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Leonardite Quality Improvement for Soil Amendment

Nathad Somchan' and Arawan Shutsrirung’

Chiang Mai University, Suthep, Muang, Chiang Mai 50200

Abstract

Improvement of leonardite quality was performed so that the material could be used as soil amend-
ment. Although leonardite contains high humic substances, its pH level is very low. The study therefore
aimed at increasing the pH value of leonardite from Mae Moh mine. Dolomite was mixed at the rate of 0,
5,10 and 15% and the mixture was incubated at 60% of the maximum water holding capacity for 28 days.
The values of pH and %humic acid were used as the indicators. The results indicated that leonardite plus
5% dolomites was the most suitable with the highest value of humic acid (51.69%) and suitable pH value
(pH 6.14). For another experiment, leonardite was mixed with dolomite at the rates of 0 and 5% plus
rock phosphate at the rates of 0, 5, 7.5 and 10%, and the mixture was incubated at 60% of maximum water
holding capacity for 28 days. This experiment aimed at increasing both the pH and %total P,Os value of
leonardite by dolomite plus rock phosphate. The values of pH, %total P,Os and %humic acid were used as
the indicators for suitable rate of the mixture which would be suitable as soil amendment. The results showed
that leonardite mixed with 5% dolomite plus 10% rock phosphate exhibited the highest pH (6.39), and
%total P,Os5 (0.97%) and a relatively high level of humic acid (42.37%),. Therefore, improved leonardite

obtained from this experiment is appropriate to be used as soil amendment.

Keywords : Leonardite / Humic Substances / Mae Moh Mine / Humic Acid / Dolomite / Rock
Phosphate
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1. uni

flounsled Hudwduiiieannistosaaomie
Wunauiwivdududesssnissinagmad [13]
sansowuldanaumieivanmsrimiioonsaniug
matiadlewnsladausssnmdsianudululdey 2
nouf Ae nogufusnaainfetuszrienssuauns
MIinaufiu  (Coalification) lagazifadziufiy
druiulasiamzludufiuanlug (Lignite) Sefinistion
aRBLaLeandLaty (Decomposition and Oxidation)
Waswie uaznqufifisasaadn aanmsgions
593NA (Weathering and Oxidation) 891Uy
fin Anlud unzdudylius  (Sub-Bituminous) ﬁgﬂ
anftuNlusE AU (Subcrop) wislnamilafnfu
Fuan (Outcrop) LtﬁagﬂaaﬂﬁlmﬂmﬂawnWﬂmwu
533021 [13] Alaunsladfiaeddsenavaulnadu
a15U5znaud e (Humus) Taeamieansdidin (Humic
Substances) G9Usznaudae n3ayadn (Fulvic Acid)
n3agaHn (Humic Acid) wazdidu (Humin) [10]
g1tsenewie 3 wilail dsudRedeedeiulunis
AILANAMENTRTBAU (iU §wTageda uazuan
wasuuealoosuldd [15] fowmgiinuin fleunilad
fivSanaunsndafin gannn 1] Fosimsienilaunsled
aldselominenisineasiiaiinauganasy sl
09U [7] welaedeantRinaiaiiviedsznises
lounSladnfoudazfiansdafin uazduniunggennn
wiAAMNEIUNTAG (PH) # (pH 4.24) [4] wazUSuou
wWaaWasa fAenn Uszann 0.004% P,0.) [8]
Lﬁam‘%ﬂmﬁﬂuﬁ’uﬂwﬁn (Usezunu 0.37% P,0O,) [6]
wanandifiseeuiisatumsldidassanlufsuiy
Jeminuidioduiaesdnluddng 2 fuls sawiu
Jovinweddae 2 dwls swiulond (16-20-0
#m31 40 nn/l5 uay 46-0-0 w31 15 nn/ls) dewa
Tinandnudadadasniatusn 350 1Ju 661
nn/ls LLazﬁum%ﬁmq‘luﬁuﬁﬂ%mmﬁuﬁu [11] uas
Sowudn mswauinans uazyadl sns 11 iy
yaldiieudu yuly 50 Tu viliuealuienuaclumnem
fiusslomiiindu 2] azwiulgindninitend
dufufifyslominienisinensdnsusadieiu

lounsladanldsamiuiuTandunsdiieliusclom

fanIANEAINTIN  Benmsiendlaunsladunldsin
fudandunid vhmameasedn dlouislad iy
iJovain (pH 6.90) Tusdnsdru 4:6 wudasTais
Usmunsadafin Tulleviingegatia 58.06 % usidn pH
PNIENANITRARY (pH 4.57) Warsunalaunslad
dindu (6] Foifuguassasenaiianldusclomd
NNNTNBATLALATY  WaTANIIANEINUIINTE
flowsladsiataguan m31e) Sas1 12 ieanadu
Awdonzidawmaiovainanudunsa [8] n13fnm
f3sfiinquszaediiaUsulqeaniiaesilourslagd
Toun anmdunsasne war Usmnuneawess e
aasmiluidusdemitunyldlaanss

2. gunsaluasIsng

nsRnsaseiilgalounslaganminvdiuiiu
waitng handsugequnm Tasnsusu pH Tigedu
wWisanaaiunsa fensidlalaluddnsneg e
massufinzanlunisunssiua pH [mansas
ToslunuzifeauAlifian %Humic Acid gega B
flownsladlausudse pH udenilinaassnsum
fassufiminsaalumssnssduausinuaanass
Vavne (%Total P,0.) leagldfiunasiWadnssneg
winlialaunslasdansfinandifivnsansanisiily
Tselemimensinenssoll m3fnunisoaseiald
utveaniu 2 mnesae LA

nsmaaei 1 msnsaszadlalalg a5y
pH vavalaurslad

iasanilounslad fanudiunsndniedorinnig
15U pH Tﬁgaﬁu‘[m’[ﬁgu‘[m‘[ﬂuﬁ (Dolomite) 1LHY
nN1InAaadllly CRD (Completely Randomized
Design) iiavndnsfimnnzanlunisldlalalud
Ysudpaunmaleuslad Tnamassewsalalalud
Tudnsn 0, 5, 10 uaz 15% ulifianduil 60%
°ﬂaaﬂ’nummsﬁlumsé;uﬁwgoqm (Maximum Water
Holding Capacity (MWHC)) ad&launslafnia
Alaunsladfilsnanlalalusudasdnsn (100:0, 955,
90:10 uar 85:15) ningIumaNsInaIfgungd
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#oe udBeihnsdessiman pH Tufuusniinas
Fan wacluiuil 7,14 uaz 28 Fumasmsuslasls
pH Meter Tﬂﬂﬁmwdaumao‘?ﬂqwﬂuﬁiaﬁﬂﬁa 1:10 [9]
wanaNINITine pH wdaldvinn1sdesnsivn
AnsnEain vesTaaWaNLARzERsluTUR 28 T8
miﬂui’ﬂﬂwaﬂmﬂﬁmﬁv’uwi‘?uﬁL%Nﬂuia@wmaaaﬁaﬂ
MMNTAIATNLHANAIBE 1 nsN lesnsanald
§19aLaUNaN 0.5 M NaOH #a 0.15 M Na,P,O,
8791 1:1 USunas 25 ml vnsign 24 Falae armiu
11 Centrifuge 91 5000 ToudpwTiiiiuial 12
Wil nsessusnoazneuily ussazaeiinsesld
20 w8 3150 pH Wiy 2 #w HCl 6M 4 aa. &
ﬁalﬂuﬁtﬁu 4 °C 12 3lu9 alinsndafinanaznau
ynsuenaznaulaunis centrifuge 7 5,000 JaUGD
wilifiunan 12 witdneds thaznaunsadafindiliun
aufi 55-60 °C aundtazuseadn G933nsiisauas
91N Deborah and Burba [3]

nsmaaeii 2 n1IIsaTINIsisAuWamWaID
wisiSnrunaanasalualourslag

n1susudgequamiloursladlasnisldiu
V\IaaLWﬂﬁuaﬁmﬁmé’nmmnmiﬁﬁiauﬁlmﬁﬁﬁ%mm
WesWasnagiiounn (0.004%) [8] WawSeuifiauiu
Joviin (0.37%) [6] Fespevinssuiavaanasa
Toeldunaann F9f %Total P,O, 10.02% uay
Available P 0.006% LfialvuSununaanasaluile
wiiladeglunasgmuieaiuiviovdn(lidesnd
0.5% P,0:5) [9] MUWNUNITNARDILLUY Factorial in
Completely Randomized Design #Aunasinasng
0, 5. 75 10 % uazlflalaluddns 0, 5 % wau
fualownslad smsvadunasnudns ifiatu
il 60% 289 MWHC za9ilaunsladniaalounsladd
Twandunasie laadl 8 fiuneass s1uaw 3

o

N

De

f3udi 1 Alaunslad 100% + lalalud 0% +
Aunasin 0% (F13uAILAN)

f3udl 2 Alounslad 95% + Talalud 0% +
AunaFINg 5%

f3ud 3 Alaunslad 92.5% + lalalud 0% +
Aunaawn 7.5%

f3uil 4 Alaunslad 90% + lalalud 0% +
AunasNg 10%

f3udt 5 Alaunslad 95% + lalalud 5% +
Aunaan 0%

F13ul 6 Alaunslad 90% + lalalud 5% +
AunasNg 5%

f3uil 7 Alaunslad 87.5% + lalalud 5% +
Aunaaln 7.5%

f3udl 8 Alounslad 85% + Tolalud 5% +
Aunasig 10%

MmMsieszimen pH laald pH meter loaw
é’mmd’sumaﬁﬂ@wauﬁiaﬁwﬁa 1:10, %Total PO lael
T#seting 0.5 g afmde HCIO, 70-72% 10 ua. 1@
Aanwdindulag spectrophotometer findu 420 nm [9]
uaz Available P Tagldtirenaiia Bray Il [12] Tudu
wInfinan uas 28 Jundensun waclududl 28 1
MMIUATIEIN %Humic Acid Ba9TaaNaNYNATY
Taevhmsiesizianndetne 1 nsn laensaiald
§19azaBWaN 05 M NaOH 68 0.15 M Na,P,O,
8m971 1:1 UFuad 25 WA, [3]

3. HANIINAADY

nsAnsildalaunslafanmilosnsdiufiu
wing F9niaaUe F9fingndafin 57.96%, pH 2.82
Wae Total P,O, 0.04% aziiuldinalauniladann
udnedinsadfinegge uadl pH Aanuazil %Total
P,O, ayjﬁw wutu (@n9797 1)
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9N 1 antineiadizasdlaunsladanmiasusaiufiuinng Fenrinaitie

, pH oM Total C/N Total Total Ca Mg  %Humic
1343
(1:10) (%) N (%) ratio Py05(%) KO(%) (%) (%) acid
(EURTSE 282 3080 054 3322 0.04 1.66 203 055 5796

NN1INeasedi 1 navanunalaunsladuas
Tolaludludnsiidmuaduna 28 i wuidlauns
lod Anaslalaludludng 5, 10, 15 % @1 pH 7
RnTumaSaslala luGTANTY (pH 6.14, 6.69, 6.89
ANEAY) wazdiA1 pH geuazuanAean @Ty
AwaN (pH 2.81) adwdaeu Tasnisnaalalalud

g9 15% e pH gegn wazuualiin1s NGy
299 pH Suualiafiisduluiuusndeiuit 14 duan
FudSuvniasuuiltnaefiannnsuandoTuil 14
ugiuly eniu duaiuae (LD+D 0%) Juualidx
AsTi LA TULINABNUNAuBe Ul 28 DR9NTUN
(5797 2)

a139fl 2 A1 pH zavalaunslasuardlounsladnaalalalusunliseus 0-28 Yu war %

nsadqAn Uulin 28 Su

ATUNAaDY 0T 7 149U 289  %HA
1. LD+D 0% (control) 2.88d 2.87d 2.87d 2.81d 57.11a
2. LD+D 5% 5.63¢c 5.70c 6.18c 6.14c  51.69a
3. LD+D 10% 6.36b 6.48b 6.74b 6.69b 42.80b
4. LD+D 15% 6.64a 6.68a 6.92a 6.89a 38.24b
f-test . . « « .
CV. (%) 117 0.75 0.84 0.59 7.41

* uaneiuatNbs1AL (p<0.05)

LD = alauslad, D = Talalud, HA = nadadin

ndvanuNdlaunsles wazlalaludludngnd
Avuadiuian 28 Ju nuidlauslasfinaslalalaugd
Tudnsn 5, 10, 15 % wundlAnsedifin anrean
MTuAILAN (55.89%) (13199 2) TnsanaenINgnT
Tolaludiingu (51.69, 42.80, 3824% muRIAL)
wazmawaslalaluddng 5% fensadilin gegade
51.69%

WeRansanal pH war nIndfin aIIINIIUN
Alaursladuazlalaludludasrfininuaiuiian
28 Juudyr nuinslilelaluditdngm 5% fanw
wanzaniiga Tumaianldlummeassii 2 ssly uaz
Lf‘iaamnﬁﬁhnimﬁaﬁnﬁga (51.69%) uazanuiu

nsaiiniey (pH 6.14) windu wazderlyldmenis
neashLidusupserefsuiu

NN1INARBIT 2 vidvanduAlaursladnas
Tolaluduasuneamnlusanfidmuaduna 28 fu
wui1 Alaunsladfinaalalaludlusng 5% wasdiu
Woawndns 5, 75, 10 % e pH Liingeduna
snaiunasaiigeiu TaeaTourslad naslalalus
Tudnsn 5% uasfunaandnsn 10% 1A pH
Juqn (6.39) (3797 3) wazwudnan Total PO, WAy
Available P fuwilduiinduiionsasiunasing
5, 75 war 10%) Awauiualausladuaslalalud
5% (052, 0.82, 0.97 % LA 212, 291, 400 mg/kg
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AINEIRY) (AN5WT 4 uar A1 5) wadlaunslad
fnanfunasnadng 10% (lalalud 0%) e
pENLABINAN Available P (612, 813 iz 1098 mg/kg
ANRITY) (ANTNA 5) §9n31A1 Available P 789
flaunsladinaalalaludludng 5 % wasiunaain

8091 10 % (212, 291 Uar 400 mg/kg AINAIAL)
(5797 5) Msfilsinanlalaludiasian Available P
qNuefiAY pH fisnann (3.14, 3.23 way 3.29 AN

U
o

816U) (9199 3)

@15197 3 A1 pH 2e9alaunslasuasdlounsladnanlalaluduasfiuraae UalsA 0 u waz 28 Yu

AunDFELNG (%)

Tolalud (%) A
0 5 75 10
0 u
0 2.84h 3.16g 3.25f 3.33e 3.15
5 5.77d 590c 6.13b 621a 6.00
1y 4.31 453 469 477
LSDgos D =00207* P =00292*  D*P= 00413
CV.(%) = 052
28 W
0 2.75h 3.14g 3.23f 3.29 3.10
5 6.05d 6.22¢ 6.33b 6.39a 6.25
\ady 4.40 468 478 484
LSDgos D =00225" P =00319"  D*P= 00451

C.V.(%) = 055

* uansiviuatNlbE1AL (p<0.05)
D = lalalud, P = funaainn
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@597 4 @ % Total PO, 29alaunslasuazilousladnanlalaluduasiuvosinn Unlsd

0 U uay 28 Ju

Auraaiwn (%)

Talalud (%) iy
0 5 75 10
0
0 0.02 052 0.75 0.94 0.56
5 0.02 050 0.71 095 0.54
1ady 0.02d 051c 0.73b 094a
LSDyos D=ns P = 0.026 D'P = ns
CV.(%) = 3.81
28
0 0.03 052 0.71 095 0.55
5 0.04 052 0.82 097 0.59
1ady 0.03d 0.52¢ 0.77b 0.96a
LSDqos D=ns P = 0.0558" D'P = ns

CV.(%) =791

* uansaiuat iR 1AL (p<0.05)
D = lalalud, P = fiunasmn
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A15797 5 A1 Available P (mg/kg) pavalaunsladuazdlounsladuanlalaluduasfiuaaing

U5 0 Ju uay 28 Yu

AUNDRING (%)

Talalud (%) iy
0 5 75 10
0
0 17f 679c 1099b 1464a 815
5 7f 195¢ 253e 397d 213
oh) 12 437 676 931
LSDoos D =20.885* P =42263*  D*P=59.77*
C.V.(%) = 6.64
28 Ju
0 19g 612c 813b 1098a 635
5 10g 212f 291e 400d 228
oh) 15 412 552 749
LSDoos D =25595* P =36.197*  D*P=51.191*

C.V.(%) = 6.77

* uanaiupgNiduEAY (p<0.05)
D = lalalud, P = funasun

WeRasanansadfinndsanmstsilounslos
waafulalaluduasiunaaaludnsfidvusdu
1A 28 Juld wuinsunalaunsladnaniulalalud
0% uwazfiuWaan 0% 1HAINIAEINN (56.22%)
Qoﬁqm (3197 6) usiiiaRarsaundn nImdadn
Fanfudn pH uaz Total PO, WUSRsTivanzas

dmsuhluifiduiagusudgdu Ae nsundleuns
Tosnaslalalud 5 % way Auvaawn 10 % Tvien
pH 6.39 (13197 3), Total P,O,; 0.97% (A31991 4)
WAL ANIABIAN 42.37% (A131991 6) Favinlwalouns
Tad ﬁ\lrﬁ%’umiﬂ%’uﬂ‘goﬁﬁauﬁﬁmomﬁﬁmmmu flay
T duiaguiuygeigedu
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A5 6 M % nIRBHAN (Humic Acid) zasilauniladuazilounsladnanlalaluduasiunaaing

Nl 28 Su

Auraawn (%)

Talalud (%) Wiy
0 5 75 10
0 56.22a 53.54b 50.31c 50.23¢ 52.58
5 50.29¢ 49.61c 42.51d 42.37d 46.20
e 53.25 51.58 46.41 46.30
LSDo.0s D=1.0723* P=15165* D*P = 2.1447*
C.V.(%) = 2.48

£y

* uaneeiueeeilBaAL (p<0.05)
D = lalalud, P = Aunaan

4. 31500HA

floursladfiansdafin Aoudregedvanisni
Widuselpminwnsinsasldlapidhuiianuges
auysalnndunasiliisesadulaldity e
Te18n15ITenuINalausladfiSunauneanesy
Aoudnon wazdianuifunsaguuss mslialounslad
Tudnsfige (12) Anadudwdeniswsayfvlaes
weidamaiiasanaradunin 8] msldalounsles
nenlutevdinludng 46 sansodindinsndafinlu
JondnléfUszann 5 wh wdd1 pH 9zanasan 6.90
wasies 457 Foldmsnsanlunsilldvuies (6]
nmsfnsadeiilimaanonaslalalufludnsnaiu
Ao Tunsusu pH zesdlauniladnuing pH 9z
iinTusudazaslelaladuaziidn pH Avsnzas
Aufenndns Toefignsndi 5% Lﬂué’mﬂﬁﬁhﬁqmﬁ
T pH Avsnzan uazdoldnsadafingeiigasie
(51.69%) (M13197 2) et waiildann1sneassd 1
wfnsdalunisneanedl 2 FewanduAunaainn
8nse19 wudlelalumiliidadezes Available
P anay walfiadnsnfilifimanalalalusaiadsney
Available P azfldiingusnnnitanain (57 5)
\fla9an CaCO, w3a MgCO; fiaglulalalusivihnnzen
furaaaléfuazsinsy udndaduansuaaden
wisuuniiiBoawesnailiazaronioazaiu

Ton  uazlusnwildunsaiifiuanlonsussnin
wazagity azvidiseniunesa iaduman
womwavIeasgfiiuvamnniiliazarsviaasanei
Tden wuiu [5] waznuilalaludfidulssnaues
CaCO, 46.1% uay MgCO, 433% Fefliuiialu
magedevaawindlululaseasasiie 52.4 m¥g uas
anmznouldunaaBanuazunniliBoanaainn [14]
foudilumadsuddlowsladlasnisnaslalalag
uaziunaan aevliien pH waz Total P,O, gafﬁu
mudaTEuNENigeiu  uiivilddnsndifinanas
masanfigeiude uwidaninalalalad 5%
Aurasiin 10% Hudnafigegn AlAN pH 639
(M3wf 3) uaz total P,0, 097% (MIWT 4) go
fign usfilidnsadaiin 4237% (519l 6) sdign
\fofarsaundn nsadafinfiléwseuifisuiuainse

gafiniwuludendn (11.40%) [6] Sefiedoglusediu

a

firnudnege Fehlialeundladilésunssulgems
sasdananflandimeeiinmainsauiiaslHidutag
YSudgahgedu Sewudnsldaleunsladsaanugn
W318) AT 1:3 ﬁwav‘i’ﬂﬁmmgmaoﬁuu:Lﬁawm
gofu 40% wiinaavasdunarIningy 134%
Az 82% uazthwminuisesiuuaznuzidaimne
Nty 133% uaz 400% [8]
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5. aigl
nan1sAnEMsiilalaluidnsn 0, 5, 10 uay 15%
nanialausladuazynmIunlsa 28 Su finaitu
60% 289 MWHC Jaguanfianuduninsg (pH)
Lﬁu“ﬁuua:merihof"fuaihaﬁﬁfﬂﬁwﬁngmmﬁﬁ (p <0.05)
Toomsldflalaludiidnsu 15% Téen pH gogn
(PH 6.89) wazuwiltiun1siinguses pH Suwalils
fintuluiuusndetuil 14 duaniufidaninuas
Funaliinasd anmandnndeiuil 14 Husuly
Bniiu A3uAILAN (LD+D 0%) fuuilinasiigous
FuusniliFavsn wazwudnsagafinfiuuiliinanas
Fedassmpadelaladfifingy sosaunsusns
Tolaludil 5% fAnsadafingedign (51.69%) uacd
pH Alifunsaquusennin (pH 6.14) uazwans
AnsnsidlalaluduazAunasaiadnsaneg was
fuslownslad Unlsf 28 Yu flenadu 60% w9
MWHC Jaawanlen pH uaz Total P,O, Auualiiy
fintusudaszedelalufuasfunssmadidisdu
Tovalaunsladnaslalalad 5% way Aunaan 10%
T pH (6.39) uaz Total P,O, (097%) goiign
wacliidnsndafin 42.37% Feeglusziuiidoudne
g0 Alewsladdldusuyqaudailsefiantinondi
wsnzanfiazlyldusslomilunsléduiagusuyse
tpefunensinens wamse il lddusunas
Tumsnanilavsinidgunmgedusioluls
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