.0 {205 | 564 — 68.1 e 736 - 759 — 746 | 537 — 410 - 370 — 34.2 e
2.5 J205 | 238 | +5695.96 353 | +3371.08 | 47.1 | +2513.78 | 56.1 +1278.68 | 56.4 | 475 | -4330.00 | 338 | -3836.05 | 30.0 | -1133.38 271 82824
50 f208 | 216 +639.34 1260 | +2310.35 | 333 | +277533 | 39.1 +2223.17 Y412 1382 | -172903 330 | 274626 1290 | -1118.85 | 266 ~T84.65
10,6 3205 | 203 +261.55 [ 20,7 | +1394.93 | 233 | +2877.04 | 263 +2702.67 {28.7 [ 299 | +523.10 [29.7 | -1569.29 | 28.5 | -1482.%t | 26.0 | -1453.05
20,0 §20.5 | 203 000.00 | 20.7 00000 | 21.3 [ +1859.90 | 206 | +12336.81 |20.6 (207 +755.59 | 21.2 +174.37 | 22.2 | -1278.68 | 224 -1336.81
0| — i — — —_ _ — — e — 20,6 | 20.7 000.00 | 21.2 +290.61 | 21.0 £697.46 | 21.4 +348.73
Total | — | — 6596.85 | — 707636 | — 10002.05 | — 7541331 — | — | 478083 [ — | -7686.62 | — | 571047 | — 4054,02
grand total heat gain = 31216.59, mass soil in 20 cm depth =2324.88 g {grand total heat loss = 22231.65, mass soil 30 cm depth = 348732 g
. Total heat gain, Cal. 6hr/g=13.4272 .~ Tatal heat loss, Cal, 6hr./g=6.3750
1.59 mm diameter
0.0 ]252 |575 — 63.9 — 74.3 — 76.7 - 749 1525 — 435 ~ 38.1 — 333 —
2.5 252 | 336 [ +6058.20 f47.1 | +3706.37 | 6.4 | +2188.10 | 62.8 +1309.88 1 63,6 | 46.6 5909.35 | 429 | -184574 | 378 | -1362.93 | 32.8 -1458.73
5.0 257 | 299 | +1949.94 [ 404 | +3572.40 | 49.1 | +2679.30 | 546 +1771.32 | 56.4 | 478 | -3B19.56 [ 42.0 [ -1414.08 { 376 | -1414.08 | 325 | -1503.39
10.0 252 257 | +1548.04 | 28.4 | +3929.64 | 33.7 | +4048.72 | 37.4 +2738.84 [40.0 | 40.7 | -23%1.83 [39.9 | -1964.82 [ 37.0 | -2143.44 | 317 -3125.85
20,0 Y252 {257 +595.4 1250 | +1726.66 | 26.1 +3274.7 | 263 +232206 1271 (287 | +1360.42 [ 296 +59.54 | 293 | .1845.74 | 283 -3810.56
00§ — | — -— — — — — — — 265 | 26.8 | +1131.26 |{27.8 [ +113L.26 | 28.0 -59.84 | 26.1 -1726.66
e 10151.88 | — 1293507 | — 1219082 | — si42000 — | — | 957106 [ — | -4033.84 | — | 702873 | — | -11625.1%

Total

grand total heat gain = 43419.59 , mass soil in 20 cm depth = 2381.6g

.. Total heat gain, Cal. 6hr./g= 18.2313

grand total heat loss = 32255.82,

.".'Total heat loss, Cal. 6hr./g=9.0292

mass soil in 30 cm depth = 357249 g
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B) Nubaria calcareous sandy loam soil particle size fractions.

Heat gain Heat loss
To Tﬂ
Depth T Cal. T Cal T Cal. T Cal. T Cal. T Cal T Cal T Cal.
cm :’ ') periodfg | 4™ | periodfg | T4 | period/g | T4%™ | periodig | % || period/g | T*™ | periodig | 74" | periodsg | “4**" | period/g
4.175 mm diameter
00 2721 533 — 63.1 —_ 67.6 — 69.7 — 69.1 { 534 — 423 — | 37.8 —_— 350 —
2.5 J212 | 455 | +5546.67 | 53.5 | 4212367 | 56.7 +961.92 | 56.4 | +474.72 ] 587 | 50,0 | -3048.17 ; 423 | 234839 | 370 | -1224.27 | 339 ] .737.06
S0 {272 320 | +2885.77 ] 383 | +1786.43 | 41.7 +524.51 | 43.5 +437.24 | 455 | 448 | 117430 | 415 849.67 | 364 | -1290.22 | 336 | .73T.06
10.0 | 272 | 280 | +1399.16 | 286 | +1739.97 ) 289 +924.45 § 29.0 +474.72 | 352 { 318 -241.99 | 31.8 82451 | 321 | 119928 | 314 | -524.69
20,0 | 272 | 280 +799.52 | 28.6 +599.64 | 28.7 +199.88 | 29.0 +199.88 | 29.1 | 294 | +449.73 | 292 9594 | 29.0 | +99.94 | 283 -49.97
300 — | — — — — -— -— _— — 298 | 294 | +209.82 | 292 -199.88 | 290 [ 9994 | 283 | -799.52
Total { — | — | 1063012 | — 634071 | — 291076 | — 158656 | — | — | -39791 | —— | 402255 | — | -3175 | -— | -2848.30
grand total heat gain = 21478.15,  mass soil in 20 cm depth = ] grand total heat loss = 1409155, mass soil in 30 cm depth =
1998.8 ¢ ..Total heat gain, Cal. 6hr./g=10.7455 2998.29 ¢ .. Total heat foss, Cal 6hr./g= 4.7000
2.675 mm diameter
00 | 1286 [ 55 — 683 - 729 — 75.6 — 745 | 502 — AL6 — 38.0 — 358 —
2.5 ]| 286 | 555 | +6040.62 ] 67.2 | +3049.28 | 723 | +1237.57 | 754 #0172 | 740 | 484 | 637925 | 405 | 21055 ) 376 | 82930 | 350 | 61241
50 | 286 | 412 | +5039.61 ) 50.6 | +2692.04 | 546 | +1161,02 1 572 | +688.96 | %9.2 | 48.2 | 468237 | 40.4 | -2003.08 | 363 | .893.10 | 338 | .650.68
10,0 § 28.6 | 303 | +3597.90 | 34.6 { +3546.86 { 39.2 | +2194.46 | d2.0 { +1403.44 [ 450 | 436 [ -3164.11 | 308 | -2059.97 | 358 | -2066.88 | 33.4 | -1150.33
200 | 286 | 285 | +71448) 278 | +1939.29 | 27.9 | +2398.60 | 28.2 [ +1633.09 | 308 §| 316 S306.20 | 320 § 173836 | 32.3 | -1888.26 | 320 | -1377.92
0| — | — e — — w— —_— — — 289 [ 290 [ +510.34 | 205 | +40827 ) 295 | +153.10 | 296 | -102.07
Total | - 1629261 | — 11227.47 | — 699165 | — 442720 ) — | — | -14021.59 | — | -8395409 | — | 8852444 | — | -3993.41
grand total heat gain = 38938.94, mass soil in 20 cm depth = 2041.36g | grand total heat gain = 31934.53, mass soil in 30 cm depth = 3062.04 g
. Total heat gain, Cal. 6hr./g=19.0750 . Total heat loss, Cal. 6hr./g=10.4292
1.5¢ mm diameter
0.0 (255 (579 — 68,7 — 734 — 76.3 — 749 | 538 — 413 — 332 - 357 —
25 | 285 | 465 [ 709686 | 593 | +3136.44 | 64.6 | +132006 | 703 | +1142.94 | 746 | 537 | -5581.80 | 416 | -3136.44 | 3B | 104991 | 349 | -717.66
50 f2ss| 7| wdd1228 ] 499 | +332250 | 54.0 | +1249.26 | 57.7 b +124926 ] 61.8 | 52.0 | -4080.03 | 41.2 | -d04d4t [ 372 | -103662 | 343 | 77082
10.0 ] 255 | 283 | +3987.00 | 344 [ +4864.04 | 300 | +1312.46 | 416 | +1674.54 { 463 | 457 | -2764.32 | 41.0 | 411991 { 37.0 | -2126.40 | 342 | -1515.06
200 | 2551 283 | +2976.96 | 27.2 | +2658.00 | 27.6 | +2658.00 | 275 | +1329.60 | 306 | 314 <106.32 | 32.5 | 191376 | 331 | -2445.36 | 325 | -1807.44
00 | — | — — — — — — — — 188 | 294 | +744.24 1 299 | +850.56 | 303 | -106.32 | 302 | .aTai2
Total f —— | — | 1847300 | — 13081.08 ]| — 754872 ) — 539574 ) — | — | -1157859 | -— | -11362.96 | — | 6856197 | -— | 518310
grand total heat gain = 45398.64, mass soil in 20 cm depth = 2126.4g] prand total heat loss = 34673.62,  mass soil in 30 cm depth = 31896 g

.. Total heat gain, Cal. 6hr./g=21.3500

.. Total heat loss, Cal, 6hr./z=10.8708
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Table (S): Total and partial heat gain from disc heater within the apper 20 cm or loss to the atmosphere from the upper 30 em
for the investigated soils particle size fractions.

Heat gain, cal. period/g Kassasin Heat loss, cal. period/g
loamy sand
soil
15 | 1530 | 3.0-45 | aseo | roml | Particlesize 1.5 1530 | 30 | 45 ) Toul
hrs hrs hr hrs heat/ fractions hrs hrs 4.5 6.0 heat/
s 6.0 hrs ) hrs | hrs | 6.0hrs
(mm in
diameter)
25939 | 2.1562 | 1.3062 | 1.3311 7.3873 4.175 3.7500 0.8625 | 0.4042 | 0.4708 | 54875
2.8375 3.0436 | 4.3022 3.2438 13.4273 2675 1.3708 22042 1.6375 | 1.1625 6.3750
42625 54313 | 5.1188 34188 18.2314 1.590 2.6792 1.1292 1.9667 | 3.2542 9.0293
Nubaria
calcareous sandy
loam soil
particle size
fractions
53188 3.1768 | 1.4563 0.7938 10.7457 4,175 1.1667 1.3417 1.2417 | 0.9500 4.7001
7.9813 | 5.5000 | 3.4250 | 2.1688 | 19.0751 2.675 4.5792 27417 | 1.8042 | 13042 | 10.42%.
8.6875 6.5750 | 3.5500 2.5375 21.3500 1.590 3.6292 3.5625 2.0542 | 1.6250 10.8709
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Partial heat gain or ioss occurred during the first 1.5 hours
generally exhibited the highest values and gradually decreased with the
progress in time, Table (5). In this respect, De Vries (1963) Ghuman
and Lal (1981 and 1982); Evenori, et af. (1982) and Semmel ef al
(1990) stated that the magnitude of soil heat storage or release can be
significant over a few hours, but is usually small from day to day. It
was also interestingly noticed for both soil particle size fractions that
partial or total heat gain or loss generally increased as particles diameter
decreased. Ghuman and Lal, (1985) stated that clay soil have low
thermal conductivity due to its low bulk density and this suggests that
they would exhibit larger surface temperature amplitudes compared
with loamy or sandy loam soils under equal heat flux densities.
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