Minufiya J. Agric. Res. Vol. 34 No.1(2):311-324 (2009) "http:/iwww.mujar.net"

DISTRIBUTION OF HUN“C AND FULVIC ACIDS IN
ALLUVIAL AND CALCAREOUS SOILS

R. A. KhalilV, E. A. Abou-Hussien!", S. A. Radwan'?

and A. M. Abou-Shady'?
Mg4il Sci: Dept. Fac. of Agric. Minufiya Univ. Shibin El-Kom, Egypt.
“\water Resources and Desert Soils Division. Desert Research Center. Egypt, Cairo.
{Received: Nov. 23, 2008)

ABSTRACT: This study was carried out to study the content and vertical
distribution of organic matter, humic and fulvic acids within different layers
of soil profile so six soil profiles were taken from different locations. The first
three profiles were taken from Kafer El-Sheikh Governorate varied in their
salinity and aikalinity. These locations were Teba 1 Village and Teba 7 Village
of El-Hamoul Center and Kafer El-Marazka Village of Kaleen Center. The
other three profiles were taken from different three location of El-Amiria
Center varied in their content of calcium carbonate (CaCO,)The locations of
the latter three profiles were located in Maryout Research Station, Hosha 13,
18 and El-Amiria (Alexandria Governorate). The first three soil profiles
represented the alluvial soils and the others were represented the calcareous
s0ils.

The obtained data show that, the soil contents of humic acids were
decreased with the increase of soil depth but the content of fulvic acid was
increased with the increase of soil depth up to 80 cm and decreased at more
depth. The content of both humic and fulvic acids in alluvial soil profiles was
higher than that found in calcareous soil profiles. Also, the content of humic
acids in alluvial and calcareous soils was higher than that of fulvic acids.The
content of both total acidity and functional groups of humic and fulvic acids
in alluvial and calcareous soils were decrease of with increaseing of the soil
depth and generally the value of total acidity and function groups in fulvic
acids were higher than those of humic acids. '

Key words: Humic acid, Fulvic acid, Distribution, Total acidity, Functional
groups, Alluvial and calcareous soils.

INTRODUCTION

The vertical distribution of organic matter (OM) within the soil profile is
mainly a consequence of differences in OM inputs at different depths,
vertical relocation and decay of OM. Above ground hiomass leads to OM
inputs at the soil surface, whereas roots and rhizodeposition lead to inputs at
depth. Movement of OM in the soil profile is the result of different
mechanisms, including bioturbation, percolation of dissolved OM and
organc-mineral colloids, wmacropore transport of particulate OM and
in arable soil, tillage operations (Amundson and Baisden, 2000).
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Remaury1 and Benmouffok (1999} found an increase of fulvic acids
content in deep ranker horizons and in the spodic horizons. A notable
increase in humic acids was also observed in the dark spodic horizon and
the origin of these high molecular weight organic substances in high-altitude
ecosystems is discussed.

Abou Hussien (1999) studied the effect of cultivation period of banana
plant grown on alluvial soil of El-Kanter El-Khairia, Kaliobiya Governorate on
humic and fulvic acids and its vertical distribution within soil profiles. The
obtained results showed that, the content of both humic and fulvic acids and
also the ratio of HAJ/FA were decreased with the increase of soil depth. The
contents of HA and FA and the ratio of HA/FA were more related with the
cultivation period.

Donisa et al., (2003) found that, the HA fraction mainly comprised large
molecules, while the FA and hydrophilic were composed of small molecule.
In the andosols the fractions of organic carbon extracted with pyrophosphate
were significantly higher than in podzols and cambisols. . The fulvic fraction
is dominating especially in the B-horizon of podzols and andosols while for
cambisols the ratio HA/FA fraction is almost the same on the whole profile,

The aims of this study were to Study the distribution of soil organic
matter and humic and fulvic acids therefore it was very necessary to make an
attempt to Determine the chemical composition of humic and fulvic acids
isolated from different layers of alluvial and calcareous soil profiles.

MATERIALS AND METHODS.

This study was carried out on the soil samples taken from six soil profiles.
The first three profiles were taken from Kafer Ei-Sheikh Governorate varied in
their salinity and alkalinity. These locations were Teba 1 Village and Teba 7
Village of El-Hamou! Center and Kafer El-Marazka Village of Kaleen Center.
The other three profiles were taken from different three location of El-Amiria
Center varied in their content of calcium carbonate (CaCO;) The locations of
the latter three profiles were located in Maryout Research Station, Hosha 13,
18 and El-Amiria (Alexandria Governorate}). Soil samples of each soil profile
were taken at soil depth (0-20, 20-40, 40-60, 60-80, 80-100,100-120, 120-140
cm). The soil collected samples were air dried ground to pass through a 60
mesh sieve and stored in plastic bags for chemical analysis. Total soluble
salts {EC), soluble cations and anions, organic matter content (OM), cation
exchange capacity (CEC), and soil reaction (pH) were determined according
to Cottenie ef al {1982). Calcium carbonate content (%) was determined
velumetrically using the calcimeter method, (Black et al, 1965). The physical
and chemical characteristic of the soil are shown in Tables (1 and 2).
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Table {1). Some chemical properties of the studied alluvial soil profiles.

gle

Soil E.C, pH Soluble ions, megil

Loca) depth | dSm-1/ 125 Cations Anions CaCOs oM CEC,

tion fem) at Soll=water (%) (%} |meqsl00g
25°C | Suspensiory Ca++ | Mg++ Na+ | K+ | CO;7 7 | HCO;- Cl 504" soll
° 0-20 1.9 7.14 46 4.7 7.2 |25 0 0.4 16.5 2.4 241 22 43.5
N 20-40 2.3 718 6.4 58 82 |25 o 0.4 20.5 2.1 1.5 20 38.5
g 40-60 23 7.34 24 78 113 |15 0 0.5 18.9 3.6 06 13 37.0
S8 60-80 2.3 7.37 6.2 9.2 125 | 1.0 0 0.7 187 3.6 0.8 18 34.5
‘g‘ s so-100 | 25 7.1 8.7 102 | 140 |10 o 0.8 18.0 6.2 09 15 3.0
;. 100-926 | 3.4 7.78 B.7 6.1 156 | 1.5 0 0.8 231 7.4 0.3 13 26.0
1201400 238 7.86 7.1 18.2 178 | 16 0 190 25.0 8.0 18 15 25.0
o-20 28.9 7.60 92.0 3tz | 1635 [ 2.3 o 1.5 185.1 92.4 15 2.5 53.0
20-a¢ | 523 7.64 110.2 675 | 3224 | 2.9 0 1.3 410.1 1414 0.3 18 42.5
§= 40-50 53.7 7.61 134 | 905 | 3286 | 45 o 10 4136 122.4 18 1.3 47.0
g §0-80 | 56.4 7.62 1427 | 1M.3 | 3145 | 55 (] 20 430.3 1317 0.0 1.5 29.0
- 80-100 | 59.1 7.54 1748 1 1216 | 291.2 | 6.4 0 2.2 4435 145.3 0.0 15 25.5
§ 100-120 { 62.4 7.56 1795 | 139.7 | 2984 | 6.4 0 2.2 4672 154.6 0.0 16 17.0
~ 120-140 | 63.5 7.72 1983 | 1592 | 2709 | 6.6 0 21 4733 159.6 0.0 15 15.5
0-20 21.8 7.90 55.6 26.5 134.9 0 13 145.3 71.4 1.2 20 51.0
20-40 | 229 7.91 59.5 38 1358 | 1.0 0 16 153.7 73.7 0.0 14 28.5
§1 40-60 256 7.97 625 405 | 1506 | 2.1 ( 2.0 164.5 89.4 0.0 14 23.0
S §0-80 26.0 8.03 90.8 50.1 1167 | 24 0 1.6 165.7 927 0.0 - 17 26.0
~ 80-100 | 33.1 8.07 104 | 587 | 1586 | 2.4 0 18 224.0 105.2 0.0 13 26.5
§ 100-120 | 355 8.12 185 59.4 | 1715 | 3.3 ()} 20 2314 1215 0.0 156 14.5
- 120140 | 37.6 g.21 1289 | 68.2 1727 | 46 0 24 250.3 1233 0.0 17 13.0
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Table (2}. Some chemical properties of the studied calcareous soil profie.

H-noqy vF ‘tireyy v 'y

‘uaissn

£C, Soluble ions, meg/l CEC

Soll s 1y Cations Anlons caco, | om mqu

Location | depth at Sotl=water (%) (%) 100g
{cm} 25°C Suspension | Ca++ Mg++ Na+ K+ {CO;y " {HCO; cI S0, soil

0-20 103 | 802 453 | 121 | 445 |10 | o 1 20 58.4 42.6 16.7 1.2 | 395

20-40 6.4 8.05 23.5 9B 265 1.2 0 24 26.5 32.4 20.4 0.5 270

- 40-60 6.1 8.13 26.7 9.8 23.5 1.0 0 23 26.2 325 229 0.5 14.5
E 60-80 9.8 8.18 40.2 1.5 43.9 2.4 0 1.8 73.9 22.3 26.0 0.5 18.0
2 B0-100 8.6 B8.18 35.6 10.2 379 2.3 0 19 48.7 35.4 321 0.4 13.5
T 100-120 8.3 8.21 35.6 10.2 5.4 1.8 0 24 56.1 24.5 61.8 0.4 120
120-140 9.1 8.24 50.3 118 271 1.8 0 26 60.0 28.4 62.9 0.3 13.5

0-20 6.5 8.03 246 | 116 { 288 [ 1.0 | 0 14 329 My 17.9 12 | 320

20-40 7 8.07 27.8 12.2 294 0.6 0 14 3r.2 31.5 20.4 0.5 25.0

. 40-60 6.1 8.12 216 121 26.0 1.3 [+] 1.7 23.5 3538 205 04 . 18.5

™ 60-80 8.6 8.17 78 135 33.2 1.5 0 1.6 48.5 359 216 0.4 19.0
;\: £0-100 8.2 8.23 7.8 13.5 281 2.6 0 1.7 44.9 35.4 46,4 0.4 15.0
;o; 100-120 8.5 B.25_ 40.1 14.6 28.7 16 /] 1.8 46.5 36.7 48.2 0.3 15.5
120-140 B.4 8.26 38.4 1.2 320 14 o 1.5 44.3 38.2 477 2.3 12.0

0-20 B.9 7.90 324 9.2 45.6 0.9 0 t.2 I 49.2 8.6 14.0 1.2 395

20-40 7.3 8.20 29.5 9.4 331 1.0 0 1.5 39.0 32.5 24.7 1.0 25.0

@ 40-60 8.1 B.22 4.7 9.7 350 1.6 0 1.6 42.6 6.3 299 0.3 14.5
-E 60-80 6.6 8.27 25.3 8.2 311 1.4 0 1.2 37.6 27.2 26.0 0.5 14.5
‘f 80-100 a.7 8.36 17.2 7.2 21.6 1.0 0 i1 30.7 15.2 433 0.3 13.5
T} 100-120 4.3 8.37 17.2 7.2 8.4 10.2 0 1.0 24.6 17.4 43.3 04 16.0
120-140 9.5 §.92 356 114 45.7 2.3 0 1.3 54.3 39.4 45.7 0.3 16.5
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Distribution of humic and fulwc acids }n alluvial and calcarecus soils

Humic substances were isolated and fractionated from the above soil
samples using the method described by Posner (1966) as following: 100 g
portion of each samples were mixed with 500 ml of 0.5 N NaOH and also 1 ml
of saturated SnCl; solution was added to prevent oxidation of organic
matter. The mixture was shaken for 3 hours, and then left to stand
overnight and the supernatant humic substance was isolated by

~ centrifugation for 20 minutes at 6000 rpm. The isolated humic substances

were fractionated by acidification of the supernatant to pH 1.5 with 1.0 N HCL
The acidic solution was left overnight. The acid-soluble fraction was the
fulvic acid (FA), whereas the acid-insoluble fraction was the humic acid (HA)
{Kononova, 1966}

The fulvic acid was separated from the humic acid by centrifugation of
acid solution at 6000 rpm for 20 minutes. The isolated HA and FA were
purified and analyzed for its content of total acidity and functional groups
according to (Kukhareko, (1937), (Brooks et al, (1958), (Dragunova, {1958),
{Chen et al, 1978), (Kononova, 1966), (Schnitzer and Khan, 1978) and {(Holder
and Griffith. 1983). ' ‘

RTESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The presented data in Table (3) and Fig (1) show that the aliuvial soil
content (mgfkg) of HA and FA and its distribution within different layers of
soil profiles. The data show that, the content of HA was decreased with
increasing of soil depth, The highest HA content was found in Kafer El-
Marazka Village soil profile followed by the samples of Teba 1 Village soil’
profile. This trend was in harmony with the soil content of OM. On the other
hand, the alluvial scil content of FA was increased up to the depth of 60'to 80"
cm and at more depth this content was decreased with increasing  of soil
depth. At the same depth of each soil profile especially in the upper layers
the resuits concluded that, FA was more down movement compared with HA
Calderan {1982). '

The highest content of HA was found in the sampies of Kafer El-Marazka
Village soil profile fellowed by that found in the samples of Teba 1 Village
solil profile. These data was more related with the soil content of OM. On the
other, hand the highest content of FA was found in the samples of Teba 7
Village soil profile followed by that found in the samples of Teba 1 Village
soil profile. These results may be attributed to the dissoived effect of high
salinity of these soils for organic matter (Stevenson, 1994).

The recorded Table (4) and Fig (2) show that the content (mg/kg) of both
HA and FA in different layers of the studied calcareous soil profile. The
content was varied and this variation depended on soif lotation and soil
depth. The three profiles of calcareous soils under study are characterized
by low content of both HA and FA. These resultes are attributed to the high
degree of soil organic matter decomposition under calcareous soil condition.

315




R. A. Khalil, E. A. Abou-Hussien, S. A. Radwan and A. M. Abou Shady

The content of HA was decreased with the increase of soil depth. The content
of FA was decreased after that. This trend was found in the three scil profile
under study. This migration of FA may be resulted from the high values of
soil pH which converted soil organic matter to scluble humate (Calderan
1982, Stevenson, 1982 and 1994},

Tabkie (3). Humic and fulvic (HA and FA) acids content and iis distribution

within different layers of alluvial soil profiles.

: Humic acid {HA) |  Fulvic acid (FA) |
Soll ! i s‘ I ! I %hof

depth : mglkg | g/100g J%gftotaig matkg  © @/100g | total | HAFA
Locatichp femy soil soil ; Oom : soil L soil ;. oM i ratic
3 0-20 | 1006 | 0.00101 | 0.046 | 374 | C.00037 | 0.017 . 269
o 240 1 8.92 0.00039 ¢ 0045 | 371 | G.00037 ! 0049 | 40
gy 4550 | T.IT 0.00078 0660 | 349 | 0.00035 | 0027 | 2.23
=3 . s080 ;| 7.53 0.00076 | 0.094 405 | 000041 | 0.051 | 4.86
@S 50100 | 6.29 | 0.00063 | .04z ¢ 4.04 " 0.00040 | 0027 | 156
:«g 100-120 0 543 | 000054 | 0.042 | 504 . 0.00050 | 0.039 @ 1.08
¥ 42040 | 538 | 000054 | 0036 | 381 | 000038 ! o028 | 1.41
H T ¥ * +
Mean . 7.34 0.00073 | 0.052 ! 3.96 | 0.00040 | 0.029 . 189
©o0ze | 985 | 0.00096 © 0039 . 490 | 0.00048 | 0020 @ 1.97
o 2040 | 774 0.00077 | 0043 , 532 ! 0.00053 | ©.N30 | 1.4E
£ | 4050 746 0.00075 | 0.057 | 641 | 0.00064 | 0049 | 1.15
> . 8080 . 7.50 0.00075 | 0050 | 9.64 | 0.00036 | 0064 | 078
! £ 1 80100 |« 674 | 0.00067 | 0.045 860 ' 0.00086 | 0.087 078
; 21004120 © 531§ 0.00053 | 0.033 | 342 . 0.00034 ; 0021 | 1.55
| T 120140 ;448 0.00045 8.030 , 208 | 0.00021 ¢ 00614 247 _J
5 thean B8 1 000070 | 0042 | S77 | 0.00058 | 0036 | 141
. 020 | B28 | 000082 004t 538 0.00064 & 0027 : 154 |
7 -0 6.43 - 000064 0046 | 656 000066 ' 0047 | 098
S . 20-30 . 599 ¢ 0.00060 | 0043 | 756 | 0.00076 @ 0054 | 0.7¢
- 80-80 ° 6.08 | 0.00061 | 0046 . B.42 ! 0.00081 ' 0048 | 075
< - B0-100 45¢ | 0.00045 | 0038 774 [ 0.00077 ° 0.080 ! 0.58
T 400120 399 | 0.00040 | 0.035 400 1 000840 0025 100
170,140 320 . 000032 | 0.019 398 9.00040 ' 0.023 ©  C.80
Mean 550 ' (.00055 ° 0.035 6.18 0.00062 | 0.041 0.32
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Distribution of humic and fulvic!
: !
Table (4). Humic and fulvic (HA and FA) acii
within dlfferent layers of talcareous|so

"

_“’—F

c:ds in al w'al antl calcareous soils

contant and its distribution
il profiles.

- . Humlc ac:dﬁA) il Fulvic acid (FA‘ ”'—g :
soil ‘,h ] Ll ! H N |
i  depthy | maikg ; g/100g %oftotal mgtkg | g/100g !%oftotall HAIFA |
i Location | (cm) | soil | soil% i OM | soil soi% | OM | ratio
" o020 | 130 | oooots | ‘00158 | 111 | 000011 | 0008 | 172

© | 2040 | 096 | 000010 | 00192 | |029 | 000289 | 0577 : 3.33

% ‘ 40-60 | 0.82 : 000008 } ' 0.0164 0.40 0E0403 | 0.805 | 2.04

2 60-80 | 0.61 | 0.00006 | 10.0922 | | 065 \m 0547 | 1.284 | 0.94
80-100 : 0.36 : 0.00004 ifI@o.ooae 0.11 ;;{)ﬁows ! 0.269 4 3.32

[ 100120 | 0.2 | 0.00002 ]"gu.ocsa o0 |1} pbotos | o.257 | 208

| 120-140 | 0.05 | 0.00001 | 0.0017 000 !J‘igﬂooa | 0008 | 18.81
Mean | 0.70 | 0.00007 ; 0.0104 o.:;[; HJ).qozzs | 0.459 14.51 5

! H il )

| 020 | 087 | 0.00009 | 00072 | 0.92 { 0.00925 | 0.771 | 0.94

| 2 w040 | 045 ' 0.00005 f 00030 | 099 1l 0.00890 | 1978 | 046
i 2 | 4080 | 004 | 0.00000 : 0.00%0 | 1.6 | 00t062 | zaSa | co04
S8 | 6080 : 032 ; 0.00004 : 00097 | 0.81 ;’ 0.00806 ' 2014 | 2.8

. 8100 | 0.0 | 0.00001 j 0.0023 | 097 | 0.00868 | 2422 | 0.0
| 10120 | 0.07 | 0.00001 : 00024 | 0.23 !{‘o.nnza‘; B Rr OB E

| 120140 . 0.10 ; 0.00001 | 00033 | 0.22 : 0.00323 | 1.078 | 0.2C

| ' i H 1 I

Mean _ 029 | 000003 | 0.0050 | 0.76 | 000578 | ds6e | 0.7 |
N . 6-20 | 144 | 000014 | 00120 ! 1.04 | 0.01036 ‘?“5.‘&3??"‘?_‘3‘9"1
: ® ' 2040 | 433 . 000013 | 00133 | 177 | 001767 | 1767 . 0.75 |
E 40-80 n.85 . 0.00008 0.0282 .12 0.01199 @ 3.730 L 078

- §0-80 0.51 | 000006 | 0.0122 | 085 | 0.00849 . 1698 | 0.72
¥ 0 g0-100 . 061 0.00006 ¢ 0.0204 | 081 | 0.00805 | 2384 | 276 .
100-12G . 0.63 E.mpoos I 00159 ! 0.02 0.00022 | 0.054 | 2043 |

© 120140 | 0.54 | 0.00005 | 0.0181 | s | 0.00162 | 0541 | 3.35
Mean 0.856 | 0.00009 ' o071 | as2 : 000823 ' 1.620 & 532 '
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Distribution of humic and fulvic acids in alluvial and calcareous soils

In most studied soil samples, the content of HA was higher than that of FA
(Table 4). These resultes may be attributed to the high faster rate of soil
organic matter humification under especially calcareous soil condition. The
high content of HA was found in the samples of Hosha 13 soil profile
followed by that of samples of Hosha 18 soil profile. On the other hand, the
high content of FA was found in the samples of El-Amiria soil profile followed
by that found in the samples of Hosha 13 soil profile. The vertical distribution
of HA in these soil profiles was in harmony with the content of OM
(Stevenson, 1982 and 1994). Generally the alluvial soil content of OM, HA and
FA was higher than that found at the same soil depth of calcareous soil
{Mcdonald et al, 2006} and {(Peuravuori et af, 2001).

Data recorded in tables (5 and 6} show that the content of total acidity and
functional groups (meq/g acid) of humic and fulvic acids isolated from
different layers of alluvial and calcareous soil profiles. These data show that.
The content of total acidity of FA was higher than that found in HA. This
trend was found in all studied soil samples of alluvial and calcareocus soil
profiles. The increase in the total acidity with decreasing of molecular weight
(FA) is constant with an increasing degree of oxidation and openness of the
structure of low molecular weight fraction (Chen et al, 1977, Stevenson et al,
1994 and Abou Hussein (1999).

Similar results were obtained by Mishra and Srivastrava (1990). Higher
acidity of fulvic acid than of corresponding humic acid attributable to higher
amount of COOH and phenolic~OH groups. Alsc the higher content of total
acidity and carboxyl groups of humic ot fulvic acids may be attributed to the
inherent difference in chemical composition and molecufar weight of organic
matter as a result of increasing oxidation (Chen et a/., 1977).

The total acidity of HA and FA in both afluvial and calcareous soil profiles
was decreased with increasing of soil depth. These .The humification degree
of soil organic matter was increased with the increase of soil depth. These
results are in agreement with the findings of Sarmah and Bordoioi {1993} and
Abou Hussien {1998). At the same depth of soil profiles, the content of total
acidity of both HA and FA were from alluvial soil was lower than that found of
acids isolated from calcareous soil. Also, these result indicate to the high
degree of soil organic matter humification under alluvial soil conditions
compared with that of calcareous soil. The high total acidity content of both
HA and FA isolated from alluvial soil profiles was found in samples of Teba 1
Viilage soii profiles foillowed by that found in the samples of Teba 7 Village
soil profiles. Also, according to this content, the three studied soil profiles of
calcareous soil can be arranged as follows Hosha 13 > El-Amiria > Hosha 18.

Regarding to the isolated HA and FA contents of COOH (meg/g), the
tabulated data {Tables 5 and 6) show that, this content was decreased with
increasing of soil depth, aiso this content of FA was higher than that of HA at
the same depth of each soil profile. These resuits were found in both ailuvial
and calcareous soil. The COQH group of HA and FA isolated from calcareous
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Table (5). Total acidity and functional groups (meq/g} of humic and fulvic acids isolated from different
layers of alluvial scil profiles

- 0z¢

Humic acid Fulvie acid
Soil Phenoli | Alkoholi Phenoli Alm

Location | depth Total : Total c ¢ Total Total c olic
{cm) acidity | COOH OH OH OH acidity | COOH OH OH OH

f': 0-20 4.25 2.98 2.85 1.27 1.58 5.75 3.28 3.46 2.48 0.98
§ 20-40 412 2,98 2.71 1.14 1.57 5.65 3.15 3.31 2.50 0.81
g g 40-50 3.87 2.74 2.54 1.43 1.41 565 3.15 3.21 2.50 0.71
o E 60-80 3.67 2.61 2.44 1.06 1.238 5.30 2.97 2.91 2.33 0.58
s > 80-100 3.51 2.51 2.3 1.00 1.31 510 2.81 2.85 2.29 0.56
E 100-120 3.41 244 2,20 0.97 1.23 542 272 2.77 2.40 0.37
120-140 N 2.2 242 0.90 1.22 4.92 2.54 2.45 2.38 0.07

0-20 4,75 297 3.75 1.78 1.97 5.94 3.00 3.98 2.94 1.04

§. 20-40 4.45 2.7 3.61 1.74 1.87 5.83 2.94 3.73 2.89 0.84
g 40-60, 4.31 2.65 2.58 1.66 0.92 5.68 2.84 3.53 2.84 0.69
- 60-80 4.01 2.54 2.25 1.47 0.78 4.78 271 3.42 2.07 1.35
§ 80-100 3.84 2.44 1.83 1.40 0.43 4.50 2.54 3.21 1.96 1.25
S 100-120 3.61 2.37 1.50 1.24 0.26 4.38 2.54 3.01 1.84 1.18
120-140 3.12 2.01 1.42 1.11 0.31 3.75 2.3 2.54 144 | 140

0-20 4.74 3.00 2.68 1.7 0.97 5.50 3.74 -4.01 1.76 2.25

§’ 20-40 442 2.84 2.47 158 0.89 5.38 3.63 3.97 1.75 2.22
g 40-60 3.94 2.74 2.05 1.24 0.85 5.23 3.53 3.85 1,70 2.16
- £0-80 3.88 2.21 1.93 1.67 0.26 519 3.54 3.49 1.68 1.81
% 80-100 3.78 2.20 1.83 1,58 0.25 4.45 312 3.02 1.33 1.69
- 100-120 1M 2.11 4.50 1.30 0.20 4.21 3.03 2.75 1.18 157
120-140 2.10 1.90 0.37 o.zoJ 0.17 4.01 2.93 2.07 109 | 098

Apeys noqy "W 'Y pue uempey ‘Y 'S ‘USISSNH-noqy 'Y ' UM v Y

Al



(XA

Table (6). Total acidity and functional groups (meq/g) of humic and fulvic acids isolated from different
layers of calcareous soil profiles.
Soil Humic acid Fulvic acid
Location depth Total Total | Phenolic | Alkoholic [ Total Total | Phenolic [Alkoholic
{cm) acidity | COOH OH OH OH acidity | COOH OH OH OH
020 | 6.48 3.15 4.87 3.33 154 7.91 4.37 5.26 3.54 1.72
o 20-40 6.01 3.00 4.61 3. 1.60 7.84 4.45 5.01 3.39 1.62
E 40-60 5.87 3.83 3.34 2.04 1.30 7.48 4.45 4.75 3.03 1.72
@ 60-80 5.38 3.41 3.00 1.97 1.03 6.55 3.21 4.58 3.34 1.24
T 80-100 4,87 237 3.13 2.50 0.63 8.27 3.03 4.43 3.25 1.18
100-120 4.51 2.3 2.78 2.20 0.58 5.14 2,91 3.26 2.23 1.03
120-140 4.37 217 2.61 2.20 0.4 5.03 2.90 32.08 2.13 0.95
0-20 4,65 2.42 3.37 2.23 1.14 5.63 3.28 4.18 2.35 1.83
o 2040 447 2.31 3.2 2.16 1.05 5.48 315 4.06 2.33 1.73
E 40-60 4.35 212 3.1 2.23 0.88 5.37 3.15 3.36 2.22 1.14
8 60-80 4.21 1.94 2.96 . 2,27 0.69 5.11 2.84 313, 2.27 0.86
T 80-100 4.03 1.84 2.88 219 0.69 4.97 261 3.08 2.36 0.72
100-120 3.91 1.7 2.40 2.20 0.20 4.30 2.13 2.87 217 0.70
120-140 3.81 1.66 2.21 2.15 0.06 4.01 2.41 2.01 1.60 0.41
0-20 5.82 101 3.47 2.81 0.66 6.60 3.35 4.18 3.25 0.93
20-40 5.74 2.94 33 2.80 0.51 6.43 3.21 4,08 3.22 0.87
o 40-80 5.32 2.61 3.20 2.7 0.49 6.16 3.01 3.98 3.14 0.84
£ 60-80 513 2.54 3.00 2,59 0.41 6.05 3.30 3.23 2.75 0.48
E 80-100 4.45 2.0 2.78 2.44 0.34 5.80 3.50 2.76 2.30 0.46
& #100-120 4.35 2.18 2.37 2.20 0.17 5.75 3.40 2.61 2.35 .26
120-140 4.15 1.94 2.25 2.21 0.04 5.40 3.28 2.34 2.13 0.22
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soil samples was higher than that found with HAs and FAs isolated from the
samples of alluvial soil. The content of COOH group of HAs and FAs under
study varied from soil profiles to another. So, according to this content, the
three alluvial soil profiles took the order of soil profile of Kafer El-Marazkha
Village > Teba 7 Village > Teba 1 Village for HA and was soil profiles of Teba
7 Village > Kafer El-Marazkha Village > Teba 1Viltage for FA. On the other
hand, according to the content of COOH group, the studied three profiles of
calcarecus soil take the order soil profiles of Hosha 13 > El-Amiria > Hosha
18 for both HA and FA.

Isolated HA and FA of total-OH, phonolic-OH and alcoholic OH groups as
recorded in Tables (5 and &) show that, in all studied soil profiles, the content
of these groups was decreased with increasing of soil depth. Also, this
content which found with FAs was higher than that found with HAs isolated
from the same sample. Also, the content of these groups of HAs and FAs
isolated from calcareous soil samples was higher than the content found
with HAs and FAs isolated from the samples of alluvial soil. Finnally it can be
conctlded that, the content of the previous three functional groups was
varied from soil profiles to another which may restulted from the differences
within these profiles as the content of OM, CEC, CaCO,, EC, soluble ions and
local conditions of each soil profile. These resuits are in argreement with the
findings of Abou Hussien, (1991 and 1999), Abou El-Fadle, (1992) and
Siweed, (2005} where they reported that, HA and FA content of total acidity
and functional groups varied according to the isolation sources and
extraction method.
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