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ABSTRACT

The present study is conducted to invesligate the effect of imigation water
quality on heavy metals content in scil of Al- Hagssa Oasis. The investigated irrigation
water included groundwater (GW), mixiure of groundwater and drainage water
{GW+DW), mixture of groundwater and tertiary treated wastewater (GW+TTWW) and
mixture of groundwater, drainage water amd teriary treated wastewater
(GW+DW+TTWW). The results of this study indicate that the water types used in the
present study may cause one problem or another according to the water type. By
applying the criteria used for interpreting water quality for irrigation, the most domain
problems are salinity hazard, potential salinity and soluble sodium percentage.
Therefore, it is expected that continuous irrigation without good water management
{leaching requirements) can fed to severe problems from: the salinity point of view.
({GW+DW +TTWW) have the highest effect on elemental composition of soil followed
by (GW+TTWW), (GW+DW) and then (GW). Generally, a significant difference in the
heavy metals concentrations for both treated soil was found. The contents of the
heavy metals in soil samples are compared with the worldwide standards. Based on
these comparisons some recommendations are raised.

Keywords: - Al Hassa Oasis, Water Quality, Heavy metals, Water Resources,
Environmental hazards.

INTRODUCTION

Water insufficiency is one of the most critical problems that confront
the world particularly in the arid and semi arid regions. The water policy of
any country is to use all water resources. The sources of irigation water in
Al-Hassa Qasis, Saudi Arabia are drainage water, tertiary reated wastewater
and groundwater individually or mixed. The agriculture production of the
country does not supply enough for the people demands. Most of the
principal foods, such as wheat, oil, corn, soybeans, etc. are imported. The
agriculture policy is planned to produce enough for local consumption. This
policy will succeed by adding more arable land and increasing production per
unit area.

The limiting factor for reclaiming and increasing the arable land is the
available good quality water. Before using any source of water that
mentioned before, it should be tested to find out its effect on soil chemical,
physical, nutriional, fertility and toxicity properties. The effects on plant
growth, yield and elemental analysis must be calibrated. Also, the hygienic
and pathogenic effect on animal and human must be studied. The irrigation
regime, the amount of applied water, the method of irrigation and, soll texture
are some of the most important factors governing soil salinization,
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Heavy metals are components of the biosphere, occutring naturally in
soils and plants, but, as a consequence of industrialization. Heavy metals
from various sources such as fossil fuel combustion, sewage sludge,
industrial waste and fertilizer, contaminate the environment. Plants growing
on poliuted sqils may contain elevated levels of heavy metals (Gallego ef al.,
2002; Zornoza et al,, 2002). Heavy metat ions such as zinc, manganese and
nickel are essential micronutrients for plants, but when present in excess,
these, and also non-essential heavy metals such as cadmium, can
accumulate in plant parts used for human or animal nutrition to undesirably
high contents. At even higher levels, they can become toxic to the plant
(Williams ef al., 2000). The growing urbanization increases domestic water
use while supplying wastewater that can be used for non-potable purposes,
such as agricultural irrigation.

The wastewater is becoming a preferred marginal water source,
since its supply is reliable and uniform, and is increasing due to population
growth an increased awareness. of environmental quality. In principle, the
costs associated to this water source are low compared with those of other
water sources (Bahri, 1999). In developed countries the predominant trend in
agricultural wastewater reuse is to irrigate treated wastewater (Smith, 1996;
Haruvy, 1997; Bahri, 1999,; Nicholson et al, 2003). In contrast, most
developing countries such as Mexico, Peru, Chile and Argentina rely on raw
wastewater for agricultural irrigation (Siebe and Cifuentes, 1995; Peasey et
al., 2000).

The present study is conducted to investigate the effect of using
different irrigation water qualities on some heavy metais content in soil of Al-
Hassa Oasis, Saudi Arabia.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Al-Hassa QDasis is one of the important agricultural regions in the
Kingdom of Saudi Arabia. In the past, the ground water was the main source
of irrigation water. Nowadays, other water resources are used to meet
agriculture expansion due to the limited ground water resource. Drainage
water (DW), tertiary treated wastewater (TTWW) and groundwater (GW)
individually or mixed were used for long term to irrigate the soil of Al-Hassa
Qasis.
The investigated irmigation waters include groundwater (GW), mixture
of groundwater and drainage water (GW+DW), mixture of groundwater and
tertiary treated wastewater (GW+TTWW) and mixture of groundwater,
drainage water and tertiary treated wastewater (GW+DW+TTWW). Average
characteristics of irigation water quality used for imigating the investigated
soil are iHusirated in (Table, 1).
Quality of irrigation water was determined according to the following

parameters (Wilcox, 1958 and FAQ, 19734& 1978).

1. The salt concentration of water, which can be expressed in terms of
electrical conductivity {EC,.. dS/m).

2. The chemical composition of water, by determining the concentrations of
ca®, Mg¥, Na*, K*, COs*, HCO4, CF and 50,% ions (me/L).

974



J. Soll Sci. and Agric. Englneering, Mansoura Unhv., Vol.1 (10), October, 2010

Table (1): Average characteristics .of irrigation water quality used for
‘ irrigation In the present study.

- Trvigation Water
Characteristics GW | GWeDW | GWsTTWW | GWDWFTTWW
F 7.37 741 TA4 7.55
C [dSim) 2.24 2.85 3.4 424
I} 14338 | 1824.0 2457.6 27136
Soluble Cations, me/L
= , T 629 7.37 12.08 9.21
= 4.56 4.58 663 | .12
a’ 10.31 1821 19.85 25.14
0.96 053 0.42 0.89
Soluble Anlons, mell
CO;™ - - - -
HCO; 338 4.50 3 5.57
Cr 812 11.61 25 21.11
% 10.42 11 5,16 14.58
NO'; . mg/L 3.43 69 1313 11.21
Micronutrients, mg/l.
Fe 2.20 3.05 231 4.43
n 0.34 0.43 0.38 0.39
Cu 0.1 0.09 008 0.17
Zn 0.18 212 234 331
B 0.23 0.42 0.33 0.41
Heavy metals, mg/L
Cd 0040 | 0.050 0.080 0.130
Co 0.012 0.015 0.017 0.021
Ni 0010 _| 0.014 0.020 0.026

The quality parameters were calculated from as follows:
a. Sodium Hazard: -

Can be expressed in terms of Sodium Adsorption Ratio (SAR) or
Soluble Sodium Percentage (SSP, %).

+
SAR = Na
J(Ca* +Mg>)/2
SSP=—2"_ _ 100
Y Cations

{The concentration of cations was expressed in me/L).
b. Magnesium hazard (SMgP):

It can be expressed by the value of Soluble Magnesium Percentage
(SMgP, %),

c. Bicarbonate hazard:

It can be expressed by the value of Residual Sodium Carbenate
{RSC, mell):
(RSC) = [CO5™ + HCO3) - [Ca™ + Mg®"]

975




Al-Dakheel, Y. Y.

(The concentration of ions was expressed in me/L.)
3-The concentration of toxic compounds, can be expressed by the values of:
a. Potential Salinity (PS) PS (me/L) = CT + 0.5 *SO*
b. The boron concentration (B, mg/L)

¢. The nitrate concentration (NOy , mg/L).

Table {2): Some physical and chemical characteristics of the
axperimental soil used in the present study.
°|l¥- Eco OI Lo *” - 2-
S e e e P pl'l;l_* ca™ |mg™ | Ma" | 1" jucor| cr [sos
GW
M {101 8.1 ]81.8] LS 1.68 [7.6600.25 8.83 | 6.51 { 1.24 [0.15] 1.59 [1.86]12.74
8161 1858] LS | 1.09 [7.670.36] 565 [3.71 | 1.38 |0.14] 2.05 [1.86| 6.90
E 9.1 [10.1]80.8] LS {1 1.50 [7.700.24] 5.39 | 4.00 | 5.00 [0.46] 2.77 [3.75] 8.38
45 | 40 |915] S 2.56_|7.600.37]12.27[10.37| 2.45 |0.22] 1.88 [1.93]21.31
E 121 81 |79.8] sSL | 1.52 .31] 5.34 | 4.80 | 4.49 [0.55] 2.04 [3.68] 9.28
. 10.1] 6.1 [83.8] LS | 1.28 .58 6.40 | 4.53 | 1.26 [0.17] 1.81 {1.75/ 9.00
F T10a]101 798| sSL | 208 .38 6.16 | 5.17 | 8.16 |0.88] Z.16 {5.16]13.00
121] 6.1 [818] SL | 1.29 .36 4.52 | 3.61 | 5.30 |0.34] 1.28 |3.43] 8.99
121] 8.1 [70.8] sSL | 163 [7.510.27/6.76 | 5.00 [ 4.00 [0.48] 1.88 [2.48[11.73
10 [101]61)838] LS | 258 13.14] 6.33 | 5.18 | 0.83[ 1.55 [3.49{20.53
1 T121] 81 [79.8] SL | 1.54 17.77)0.49 6.55 [ 5.44 | 2.58 [0.69] 2.90 [3.59] 8.85
12 (101 6.1 [81.8] LS | 262 |7.68/0.28(11.00] 9.18 I 5.11 ]0.79] 2.29 {3.21|20.60
H3 [ 8.1 | 6.1 |858] LS | 2.04 |7.75 9.43]|7.3813.07 |0.47¢ 1.72 ;.zslw.ssF
14 1101 8.1 [61.8| LS | 3.83 |7.62 14.00(12.67{10.93{0.30} 1.57 [7.01]29.00
15 157 | 60 |883] S 2.6 |7.61047 9.42 | 8.89 1 3.15 10.61] 2.46 [3.57|16.07
16 [1011 61 {838 LS | 2.02 [7.6610.36 8.43 | 7.00 [ 4.07 {0.47] 1.68 [2.30]16.00
17 [ 6.1 {81 (858] LS | 3.42 [7.3400.41[12.80[10.47) 0.86 [0.88] 1 44 6.58126.02
48 | 81 | 81 {838 LS | 1.89 [7.250.57] 6.86 | 4.77 | 6.86 0.20] 1.31 |5.47111.69
He [10.1}101178.8] SL | 240 [7.51/0.4912.03] 7.50 | 3.63 |0.75] 2.06 |3.33]18.25)
9111071808 LS | 2.56 |7.50[0.31[12.44[10.24] 2.54 |0.22] 1.93 2022144
. GWHTTWW
1 [11.1]10.1]78.8] SL 1.59 [7.46[0.38] 7.08 [ 5.00 [ 3.21 [0.58] 2.75 |3.67] 9.45
81161 1858] S [ 188 [7.35/0.38(8.1115665]395]0.63[2.603.48{1213
10.1] 6.1 | 8281 1S | 1.38 {7.41J0.34/6.31 | 3.74 | 3.39 |0.34] 2.28 |3.43[ 7.99
E4 1011 8.1 [81.8] LS | 1.88 [7.48/0.27 7.93 | 4.35 | 7.25 [0.23] 1.51 |6.47[11.80
5 [121[103 [77.8] SL | 217 |7.74/0.36, 9.61 | 3.51 | 7.92 |0.32] 1.49 [8.31[11.85
% 12.1] 6.1 | 81.8| SL | 2.10 [7.7010.34, 9.10 | 4.06 | 7.48 |0.29] 1.36 [7.98/10.93
7 181 [101[818] LS | 2.24 |7.66/0.31[10.70] 8.28 | 3.11 [0.27] 1.58 [2.16[18.44
% 91 |61 [848]| t5 | 2.57 |7.56{0.26(12.05/ .68 | 3.50 [0.26 21.70
101 61 [838| LS | 183 |74710.34| 8.85 591 2.87 |0.58 11.91
121101778 SL 1| 2.19 |7.6910.30(10.00] 3.68 [ 7.51 |0.27 13.21
- GWHDW+TTWW
1 [114]10.1]788] SL | 3.28 [7.5300.40(13.53] .16 [9.38 [0.22] 1.31 [6.33[24.45
1621 8.1 |75.7] SL | 232 [747)0.3812.21] 7.59 | 2.60 [0.70] 1.72 |2.38[18.90
1011 81 1818 LS | 243 [7.5800.28(11.96] 7.88 | 3.72 0.72] 2.04 |3.28[18.80
111112117681 sSL | 2682 |7.28/0.34[12.37] 8.50 [ 4.39 10.79] 2.29 |3.21/20.50
12111017781 st | 370 |7.54/0.32/14.00{12.49(10.06{0.35] 1.57 [6.01[28.81
65| 4.0 [89.5] & 3.48 [7.42/0.40013.80{10.67| 9.86 [0.31] 1.44 |6.83[26.45
7 |101] 6.1 | 838 LS 2.87_|7.37)0.41]14.34| 9.00 | 4.29 [0.88] 1.67 [3.99(22.76
B8 |81 |61 [858] LS | 228 [7.38/0.40011.27| 7.49 | 2.07 |0.58] 2.42 11.11/16.70
% 10181 |81.8] LS | 2.39 |7.50[0.41]11.00]| 8.58 | 3.57 |0.67] 1.98 {3 17|18.59
40 [ 8.1 | 6.1 1858 LS | 265 |7.56/0.3712.21] .00 | 4.32 |0.80] 2.43 [3.32[20.31
SL = sandy loam iS=jcamysand 5 =sand *PH: in soil paste
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Figure1: The locations of plant and soil irrigated by different irrigation
water types, Al- Hassa Qasis, KSA.

TS

Forty sites (10 sites for each irrigation type) were selected to
represent the irrigated soil with the above mentioned water types. From each
site, three soil samples (0 - 30 cm) were collected and mixed to represent a
composite sample. The sample position was recorded using Global Position
System (GPS). All the collected soil samples were air dried, grounded and
sieved through a 2 mm sieve and kept for analysis. Mechanical analysis was
camied out according to the international hydrometer method using sodium
hexametaphosphate as a dispersing agent {Richards, 1872). Organic matter
content was determined according ic Walkley-Black rapid titration method
{Jackson, 1967). pH and total soluble saits were measured in the soil paste
extract (Jackson, 1967). Fe, Mn, Cu, Zn, Cd, Co and Ni in the soil were
determined by inductively coupled plasma optical emission spectrometer
(Carter, 1993) after extraction with DTPA extracting soiution. Some physica!
and chemical properties of the soil are presented in (Table, 2). Figure (1)
illustratas the locations of plant and soil used in this study.

The data were arranged in a randomized complete block design with
10 replicates (one site represent a replicate) for each imigation type. All
coliected data were sublected to statistical analysis of variance using SAS
Software (SAS Institute Inc., 1996).
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RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

1. Soil characteristics:

To make sure, that water type is the main factor in the heavy metals
accumulation in soil, the relationship between all characterization of the
investigated soil and aill heavy metals determined in soil were statistically
analyzed (Table, 3).The statistical analysis indicated that the correlation
coefficient between all characterizations of the invesfigated soil were
insignificant. This means that, accumulation of heavy metals in the soil are
attributed to the water type not to soil properties.

Table (3): Correlation coefficient between soil characteristics and heavy

metals in the investigated soil.
Solt
- parameters Fe Mn Cu Zn Cd Co Ni
Clay (%) 0.10 0.22 0.04 0.08 0.16 0.14 0.15
ksat (%) 0.11 0.20 0.02 0.09 010 011 0.10
nd (%) 0.12 -0.25 0.04 03¢ | -D.16 0.15 015
Ce (dSim) 0.41 0.22 0.26 0.32 0.48 0.48 0.51
-0.16 0.0 009 | 003 | 033 | -0.31 0.34
OM (%} 0.1 0.02 014 | 008 0.04 0.01 0.01
Ca”™ {men) 0.46 0.31 0.32 0.30 0.58 0.57 0.60
mefl) 0.31 0.10 0.22 0.18 0.34 0.36 0.40
Na' (mefL) 0.23 0.11 0.08 0.30 020 022 0.20
K (medt) 0.09 0.04 0.14 -0.08 017 017 0.21
HCOy (men) -0.04 -0.03 0.062 -0.08 0.00 0.00 0.01
CT (mefl) 0.23 0.16 0.08 0.38 0.22 0.24 .19
50" (me/l) 0.38 0.19 0.25 0.24 0.42 0.44 0.49
2. Quality of irrigation water:

The water quality parameters for the all investigated water types are
presented in Table (4). From these data, it appears that for ail types of water,
the EC,, ranged from 2.24 to 4.24 dS/m. The critical level of EC,, to cause
severe salinity problems is 3 dS/m as reported by FAO (1976). The values of
ECs for (GW) and (GW+DW) are less than the critical limit and no problems
of using these types of imgation water. (GW+ TTWW) and (GW+
DW+TTWW) have EC,, values more than the critical level. It could be
considered as high salinity and may cause severe salinity problems.
Therefore, it is expected that continuous irfigation without good water
management (leaching requirements) can led to severe problems from the
salinity point of view.

The data presented in Table (4) also revealed that the SAR value of
all water sources is relatively low in comparing with the critical leve! of sodium
hazard (Jess than 10) as reported by Richards (1972).

With respect to the SSP as indicator for sodium hazard, the values of
SSP for all types of water were ranged from 46.61 to 60.78%. The data
revealed that all values of SSP were less than the critical limit (< 60%) as
reported by Wilcox (1958); accept SSP for (GW+DW+TTWW) were more
than the critical limit (> 60%) as reported by Wilcox (1958).

978



J. Soil Scl. and Agric. Engineering, Mansoura Univ., Vol.1 {10), October, 2010

Magnesium hazard is one of the criteria for sultability of water for
imigation, in this respect, the values of SMgP tabulated in Table (4) indicated
that ail types of water have a values ranged from 32 to 42%. The values are
below the harmful level (> 50%). This means that no problem of magnesium
hazard. The magnesium salts have toxic effects on the plant and the toxicity
of Mg ion iz higher than the toxicity of Na ion having the same concentrations.

The RSC value evaluates the tendency of lrigation water to form
carbonates and to dissolve or to precipitate the calcium and to a less degree
the magnesium carbonates. Tha precipitation of poorly soluble carbonates
increases the sodium hazard of rigation water and as a result increases the
sodicity of irtigated soils. The present values of RSC have a negative values,
this means that Ca® + Mg?" is more than the CO,> + HCO'3 resulted in no
problem of sodium hazard.

'i'abla {4): Water quality parameters used as irrigation water in the

present study. r_
[Potential] .
scati ECw| gan | SSP g | rsc cr | B | Noy
r dSim % ) ImllL “"'M"q me/l. |[mpht.] mgil
oW 324] 443 [ 4661 ] 42 | 747 1333 | 842 |0.23| 343
%ﬂmw 285 625 | 5493 38 | 7.36 | 17.11 | 11.61 (042 6.90
WTTWW 3.84] 667 | 5225 32 | 1473 2958 | 25.00 [0.33]| 13.13
GWADW-TTWW _|4.24] 008 | 60.78| 40 | -9.77 | 2840 | 21.11 [0.41] 11.21

Paotential salinity (PS) for all water types used was ranged from 13.33
to 29.58 mellL. The high values of PS over the critical level (5 mell) as
reported by Richards (1972) may be due to high chloride and sulphate
content in the irrigation water.

Chloride ion (Cl'} is extremely high and ranged from 8.12 to 25 me/L.

According to the guidelines for interpreting water quality (FAO, 1976) this
may also cause severe problems concerning CI toxicity to plants.
The concentration of B for all the water types in the present study is < 1 mg/L.
The palim trees are considered as semi-tolerant to boron, which the limit of
boron in imigation water is from 1 to 2 mg/L (Wilcox, 1958). This wouid put
these waters in the range of no problem of toxicity with respect to paim trees.

The nitrate contents (NOj3) in this water varied from type to another,
but it not exceed the critical limit (45 mg/L) that cause nitrate poisoning
{Wilcox, 1958).

Generally, from the data previously presented, it appears that the
water types used in the present study may cause one problem or another
accarding to the water type. By applying the criteria used for interpreting
water quality for imigation, the most domain problems are salinity hazard,
potential safinity and soluble sodium percentage.

4. Soil chemical analysis:

Tabte (5) ustrates the effect of different types of irrigation water
quality on the chemical properties of soil cultivated with palm and squash.
The results indicated that (GW+DW), (GW+TTWW) and (GW+ DW+TTWW)
significantly increased available micronutrients (Fe, Mn, Cu, Zn, Cd, Co) and
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Ni of the soil as compared with ground water. It is noticed that the effect of
different types of irrigation water quality on the chemical properties of soil are
in the following order. (GW+ DW+TTWW) > (GW+TTWW) > (GW+DW) >
{GW). Also, the data showed that there were a positive significant correiation
between soil micronutrients content (Fe, Mn, Cu, Zn, Cd, Co and Ni),

These results are in agreement with those obtained by Abdel-Nasser
et af (2000), they found that available soil micronutrients (Fe, Mn, Cu and Zn)
significantly increased as increasing the salinity of irrigation water. Also,
these results are in agreement with those obtained by Hussein (1991), who
found that sewage and drainage water significantly increased Fe, Mn, Cu and
Zn in sandy clay loam soil, sandy soil and calcareous soil. These results are
in harmony with those obtained by Shahin and Hussein (2005), they reported
that (GW, DW &TTWW) have the highest effect on Cd content of soil followed
by (GWE&TTWW), (GW&DW) and then (GW).

Table (5): The chemical analysis of soil irrigated by different irrigation
water types in the present study.
fvigationwater | Fe | Mn | Cu [ 2n | Cd | Co | Ni

m
GW 213 | 294 037 | 118 | 010 | 026 | 028
GW+DW 295 | 86.02 056 | 231 | 0.13 | 0.41 | 0.39

GW+TTWW 395! 9.06 084 | 448 | 0.17 | 053 | 048
GW+DW+TTWW] 740 | 9.86 148 | 6.00 | 021 | 0.65 | 0.67

LSD (0.05) 114 | 236 | 041 [1.85 |0.01 [0.03 [0.05
*“Significant at 1% probability ievel

According to Follet and Lindsay (1970) the concentrations of Mn, Cu
and Zn in the soil were adequate. Also, the concentration of Fe in soil
irrigated with (GW, DW &TTWW) was adequate. The concentration of Fe in
soil irmigated with (GW&TTWW) and (GW&DW) was marginal while, the
concentration of Fe in soil irrigated with (GW) was deficient (figure 2).
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Figure 2: Effect of different types of irrigation water on Fe, Mn, Cu, Zn,
Cd, Co and Ni contents of soll.
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Conclusion

it can be concluded that the water types used in the present study
may cause one problem or another according to the water type. By applying
the criteria used for interpreting water quality for irrigation, the most domain
problems are salinity hazard, potential salinity and soluble sodium
percentage. Therefore, it is expected that continucus irrigation without good
water management (leaching requirements) can led to severe problems from
the salinity point of view.(GW+DW +TTWW) have the highest effect on
elemental composition of soil followed by (GW+TTWW), (GW+DW) and then
(GW). Heavy metals in the studied soil were in the range of the
uncontaminated area.
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