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ABSTRACT

The prevention of shallow slope failures and soil erosion is essential for
ensuring public safety and preserving the environment in sloped terrains. Vegetative
solutions have gained interest as eco-friendly approaches to enhance soil stability.
Plant roots [improve soil shear strength through their anchoring capacity and
biomechanical properties, particularly ' root tensile streneth, which contributes
significantly to reinforcing the soil structure. However, these properties are dynamic
and change throughout the life cycle of plant roots. During root degradation caused
naturallyor accelerated by external factors such as burning or herbicide exposure,
mechanical properties and chemical compositions of roots deteriorate, potentially
compromising slope stability. This study found that during the erowth phase, roots
notably enhance soil shear strength. However, the soil’s shear strength decreases
progressively. In herbicide-treated soils, shear strength dropped to levels comparable
to bare soil within two months, while in burned soils, this occurred within four months.
These findings highlight the critical importance of monitoring slope conditions following
such disturbances to mitigate associated risks. To address this issue, the study further
investigated the potential of Arbuscular Mycorrhizal (AM) fungi to improve root
resilience and sustain strength. Results indicated that AM fungi promote root growth
and help maintain biomechanical properties even during degradation. Moreover, AM
fungi significantly enhance Root Tensile strength across all root development stages,
suggesting their effectiveness as a biological amendment for long-term slope

stabilization.
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a =

a A a a A 1% 3 3 PN
ANAINYRITINAULIBALETHAIRAWREY Ingn1sldadunsd AM fungl wazluuni 7 azuans
AegensAuIndadIuANUaendeidsuilantosnsnie wagluunanyine uni 8

suunsasuranisAinyisuasaludaunnunisdneseluouan

i .#2 Root Properties
/K Morphological Traits
: Biomass

Root strength

-] + Tensile strength
Y2}

1 ‘ : Young moduis ' : SO|I Shear ‘ Vegetated

. Chemical Component I

Environments | A A ] Strength Slope Stability
: - Lignin : :

Root Dynamics = : 1 (A iy S G N . ...................................... :
Growth 3 :

Decay

* Burning
* Herbicide
<7 Shear Test

M E e R R B E AR EEEEEEEEEAEEEEEEEEERAESEEEEEEEEEEEEEEsEEAEAEEAMEsEEEEsEEEY

U 1.1 waursnasAnen
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WUIAA NOEUaTIUIENALIVD

2.1 F3AINTIUUGN

F3FINTsUUgh ¥ Soil Bioengineering Aim NM5UsEyNALY 535UYA Wynsses AU
nseenuuuNEimnse elestuiymnnsgnineizuagnisianansvesainiu Jady
Haymiidanuddydecandmansenuduisniishiredsneadiuardfidinluuiina
IndiAss Memsfnvinariinseina amautidlmnssuvesdui dsniiy wotma
nMsAnyanUsegndldlunuimnssueneg ledan Auansavessniiy fawisatisly
nstestunistneizwasienaevesainiuld lnowdentluunid azeSuredssniauas

ANNaNsavassIniYlunIsEsUAASS Ul Uy

2.2 59N

I 1 a a ° v <~

31n7% (Plant Roots) Aaduvaaianiasgyiulnaglanu \uetuizdidnyaed

o
£
J [ a

lngmaludnazegldsenuiafiu vimtigedy ddeaiiuazanse1nrsanaudgaiumieg
Y83y (absorption and transportation) uasdmn1enuat (anchorage) AveA1Ulia AU
n336 Tung I¥ieanssugi (Bioengineering for Geotechnics) sndivdiunumanfglunis

a a a 1% a o o ) PN Y a
iesuediosnmyssiukazan mnisnanalsvesiy duuansieg1sly JUN 2.1 (U989

10 Stokes et al+(2009))

2) ompoummpision i Sy .
fragments and rocks

enhance lsteral root strength

in shallow soils

"\ Root proliferation in &
rutnient frich patch

$ In some species, anchor
roots can stabilize
shallow soil mantles into
ﬁ,' » In some species, vadical  underying bedrock
oz roots cannot penstrate the

& ‘,/ ﬂ underlying bedrock and run
f/z nial slip surface

along the rock surface,
SUN 2.1 kanessuunisiaaulaanluullduasiadu TngsinnyaiuisaasuangsnInla

forming 3 shallow root piste
v




2.2.1 YUAVIITINNY

[ = = | -4
2.2.1.1 ASLUNYUAYDITINNUYNIUANWEUSUBIIN
198vTAVDITINAY UINWUITTANIUSNBULYDITIN Fza1TTmuUnoantdu 3 ¥ia

1. Primary root 570U (tap root) asslauiivualuguasdivuadnasiuauislate
~ Vo A A ° v o % vy TR a & a
fnnugnaglngnInsindunuanwuus simineulinemssiald sinydadnulunelu
agf |d' =3 a 1 & dy a{' d' a' I3 1 = a’l’
Weaaseneananwanlagund diuivluidsuneinsiniiiasensenainuanivg aziisnd
wuduwalonglalduufideuaninudiinsnslaludusiuny (91ndew)

2. Secondary root S1nuwaus (lateral root %58 branch root) 1us1nfitasyiiuln
29011910 1N AnsamdgsadlulufuausuIL I UMI YU UlUAUN LAY S1nsTnTlend
WANLYUINTEAERBNIANA9Y274

3. Adventitious root 57nMbAE LU IR IANHEAINTINLAIWTOIINWILS TINVUA
Horauanuvusoanantauiune Mudovesdinuniens mulunisanfmeuvedldnann

a [~4 a 1 2 1 v d' o ‘dg_/
wiln wenluvlingeslamugusisasninmngai
5 @) <@ ° = o
- 57n6la8 (Fibrous root) lWUsINTUIAENANMELD HI1LIUNIN S1N9BNDBN
v v oA = a a a L3 a I3

snseulpuduwus kAN ogaaeidslunsenemauls wulungludesunendy
dulng

= 5919 (Prop root) Wusnfiuanasnaindevesdisuiegliny uazmile
AuTundnes sannmsasluRuiengsasulilvidy andieg19usINAIUYeT
AUYIING AUANIYN WATAULNINI

- 5762 (Climbing root) 1 USINAUANDDANNVOVOIARY LNIZANUNEAN
Eala e ngdaulvAauLL YA AT NTE INF081UdUTINUBING WYANY UaL
nanelyl

- an&aAs1silas (Photosynthetic root) Wusinfiunnesnaindevesdfnu
wanYRyasNlueINE TEWevaInaslsia YN UuNdwAsIEVkad onFeeg1utu 510
nanglNNAT8LaNILIINBDU NIDUANYIINTLALYVINTY

- 5111813 (Respiratory root) uanuvuisanansINtugNegludu uesen
FuyUanewilofu HN ¥590719808MURIUT LWUTINVBIUNINEY

. I3 2 A A g a | o

- 57900110 (Parasitic root) LUUSINYBINTUIVUANLTUUTER LYUTINVDIAU
AN LAZAUNDENDY

- navaNe1Ms (Storage root) Wusinivhuinfilunsasauemsussan

Wi W98 90 JWSAY TANWEIUDUNTBTLIENIN 17 LU TILATEA WIRNNAIA



Fsume Fsuwng SudUznds nszane Uiy wisINazauaIMIsUNTRAILAN

PNIINUAIFLANDIAT

2.2.1.2 MSUUSTEAVDITINNYAIUVUIAVDI5IN

A5UTTAY9ITINAVANNIUIA LU TU 3 ¥ia 1nenN1SLUIIRAURITINTY

¥
= o

wuuil lallfasfeuisdunounsidaivlnvessin uwiamavesniisiiongsnety azduiu
YHAYDINY

1. Fine roots (<2.0 mm) fntilga@utiuazarsemns lnsmninsntusseounas
falalsifiuil e1adl Root hair 1aglunisgadu lagnsivdsunlamessin Fine root Shaziiin
mMsasuulasedanad

2. Thin roots (2.0-10.0 mm) lufieiugliisneg drsnnsnediadosdtos uazsnd
ovenelnalty Tnetufunssuiumssyiulniengluezneuonuossnii

3. Thick roots (>10.0 mim) s1nariesiludiuddydmnsunsdanizsewineiia

'
U a A

[ N o 1 b .:%/ I3
vAutieUeeiun199nneu8IsIn (uprooting) Iagm1uniqve331n Thick root Wagily

%

IIMUATDIA MU INTTAD U TIHAN N DUAUNTIAATHUUIUAL AT TUDINY

2.2.2 anuazlassdadnevessinng

ANUElATIESNVDIIINNY Root system architecture %uaﬂﬁUﬁiiu%ﬂaLLazﬁﬂwmz
nsdadusiluldazduiineadesiusinia (Barthelemy and Caraslio, 2007) Rauaguite
Aneudeityn1e AuraInnatEYesaIny Juneumsasaiula itaey dansafun
Snumrnsian nsvhauesatit suludnsincesshvesdiuingeduiusiuld Tne
Tugasssegnmiriuant Gundeyamsfnsifedestudnuuslassaimwessniiviud
lsdann iflesnaruiunnlunmsfine Hednwasmsduguingwosnnitlufu uaznis
igAvlnvessndd@nuld deyaliidudaminduduiieguonaugedanalddienda
svuvresntlil dnvnizvedwialy (leaf nodes) indas (bud-scales) #3057 (annual
growth rings) ‘ﬁw?ﬂﬁmiLﬂﬁauLLUaaﬁaaqé’ﬂwmgﬁ’{Lﬂazhimmimsqﬁaiwznmé’awé’qléf
LarANYUEURIANLANA1IlATIES 19N sEIedn avaunsawtseantally 2 sfianan
AaLuUITLg I (woody) wazkuuldlyiugld (non woody) A38N1TRANTUINITHAILILEITIN
Tuthadudu Fsdnilvajastusunmsmuaumietusnanilutnsssezun (Stokes et al., 2009)
Tnednuaiznisasyiulauasnnsnauiressnfisasd ufunisiauioenaingnwsniin
(radical) ﬁﬂu'gﬂﬁ 2.2 9710 Stokes et al. (2009)

Tnes1nusniin (Radical) Aesndiinannudn azdulandadnasiulufu lufivung

a a <) 1% d‘ =) = £ v o w 1 J 1%
“UUWQSLWUIG]LUUT]ﬂLLﬂ'J (EU‘V] 2.2) mam%mwm@ﬂmqmumﬂummmam RININTINLNT



[%
o

fugniseenudaifinnisviatu asdasnluaifidayiminfunusnudadug waglufivuns
¥iin Minusnifaiaznendsnsen nglifsnlusiiauunud uisniiiaulnlaeie
Uihainesinvideleu (3Uf 2.2)

N33 gL uleveeInIanidyy adventitious roots AzEINITONULAB LA lUIINAN WY
wuuiivils wuiy Taelufiviugiuliiundeunareius ssdsniansdydmaunnilauddu
Hunsangigvunelvg dezanmnsaeiuidsuusdusnugugiild wazoranulsludnvas
wa wagluigiugd msuiunausu (temperate species) NM3La3ayAvlnvaIsINIadyazny

Wwoladesnii WesndeglutisseRuiguiunssuaunlAuERULYING)

JUN 2.2 anvauzlaseaiennatAulngadsniNg WU (a) sEUUsINienunae

WAL lALazLANLYLIINTINWSNIAA 1uU (b) s1Ausniie (radical) asvgaLayLAuln

wé’nmmanmnmﬁﬂ

Snwasguuuiivils Tusuil 2.2a seuvsinimunaasyivlalauanuausaingn
wsniia (radical) asefudruiunisaIgavinvesiund s1nUgugilazaeniasyiiulngg
AUANAZUANLULIALUATNEIFU A5TEUUYRIIINMUUNUS LT (woody) D8NN19AILTNe
(Bell and Bryan, 2008) Tu3g®I1902UUNITLANLUUIVDITIN 51NN (tap root) A1
wifingadnadiulufunuusalduga (Gravitropism) wazdisinniedudng (lateral roots)
LANLYLIDDNLNINTINUAL Fadufiimundnyusmadugineuagniifuensieiy
294310 (Champagnat et al., 1974; Dyanat Nejad and Neville, 1972) lagfiiot 198 n1wale
sniiAesnuvarvedundfdsnudmddnaduluiu deldfiansannisedyivlndy
sioqlue maanTnvesiialuifiosy (dicotyledonous) wwu fivayulwsuazwulsl (herbs

a o

and shrubs) agiidnwagN1sAmUIsINLUUL wagluszagnsimuivesnusouns (juvenile



developmental stages) finazuansludnwauziuviiguiu wiinltuniendisinumeianigld
Wo991n M50 Iasumudeme nazdsinlunuifsuiusngluuny ¥3951nn19anudng
WnenvteniiiuasluununsneiIsilinuaudivessinuiiiuazdinsed (Khuder et al,,

2007)

a a

anwashuuNaes lugun 2.2b s1nusnifin (radical) asneasaLavlananainsen

9 o
¥

PN U (Charles-Dominique et al., 2009) 19858 UUv0951Nk UL AsLudnunusag

s1n7a"gigy (adventitious) wazlsznounlesIndnwzLATIAuILINIIARATUTuUSalAY

1%
=] =

Auvasiiy lngditegradnwugsiniailaziogly Sty (cereals) nTaiwia (bulbs) weilugu

Urduiignlunuiunseunsaisudiindusesdnisfiaasaniuiy

(2
a

Tnednungiaesiuuiaggnimualifusdiasufuisumsisnmddnasluly
Aunleaieszuuresnnndluiu uassnfivavdioesnatosnmlufu 1losndvinaves
ArwdiiudsevinsanfisAuRy yNesITIn N1TUNINTEIBUBITINTIULUIAS WATIU ua Y
Anumuvessnmeludy Taslamednuazuuuiinds nsnszanedivessnlutuls
oonigdduaryilitAngesndluiu (U 2.3 waggui 2.9) luvaizidnuaguuuiians 510
Sununnazvewesnanlauduedisieaillonduszesnarunludisnsieiaivln wazuy
aeAuidAusugsuazaznaufuazgninlivuatnfudesainsiniiy uazsnitesiansydl
(adventitious foots) avansatasaiulalauniuwEai eesuatosnnlaininsiisn

Ww3gyAulnanagly



a) b)

Taproot (1) Taproot (1), Taprool(l ), thin (3),

and fine (5) exploitation (4) exploitation (4) and fine
roots and fine roots (5) roots (5)

All root types present

sUT 2.3 dnwaen1sRspiAulavassruusnlugaeiie

JUN 2.4 AnBaEN1TRTYAULALAZNTEANERAD NNAIUTI9YRITINNY
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2.3 auaudfvasniysaniseuangsnmuazUasiutdyinisianany
dnvazveInIniiviiasiasaniensihsnlulddmiunisiaSuatiosnmuessiu
wazantymnnsiamatsvesiu InslumsAnunidazuvsgaantfvessnite fagud 2.5 Lite

nsiansanlunsasuanssnmaslostulgminisivaigvesainiu

Root Breakage Root Pull-out

. ) r

- Growth and Decay

. /R t Properties ; . :

: OOt Frop: Root Chemical Component | = ! -

. » Diameter + Lignin [P S

: : L(_angth « Cellulose ) VA

- + Biomass 2 '

E o tation E : rEnvironmentaI

: p gromety . ] + Moisture
e L « Temperature
= | Root Strength A Microorganisms
. -+ Tensile Strength

| & ¢ Young's Modulus

f f .

LR RN T e N PR R N R L L

5UT 2.5 augudnvassnsranisidtuatssnwiaztasnulyvinisiamangvashiy

q v

2.3.1 3U319989310 Root Geometry

2.3.1.1 unLdURIUALENA1998931nNY Root Thickness
lpgsnidianumuvselivImduruauEna19AnIn Thick roots (>10.0 mm) agyil
PULEN0U Soil nails VLAIATUAYL YI8LESULARESNINAIAAUA BN NNISALNALABIN WU

Steel rods Aauanalugu 2.1 Tagsumiavessn Thick roots i Azdwran1eeusanuauys

[
=

N138ALNNZVDIAY LAZAIAUIUBIIA- Thin roots wag Fine roots ﬁ% UAUNITLTYIF IV

570 Thick roots 898 Thin root (2.0-10.0'mm) WAz Fine.roots (<2.0 mm) az¥mtiisu

= = a 1

L59A9IENIINTSIAAMITIAIETesaInAY s LeglusEULILRaUN Felldiu

'
U 1 a [ a

drAnyrataiivsnInvesaInay (3U 2.1) nsanuvuvesniy asdudnvaugddgyiides

#9130 Peanunsausuena1gdevessinta (SINvundt dnaslionefuinndt) warAumn
Yaannfiviudsdimadenuautfnimdaslufuuedsin (Ability to penetrate) N13AuUNIY

Wsa0@ (Soil Bending stiffness) wagnsiniiviiiagdssnuiin (store and transport water)

2.3.1.2 A7MUANU931n Shallow/Deep rooting
Root depth A1XENU8931N Tidnansndmadow@dosnwainfiufy fsinadsfiaed

ANNANINNNIUULLABUIS shear surface (FU 2.1) Fslagunfidnazeg issanunugn 2

v
=< v a A v

wnsluaiafunaly Tneanudnvessnlasdudvviiaiivuas Auautivesiu Weonuauds

q
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a 1 & 2% o o o U a a o.'; 1 a a a 5 1 =
voaruliidudedndndmsunisasayiuln lnenaluasnudnusiuRiAutuuanss 0.4 89
0.5 LUATITNUIINUINTIEA (>80% biomass) TIUIUVBITINUATNITTBIAIVBITINAFIATY
WA TAgTIUIUVBITIN KAZNNTES89A1999510 TNazwana1etudntasusinazidunvsie
Weniu wazillesindnasluidisslifwufiunsiazdianuaiaguiu (U7 2.1b way U 2.10)
FINULUINAIN TNV LR UNIILANNI AR UTIANLAILENIVBIT kAL TYLN TEINAUAUAN
WINTU FeUWILUNIITINENAAIINAUADUNILAANITAININNITVINVBITIN LeTIUIUVBY
SINNUIN FIUAVITNITHANLYUIVDITINTAUIN ALAINANDNITIAUVUVDINUTA shear zone T4
PrgFnwiatosnma1naula asdawlidnyuuessnAuinuf shear zone dnaglaigniiansan
wazgnivualvidAegluyig 40 G170 e wildduddeseyliinisivuadigull dnay
[ a 1 4 & a 1 @) a . .
Wun15UsEUAINISAIUNULSHRBUNNINNI1ANULT LIS (overestimation of the shear
resistance contributed by-roots) wagfiswiinvzdusinweiunmu gunseisenhuiy

A a d = v o =) AN a
snTRUlaNaUNsaAsuLUaIlANa18 AT IR AR ANNENIVBISINNY VUAUESTINYIVBI5IN
WU FINITUAARTLIVDIIINAY B1UITaRANLTLI LA AaRAAI11I98959NTAN Lee1ald
WiRvlafunfuivdaainmnaenlangseu wazuTanuens auxin melusin Wesinlands

=

anaslluAuiuay faganunsnnszaulmann139eNT8ITIAATUTIRARAY kagnInI19n

duladalngiuduiunuaesfidnaiuudaiss Wy bedrock 2¥a111509 8 ANANNEINNTH
nmsdanagla wimnasndulmasgiulnaduluduiuuay vnliiinsedunn (crack) 5o

wulaaslusesunnuagyinliseg upnuuenalyuu anansautilgniswanaalaiuiu

2.3.1.3 A1yu31M Root angle

'
a

WL INUTEUIURUIRT BRITIU TngsInPdinisnseaeadluauazue e il

'
P

SULSaABU shear zones waganansaLiuMassvssluAulaognste asanmdesunseda

WLTUTDITIANBUAZNTENUAIVDITIA. BILNILINITAROUAITDIINLTILRDUTUIA Y

2.3.1.4 ¥312a909W% Plant Biomass

(% (%
Y v =

U8R UIARDVUINUN K381 UINWT 570U INADUNTININUA NILUATILSY

)

1%

Wy n3ednd Wonein1smuandesiunsiimalgvesdifuLasiastadesnInaInfuA
(lwas 1-2 m) FanavesivazanunsadmalaenssdonuaniAdwaransveiu (5aulu
HATDIN1IANEUMTON5EIAV0IY) waziaSuidadenamanslufiu feg1audu N5y
IS N 42’ A = dy dy (% 1 1
YBITIIANY WU b InTuTu wagauaInsalunisgedy CO, luseninagaanis
duAsevogkaiuuInty zdwalignsinisatgdiiadu vlidsuanlufuanas daxa

AONITHLYUVDILTIANN LAY waziinasanadsunsidoulunu
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fnaneIlunisfinnsanddunavesiio Juiungusrasduasnismanosdisioans ng
ATuIavefivaziuseenly Fuiavesan@iy (shoot biomass) Wa¥TIH1av0931n (root
biomass) Ing shoot biomass ax52ulURdduwazluits Tuvaisd root biomass aznseds
duresiinfiedldfinfiu uaslneunfitnavesiivasmnefmihedwidnus dry mass uasly
syyismavadey duvesiiviiresnsiarazgnitluldlueiesou viewnou figamginsi
60 serwaidua Wuszezan 72 Hhlus lnemsTauassBuvinisinlasedieTnavesiiv

9zAafi (Cornelissen et al, 2003)
Dry Biomass Dry Biomass (2.1)

Plant Biomass = or
Area Volume

2315 suiinufisan Root Area Index (RAI)

o v

nfigtdueivizddglunisgadutiuagaisenmsaInay N1sa1edressIninass

n1nsraeaIveLsststlufuegnddedidy lnearneinuisin Root Area Index (RAI)
1< (% 1 & Aa < o [y = a o ¥ & A Y v a
Judasdununiisnnmaedmsiuanuaniinmun wisaignunntdafuvianauly

'
a

LTIV (SUN

Y

2.6 972989310 Francour and Semroud (1992)) lagitunmihdnfuguisnay &

[ 1

AU UFUHWAUGNAIYITUTUIANITUNIN TN NAUTNEIEAYBITEUUTINIUAINEN
y &) = y ) Ve 14— g - -
AMAUA LA NUARITINTHRUA (RIN18UBN) W88 NUNRITs INRrNaa8TuUSIasAY
A o o Y d,, ~ Y o 1 = 1 [~ a Yaa = 1
ANRUA ATUAREAUNMLFALALT9A3IUEN tae A1 RAL Wuwisadwesisan (laidmiae)
Ifasueiinnuaninsansgaduiivassinaeluiunlausin (Ng et al, 2016) wagiiarsan
wmgsnidvundurugudnaitliiiv 2 mmideseinludiudidguesnisgaduin

(Jackson et al, 1997) (MAvIAEUNIUANGNA195INAY 2 mm filan1anagiinlnsaenie

a a1

(cavitate) tHpsInLT I BUIRRAVTAMINNIEIUTBNEY xylem danalvidagnanianisanas s

= 1

Worad (NMsTuraulivasniam)) wagiievundur uARgNa1aeIsINAZiuwmannii 2

a o o

mm WuARFTasENIGINAfvaUNAvesivasdiuinn ilinisdeinuilurie xylem

‘vﬁami@m%uﬁ’lﬁﬂ%mmﬁummﬁu (Segal.et.aky2008)

NOUEYNTIAA RAl agfassnauldennaindlet19funanaauag1eselnsy e
Fuflegfntusinazgndeensisauseiase Taesnads mutuneusnsgiunsdnssniie
Tag Smucker et al. (1982) T4mdnn3vgd1adaetiuuy hydropneumatic snaggnLenaan
sndulasnereldvlifiAnanudsnesesinniasiud s nuazlassasiesind
Weund luseninamsynsinesnin mmﬁﬂsuawm%gﬂﬂ"muﬂmﬂmmﬁﬂmaqauﬁ@mmlﬂ
Wi liimusin wdsnduhmsiessinmeneselusunsy Image) diefiansanan RAI an
Fumouiiwuziilag (Garg et al, 2015) LLasﬁwmwdwmmasLﬁmqqﬁmaiammﬁ% 360

29AIINUAUNN TN W NN WaINEA (3D) lasusiazninin (Grids) aziuun pixels
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WinAu (Wi 12 pixels Tugunmazianueawindu 1 mm) wagtudnuiunianmuandsin
~ | ~ a o 2 & da o ~ ' 2 v =

NYHNUYMANMUANTNANYUA U TUNUNRININUAVISINAYIUNUIY MM LA13998@11150
$#1A1 RAI iAUANAAuan18TuN U lgusInle 91NA1SHUINUARITINAEUDNNINUANL

SrgEANANTIMVIUALaYIIAIENUNMTdARUTUINaNmUaUNISA I

RAI = iz md;AR (2.2)
nD,?

4

A 1

lneN  Ah ABYIAUANLARETEAU (WU 10 13.)

D, ﬁ’f]ﬂ’ﬂ3JEJ’nﬂ’ﬁLLWS‘ﬂSST{I’]EJQQEjWUENT]ﬂiuLLu’]‘u@u

d;  PelduueugNaNaveITINEun i
n ARTIWIUTINTIVINA

1 a L3 1 Y a a g Y a dy
SEMINMTIATIEANNENY DI ToRANAIANTUU TN 5-10 % IneUaRnnanil

drlngiinanaisduduguiuileusn Wuwuugunnadlumidaszuny

2.3.1.6 8ns1a@2uUSu1I9551n Root Volume Ratio
Fn51d€nUsuRnsIINDuN I wasisng (ludwihe) Wulsuawssniaualulsuiag

AUNTINUIY TITNITAIUIUNIAUNNS

2
_Zyzlnii AR (2.3)
= nD,?
i

Ry
Ah

nsmRsnTdIuYsinmsin Wnealdagd 23580 135590 (water sink
method) Inenagusnftwattunwmusinsuin shifluaeenainaisusfevsiasvessniy
Tneduivgruimihfisnfivgadussvinesnisuihasiifiendndes tagisnisdeinde 2
TNFIATIRRNN image analysis lAEN13INAINEIITINLASVUIRLURIUAUENAINTIN e
AnumUTinasTndaduiimmasdeu uiiwrausasuamadnsdudiunsmn
TagnsmsUsinassndaeUsinnsiu dsedasdniannsoldfinnsaninsasuulas
vesdnsdiudorinlufuiiinnnsniie uazanuisidostudadnualvesiluiu (soil

water retention ability) (Ng et al., 2016).



14

1 T
! 8 :

5UN 2.6 gUAIRE1INTIATANTINNYNBMIaRTEINYTIIATIINUAZAYTNUNTIN

dy d' = 1 dy dl 35 a .
2.3.1.7 32UNUNUNVDITINNUNBNUNUDIVUAY Root area ratio
SLUIUN UT VDITINN TR DN UN VOIT UAY LTUAITNAITUITRNI1E1UVDITINAD
NUNMLIRAVDIAY NAISTUIUNUNVBITINNUADNUNVDITUAUTA1LINTY A2TANUwUTHY

U o U v A ‘Q’ Q‘ g a = v 1 d’l d‘ A ! 491 -dl
AINAUNTINTAITULLIGRDUVENUYUYBIATIAAU LA ANLLUITIATIEUIUNUNVBITINNTA DN UNVD

v v I

FUAY 91992 TA NN LAANTEAIINTINVUIALENBAT IUIULN AZAINBRDAIAIT UL U DY

LY

WIANINATINTINTWIRLRR WA T W ndesnIflesainsinuuaE Nt udNuNR A dud duay

Y '
S A

ANNANITANTTTULTINNZINTT TgasnsaA A sEUIUNUAT 095 1N NsioNuN eIty
A lpanainag

d:2
Z?:lnzl_l (2.4)

RAR =
As

2.3.1.8 AIAINBIVDITINNYFBRUILUIUINTAL
ATAINENVDITIANVADUUIBUTUINIAU Root length density ABSRIIEIUTENIN
ANLIIVOITINTINNA MBUSHIPSV9AUTIUFI8E19 IngnSLALTDIANENITINAY 92978

WILALAINT0TUNITAUNIUATSAY (pull-out) TBIsINTYIUNTLIIANUEITAIDNIAIILET)

1 e~

Ange (critical length) n3afABA1ganr09ANEIN TN LiNoUNILAANITVINIINLTIAS
(tension) WnuNN13aUlAaYRITINEBNNGAY (slipping) kazdnTIN1TAAUIINAUTULLITIU
wAANNUTUAINAIAINLTT RLD MNETY Wulfednudnsinssemenseaeinlufiu uag

a a Yo a H a & A % o & = a
Laﬂﬂiﬂqwaqﬂ@'Ll"ﬂglﬂiUNaf\nﬂﬂiﬂqmu’ﬂu@‘UI@EJLQW']%IUWUVI LURIBDU ASUUIIAITISUAN

[y

RLD aasnnfulufuszdunegdnasiy

n

ASD
RLD = =211 (2.5)
V.

S
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Tnef Y7, L; AD9a1uaNevessInievianinlusioeng

v, AoUsuInsAUluiegg

2.3.1.9 AIAUYIANNIZVDIIIN Specific root length (SRL)
AMANENTUNEYDIIIN AOTUNAMNENYBTINTIYA eV sMI8v09T RTINS
MNGIAT 8 A1AINENITUINEVRITINIINMINEHY HTndruiunusiiaumuIvessntee
vidodvunaduruguinanaveasne wazsniiianuesumzvesntes mnefenisd
fsnduuiidesniudmuvuiiinanimielvuiadusitugudnarsiilngnin Tagand
dmsungldduanusoayulng herbs wasialddudu perennials SnzdiAIALE1ITINE

VBIIINEGN

L L
SRL.= =1 (2.6)
",

Togf Y1, Ly A9919ai1ua1temnvessniaviannlusiotng

M, AT 89T Inkielui 18819

2.3.2 naA1dnIv99sIn Root Mechanics

2.3.2.1 MIARIUNIULIINIVDITINNY Root Tensile strength
A1ATNANN TR UM USRI TINTIINGY axaeliNaI SRR INNALNT0
Tumsiasmadesamaaiuldundtu vuzmdnfoussneunn sneaifansueviedy
“ananINAula agsINkuY Thin root snagdA18@ 18150 lUN IR IUNIULT IR SRR

(Tension) lnepununvessinduazdudauderguessnn (sniifiauvuiuinnin azdleony

9

P 1 I Y | e v [y . .
UINNT) B UURIVITOIAIIUAILITOAIUNIUNITAN (Bending stiffness) wagmuaIuse

I o o v =%

Tunsudednaslulufuuessin (Penetrate soil) FINITHIIVIAAINIGIAIUNIULTIAIVDITIAN
Ny 22aU150Y LA ABAITUITINRYUIA LN BN ANG IS ULSIR 9199510 (Nilaweera and

Nutalaya, 1999; Operstein and-Frydman;, 2000) kagfiansansiutusuialdurugudnans

[

Y0957 1ng3NABLUU Fine roots (uIndWHIUANENAIENNTT 2 mm) Tnasdimaasy
L39A9EaTe 100 MPa illpsannnisiiegresusunanaglaadadudiulsenoundnues Xylem

fiber d3us1nAwUUY Coarse roots (WuaLd U 1uAUEna19lng NI 2 mm) azduTunu

a0 v w =

Cellulose M1ip8n31 (Genet et al., 2005) wavdlfdssunsanalugag 10 — 40 MPa wiin3

Y a a

ESUANAITULTTUAUD UL 891191NIINTY drunnazlasudNSNaaInsIn Coarse roots

v ' o
aa

W DINANUNRINLEDENIT WAEAIAISULTIAIIUIINAYE U WUl TN T A uweNEN9 Y

a o 4 a

ag el Agluseninullaiiy (De Baets et al,, 2008) wavene (Operstein and Frydman,

>
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2000) kagluns@nw1ves Sonnenberg et al. (2010) WUIMHITULTIAIVBIIINNY AT Y
WnNd19edA1u1nnI Tuvaei dauiaduriugudnaieiidu wazsiniiviuendliony L

WINAUIMNALLDIIN A TRLTUYDITIN N UTI9RN99)

F, F,
Root Tensile Strength = Tzax == 2.7

3

=

N Fpgy  Aowssisgegaisiniivaninsasunulavassiniy

1% '
A =] =

A, ABNUNNLNFATDITINIY

2.3.2.2 NMAIRIUNIULII00UYRINY Pullout Strength
ATASIAIUNIULTINBUVDIIINTY Pullout Strength ABAIAaINlTd1MsUN1SAIIIN
#yeannAunseianiigney Fawaaitsnuamisavesnniwlunisiainiziuau fwunse

£%
A = a

715727 LR 91N NITAINIY UITNAURALVINITASIATARAINIAIN LT bUA SNV 90DUTINDON

[ =

(Leung et al., 2018) FINISNAADUAISIHIUNIULI DUV ITIN Y A1 TaNadaUTIN Ay
EUle LATNNadeuRl8n15A IR TN IAUTU FIAINIAIA IUNIULIINDUVDITINNYALY UAU
Wanvatelavey iy é’ﬂwngﬂiwwaasmﬁm FUARU AIIURUILUUYDIAY azUSu0

ANUTUL AU
Pullout Strength = FE, 4 (2.8)

08N Fpgy  AOWSSRSERERNHTAIMNSOAUMElANouIEAANITBUTINTULY

2.3.2.3 AULYILNTIVRITINAY Root stiffness

ARNLLEILSIeIINTY Ao A g uuTessIniRensBansanisine wWesin
Ig¥unsanszyi Seenunsaasradalaainmsvageuiinanluedaludedu wazanunsafiansan
Iganermuudunseeentuienanuuesids Axal Stiffness (EA) wag A1ANLudaunss
Y0459NAENISFIUNIUATTI 98- Flexural Stiffness (B1). wazlunisiansansinfiaii ot
Uszgnaltlunsiaiuiaiiosnmanniu awfiansanain Axal Stiffness (EA) lundn 1ilesann
nsidelatesnmuesaInfuaInsaleeularenISasuA LIS INULLILNLYBIIER)

ANLLDINTIVOITINAYILRTANNAT Tugdd Elastic Modulus Feaunsansiade
1§91nNSNAABURNE UL IR wBIINTY wazn1sATIvTATUIALUATRAvessIn Tne
N13AN®I989 Hamza et al. (2006) WUINFINAVNRAIINNTNAADUILHAIANUEAVDITINNY

a v N a d' & A a ' o
LLa%aquqiﬂﬂﬂlﬂmﬁLLG]F’H?"I'J’]@JLﬂifJ@Vl 10% AUATEVINIIANYLARNITUIA LLazmIﬁ,J@jaa‘Uaﬂﬂﬂ
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[
[y

Hvarliuivrnaduruaugna e IniY wiasduiurinvesiy wagiaregluganing
Aaus 100 - 600 MPa
(2.9)

o
Young's Modulus (E) = — = AL
€ /1,

Axial Stif fness (EA) =E X A

Flexural Stif fness (EI) = FE X1

Tnefl o Aemnuduvessn Weldsuusenseyia §aazdAwinfu Root Tensile strength
£ AoAMuLASEATBIT IS RdndILILInANE TR nTTTIUAsU Vv lF s uLs R
E fomdilunda fadumiuanidenmudaunsaosniy
A fovtnaitudiniise
I AvA1 Moment of inertia

" o 'Y = ' Py W 4
I@amamausmﬁ%qﬁgﬂswmmmL"ﬂmmamzmmu %

2.3.2.4 JPHIANIUYBIRULAZIINNY
AngideavIuasRuis iy Soil-root interface friction 9vansIsansIvinldlng
N13MsAnEIAaSURsIRaunse 09kl Tun1sAnwIvas Wang et al. (2010) wansm1yy
LHgANIUYRLAU silty sand UagsIniy 9zdia1eglunag 36 - 38 B9A1 ULAZHUAINULANGIY

oadntiosseinsriafiaunnsneiy
2.3.3 gNNWaAanIvasIIn Root Hydrology

2331 nsmenveie
n1sAetiaesity Plant Transpiration Azdawasaiasuwstdeuluiu eswinnis
ABLNvRsvardInaneUs AT UluAy Layn15degvaIsINWy Tnen1sAeutazan
Ussnannudulufy ifinusei i ludy Matric suction wardwwasioiidaduusadouasiu

Tagau15aNTUINaasULSHRaUlAAINENN1S extended Mohr-Coulomb @il
t=c + (0 —ug)tang’' + (uy — u,,)tan p? (2.10)

Tngluwmonved (u, —w,) Wueludwes usadalufiu Matric suction waz @ uAyy

FILANIDIAINAITULTIADUTL ANV UYL Matric suction WNTU



Extended Mohr-Coulomb
failure envelope

Shear stress, T

E‘Uﬁ 2.7 N3 uan9 Extended Mohr-Coulomb failure envelope

M13190 2.1 AasandRsanividday senisiiansanthulUldnuiuianssy

Net normal stress, o - u,

Root geometry

Root thickness

VUL ILAUINA19VD T INNY

Shallow/deep rooting

ANENVBIINN VI saaluTuRY

Root angle AT INTINSBNABTE LN
Plant Biomass Fruavesh

Root Area Index Fudludisn

Root Volume Ratio IRI1EIUYTUINTIIN

Root area ratio

SUNUNUNVDISINNUH DNUTVDITUAY

Root length density

ARV INTRanUIBUSUIRSAY

Specific root length

ANYNITUNIZUDIIIN

o)

oot Mechanics

Tensile strength

v v

AAIRIUNIUAITVINDINLIIAT

Pullout Strencth

o

AAIATUNULSIDOUVDINY

Root stiffness

ﬂ’]']lJLL“ﬁ\‘iLLﬂilx‘i“UE)\ﬁWﬂﬂ“U

R

oot Hydrology

Plant Transpiration

A1sANEUNYBIY

18
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2.4 NMAITULIIRDUVDIAU

nMsfiaNsanmsHananevesanRuRiis vt ded Syfinasfiansande avumun
Y9939 (Root thickness) ARI&IULSIFIVDI5IN (Tensile streneth) TlaziUdsuntasmiy
yaduruguSnansuess iy wihenddauvmunnniiuasdeddusieiiinnnd ud
demunmnuuduswesn Wseamsieiuiividavessin) asnuinsndiianauiendi
sefimnundausannninsndivuinitegraiulddn feswinnsudsunlamesuSum
waglad (waglaaazdnarnenuf1uNIULIIAwIN) (Genet et al,, 2005) UazA Tensile
strength avanunsalUa sunUadlddaus 20 &9 730 MPa dmusnited S vunadunnu
AUGNA19vUIA 0.15 89 4.5 mm (Bischetti et al., 2005) Y9Ny Fagus sylvatica L. g fu
Afigeann gendnn Tensile strength vouwan (wanaziidteglutae 400 - 700 MPa) uaz
A1 Tensile strength vessniiwduqdn 67 ¥iaaziuantegluiuidoves Stokes et al,
(2009) LALULUUTIBBILETESAIMAINTUTBY Danjon et at-(2008) laidenldaunisaniiag
\fiomen Tensile strength VI EUINUUIAFURAUAUINA I INUAZ AN IZVDINY

wRazTHAANAUNTTURY Genet et al. (2005) fadl

—0.52

Tensile strength = 28.97x (2.11)

Iy (Genet et al, 2008) 1ala@uainmuuAn@19989a7 Tensile strength Tudivusas
sinasiinafisndntosseranulaends FOS vosmnduiifisnfiuieides laenisnszane
AeIsInlufUIrdINasaED Y TN TNAIATUNNNN I

pssnNdur AN ARlFT ARy usnaluEesssuuuesn uazluily
auan (herbaceous species) dIN3EANISANITINTUTINIAVRI31A (Root biomass) uaedl
wsfiwesiiiienin Specific Root Length (SRL) oA meisnmzuessn dunisiuia
mevesTIndevIeanautwessnite Sensduiannstesuneddndiuveniny
U1anIoANnUlusEUUYeIs1nla (A1 SRL MINALN8895INUNLALITIUILLNA LazAT SRL
ffosvanefssnduutosualimaunuiannnia) wazmsiansandt SRL figs dwiufiuid
ANuaNuIN Toedivgaiiel (Annual) nsefivauan (herbaceous) dnagdlAn SRL U1ANITNY
sy (Perennials) FaonadianuAsadestudnsnisasaiulaiidinia (Relative Growth
Rate (RGR)) Lazd N5 NS 131U7 411031 (metabolic activity) Ing RGR 981
dnUsznovlufivasAaandinnsivturetmauisemhetmtnuauiaiu was
dwsuimns madenldfiniiamsasydulaldnngs wlanuddyunnidesninauise
wiuafiosnimaindulasmdainnisiiamnnisalu dulddy duivmdetes niegn

ey mMareen (Sidle 1992) Ingsinvesiivduioglnanudesineiiiadulul vses1nves
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v
A v a a

fysulninasyiulanusssud wiefiwnimauasyiulasualgnainudn s1duazdes
a a a ~ @ = = v a U A . .
finsasyivlafsaduieaunsadaniziuau wazlesiunisduloa (soil slippage) way
JoINuUNISNaNa18UBIaIAAUNLANLLES I UNSHINaNe 1neA1 RGR asdunuratetads uu
ey anmwanden lagluanmuindeniitiuzauiunssyiulavesiy Audase1ms
¢ a a v & I A Aa P A Y ' a A A
gananysal Nyazasyiulalaiiondt Wenaulidiansemnsvseitesnin uazvlinvesiied
[ = 1Y LY a a 13 @ oA vy 4 . = Pl 1
Juiivauan (annuals) dnazasgiulalasansininfivlddusu (perennials) wazaudinen
RGR azlilanunsauaniftadneazianizvasfivumazstalolaense weadatiannudumusiuen
199 19U SRL Inen1sAny19e9 Wright and Westoby (1999) Wudwé]’uﬂé’wﬁﬂqﬂmﬂmﬁﬂ
U 33 aniiugiiulelugeseAudsunanusgieeanside A1 SRL Izanasluuey
Yuavesdurugudnattsndwlngiiudy (Judadiumessaniifianumuiuinndt e
WeUAUUSURNTHULpen31) karinuduRusAuAT RGR 8819810 @1U15aN15IANY
L:vmwamﬁm%‘ummmmaami@m%mﬁﬁwdwmqmim‘%m@u‘lmmaaé’fuﬂﬁmmL@Jﬁmﬁﬁu Tu
L A a - v = = v ¢ = | a
HunUTdutosvsesndlvwnlduiuaugnaidvs) 99919%eLiuA a0 lunNS
ng951nanastulunuLiis (Wrisht and Westoby, 1999) walun1s@nwivas Poorter and
Remkes (1990) naulunuaduduiusseninedn SRL AU RGR Tunadauiu 24 aneiug lae
WININUSUNEN5019175 MR UE A o155 e uess NS urs adases duium RGR way
ausaazulainAuunnaIE e 199zas oL iR I UEINIIANI SN ULS AT INTY
WianuEYedsIn U IwnduRIuAUENa19TINAY WAgA1 SRL Aza1UnTneduY
flassadreeeiivly uwinluieaniseSungedisnsngin ssuusndusdisls Tnednwey
wialagasuuUasluauadunisiasaiulnuessnive (root order) (Qusuit 2.3) Tunau
NN YAULA89310 (development stage) BazsILlsv093InIUAITIN (branched

hierarchy) ¥835%UU31n (root system) (Eissenstat et al., 2000) i oaa g laundu

al

Nenfuszuusniia snflalutisszezinaine wagluiiuieng Imnsdssndudesiiansan

=3

fagusnednunie tassaswessinigluiuy 3 §F vessinfiganeiugeneg dansfinumanvoe

e

[
N o

Uihlaen wianusaiasanlvazaindulage1fenisding wazn1siauinuninglIves
UNTEUIUNITANY Snuaieiugnssuvesiy suluiadnuusiazyseiRvesiiy (Aauaiswsn

WAAUDIY I DUFRYVSTBAEAY)
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2.5 @ngInIwanafu
flgninanldausudimnssuiletesiuainfivaduuaznisgninims (Stokes et
al. 2014; Eab et al. 2015; Leung et al. 2017; Kamchoom and Leung 2018a; Nguyen et
al. 2019, 2020) IngsnvaaigvazIsiulnIsiliTNwasAuganziuldnvazduian
peulndn ldmasuusudewiniuiionSsudsviviundandesaninnudeanuy
FENINNIINNYAUAY AANTANITTULSIAIVBITINNY WOANTTUASITULTIAVDITINNY
USinaifauiavessin (root biomass) luiluiintidasuusaudounesiu (shear plan) (Wu a3
mEnsauiiufissninennfuA root area ratio (RAR) AnautRnsiuusudouvassniiy
fufu wagmsiUAsuulasguiuessn @uswing)) Sulnadeysinumaeiuusefaessin
wazusadeuludu Inglutimmsseinan IinsdnvauaudAnisiasuiidaainsiniiy
989N VIR T NTNAGEUT NAINNATE LU MISNAFEULSIRITANIGAET (Uniaxial
tensile test) lWuUNISANYIVLY Genet et al 2005; Boldrin-et al:--2017; Wu et al. 2021, Ang
NAFULIIDUIIN (Pull-out tests) LduUn1sANYIVBY Schwarz et al. 2011; Kamchoom et
al,, 2014, nasTegaumIALILdaulaeIonse (Direct shear tests) WWAISANWIVRS Waldron,
1977; Eabjetiali 2015; Mahannopkul and Jotisankasa, 2019; Liang et at. 2019; Phan et
al. 2021, NTVAABURIAIAIAIA ULLULVVANMLNY (Triaxial tests) LUN15ANYIYDS Graf et
al, 2009 Karimzadeh et at. 2021, 2022, UagnSNAFOUSIEIAS DML BIN I AINTIY
Ugil (Centrifuge modelling) WUNITANIYBY Sonnenberg et al,, 2012; Eab et al., 2014;
Ng et'al.-2016, 2017; Leung et al..2017; Kamehoom and. Leung 2018a
usinnsfnuunani 8 elaildfiansmnfan RS s suudasseninagaeng

a a

= = = | A = A @ A aAda A
L"\]iﬁULG]'UIG] ﬂ'ﬁll@']‘c’alll']ﬂsﬂu ijﬂlﬂﬂﬂﬂqiﬂaﬂﬁaqﬂsﬂaﬂv\l% L UDINNNIUUFINGIRN TINNVE

o

a a

WiaAulawagaglumunanm (We nMsiuaeuslamyuileuyessinieiagaeuaziule

o

¥ ¥

Puulvy) YuetiUe1gveIly dan1nwIndes (Wuaunle W3alsAiiy) WagnITuNILIINLYYY
(funIsLAUL eI sHE N1sanlll %S en1sUa suwlaanIndg au) o isniegluduiing
WasULUaIdINARDAMUAUNUSSEMIIRUAUSINIY YIS 0 L anunInssy ALnedLieatunis

WUTUYBIAUABINITEIMTS Fallugdmsivdsunlasnauduiigniiasnine lgviing

Y

LAYATNTIUUUNUTAN 9 luLAaz 090U uaziifumadduuingng

[

Y
= a aa
UANWUSVBINUNHUATITU

ee

gauauysaities divivgnsuluiug sulvialuiufaedunianubrenisineizwasd
L@dusnInAn (Alexandratos and Bruinsma 2012; Fargione et al. 2008) wagnsidsuuyas
USuugeiiunierinsinensnssudu dnasvinisidaiy wazdyiviegluiuiauneuazi

& A

miﬂqﬂwwéfmmi FIN1TAIANVLA LT U DIAINAFDANUUADANIVDUADYTAINAAAU

(Pisano et al. 2017; Kamchoom and Leung 2018b; Kamchoom and Jotisankasa 2019;
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Leknoi and Likitlersuang 2020) wagdsluniniu InUnmadnintuusswas sulssuluraie
druvadlanannsiuigullasuesan Mgl AiAna1NN1INSEinvesywd dwaliiin

v o

N15VNANEYDINYNTTURMUTTTUYIADENNTULTS (Turco et al. 2018) inATiAN13Adn Tyl
LU wunslansau nswlvgl (MsunlniFanamieiiuiu) waznsldasiaiifga
Juiy lognununlddmsunmsinisinensnssy (Ludwig 1986; Parish 1990; Clements et
al. 2017) MaAsuulasiipufiowIouiuiidmiunismzgniu dwadudortunisin
Tlndidn vilFsnfiwneuazndesluiuiivwelng Feiinansenusenmsasumdadunse
AlavaIsINbUAY ﬁy’wﬁ’mmﬁ&Jimmazmﬁgﬂﬁ’msﬁw (Giadrossich et al.,, 2017; Watson et al.,

1999)

2.6 NISHEDUANINVBISINNY

o/ o/

2.6.1 aAIINIIETANYAIVIITIN
9MI1NTARYAIVOI31N Root decay rate ABENIINITFRYLALNIAUA savilanuly
wiawtluilaguu (Rate of dry mass loss per unit dry mass initially present) lngsindiin

o o/ = a 1 £ [ ! Y a !

nsinlesavyiuilaeuaninauee 19t IWusyesaeIuIy kare1ANeiAAYemNaNTS
Trarnuveesiiluau (preferential flow pathways) lagarensinisdaiafiivessnilazianmi
AulUn L PIALFURIUANENA19UDIINNY D9AUTERDUN AT LAz YInURINY UALA1N1TD
n1305I3Tnlalagnisnaaavasayusenaunmnaiuessniyluy 1981861499 waziiun
Wiguigy danwmglunisidesanin lnsngluannuinaeuilisunansznuainianssy
wywd LU NITENSATIVNINISINYATVTON TR ANSAUTINSINEAS Mslasuaisad
nnsiegTiTiavseasidadngivausaiivissuusnvesiindendnmeeg195ins,
Ingdanansznusonmn MveIRukaznIsRLlAsEs e n FududmdAgylunisgadu
519 IsuaziIaInaY wendnil nswlnlifildlunisdanisiuivierane Jyiieradudn
Jadenilanyliiinnsidonan nusdsin 1999INA3N5 U AinTLAINNITHIAINNTE
o a v s o v 1 o Y Ay g o = =
aneinuazlassasivgas iisnldannsoviviilaiun nsidenaninvedsini

e lriiavansiediifinasenisanussansnnlunisiasgiavlnvesiis waze9

denansenuseanudedululuszazeanilea



23

2.6.2 NIHOUFNINVDITINNYADAMHNTANITAIUNIU TR
MAdeI NN leAnnauaudRvesiafuksmennfivaeldanzgnsegeui

[y |

ANy (W Mao et al. 2012; Wu et al. 2021) wuinwaglaauazaniu Wudmdsznay

v a1 !

nand1AgyNdINafai1dI5uLTIRweIIINNY (1WuUN13ANYIRUEY Pinus tabulaeformis 1ag
Zhang et al. (2014), nN15ANEIA UAU Pinus pinaster LagAULA1a " Castanea sativa 1Ay
Genet et al. (2005) Wagn15An¥IAU Symplocos setchuensis Iae Zhu et al. (2020) dle
sinfisdienganniu swnvasUsznoumariazgnazadlinielunineadssrinisiauiile
o (Campbell and Sederoff 1996) Famnefsidsiuussfsvosnnfivfifinganniu (du
n1sdanaivt1Iu15ia8 Hordeum vulgare Ioe Loades et al. 2015) wazfiuiiinnuaud?
NINUNIULTIRIVBIIINNYILELTA0B U8 AN VBITIN IHN1TANYINANTENUTDIDTY
figsosnianue (Lozviiauassnn) Sadnisdnwildundn losanizns@nying
WA BuuUaIn ansinedanamans seninsinamaasaivinonafunuimddnluns
muAuMsasLazMssnvaiesamanaulutisiud v Uunaquianu Wevgniivln
unud Fuunlifsessitlidugndmeizuaziinnisianatsld whimanquasdidsnaes
waglaauaraniuluitlifEuduviinsiglignunasuuds uwidsaslifidogaifedtufl vius
i Insnmyirisipulndadaunsnmelugoimequasiuiisniag

mM3lUabuasE TRANLEMAsAN IFUNULSSABdTIN lagnaduidsves

= a

INUALEDEIAINANARY HONITNTBLASEBEAAIAINATTIUNIUNNETSUYIR (1 Weuay
Tsnfe) waghanssuvesiyud (Wu mmaiiuieinansenisdalsd) Wuussfuiinisesndli
aule fauAToundausnaIsse 1960 Gy Oloushlin and Ziemer1982; Watson et al.
1997, 1999; Vergani et al.2014,,2016;-Litret al: 2017; Kong et al,2018; Zhu et al. 2019;
Chen et al. 2021) uagdawnazlasvarmaulalunisnuideauiu wenduilaufneidy

Ldunn Fenundegdrulngdsdulunaulduagiuglivdsaannisdald vSeialuda loy

[
o

= (= Y @ =2 1 o0 W w ~ a o 1 = v £
ASANENAINITN T WAL URIAIA SIS ULSIA9 N anasdlas N les wasia1 el
el AR RIS ULTIR 898 AATINTIAINANAN (ts) Wansrafulumuaeiug Feasulny
Zhu et al. (2020) wagwuIniug ldutiandadien ts, auaniladluaugs 8 U (dwsusuau
Picea abies; (Ammann et al., 2009)) In8n15@ NI K1 ULILaRIAAUIINTE 8 EA 8D

= I Y o Y a dl dl 1 U U o 6 1 1 o o = L%
sl lavin A AR NSIUA s UL UBIN L AUTA L LA UE LN US TEUINAIAIAIS UBSIAINUTUIA
WuruARgNa1991n wazdwiagnsuimavdsuwlasiauiievinensnssy Wunildy
AR AINN1INTEveNyvE N A lAANITHINaI8veIaInfL waginlvatnauanyde
WE@DESAN (Glade 2003; Pisano et al. 2017) kANGUNUIINISANEYILS BINANTENUIINTIA

Y - Y o o o a Aa A o ay UV oA
'JGUWGUVﬁE)'Mﬁy'TV]Qﬂﬂ']"ﬂﬂ"ﬂ']ﬂﬂ']iL‘Ua‘EJULLU@QW@ULW@ﬂ’ﬁLﬂUWiﬂiiNUQﬂQllellll']ﬂ LLaSUQ‘l@JNNa
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'
Sa v o A

N1991529@0UNNTUABULUAIAIETIDAISY (MunefeIdnsAlddmsumdnTvnes wazyinli
FINUIFANY) BNFDYINTU AITIHINY T Lazn1IFaITAdANTATINY Ndsnananis

[ =

Waguuwlasmuauiineiinamansvaesin waAnauiRnaesuLswawessn

2.6.3 madsuanwvssnnvdaamautAnsiumeusudouvasiu

wilutlagusdlifinsfnulafsriunansenuannisidenaangvessinity e
Auaniinsiunusadeu ileminamanisaliinisiasuiidwesiuainsniy azding
Wasuwlawisianaaiyivlnvessin egiiiudu waznisgosanisvessin 4
AniaNTRAfevessniiv Tnslemzideiuussis Wesniilesdesaasagiiumnyinlvau

v =

gninzuazinnsianane uiedslsAnmdalififeyanis@nwinavessndifivuinidn uay
NaINNIseaA BT Tanuguananaiy (Wumsldasiaimdniuiia uazniswng) 4
Afeusdinduilddnufmansznuanuiinasin @gnesuisoglusuvese
biomass, RAR #38 root volume ratio) Iuéjmﬂmamﬁ’aﬁwé’ﬁ’uLLsaLﬁawaaﬁuﬁﬁsmﬁﬂﬁ
Bus woody species (Yildiz et al. 2018) LLazﬁ%éjanﬂ herbaceous species (Mahannopkul
andJotisankasa, 2019; Mickovski'and van Beek, 2009; Wu et al. 2021; Karimzadeh et al.
2021) IngfluAfioaiy funtsruusniinaninagiiniuuduseinni Geusadeugsga
fannnin) fiaumien (ductile) snnnuagiiiveies (ditative) Migenit winaaindiuru
yosUsuasnny luarusaTvuiiaulagnsinunaainnisiasyiivlavesiyle way

= aa \ Y ::4' o = ! = s A o
ﬂqﬁﬁﬂ@qmuﬁﬂﬁjiﬂ,w@}g\‘]LUUIUV]ﬂqiaaqﬁlm?%@\T5qﬂLu@\‘i"\m ﬂﬂ’ﬁIﬁu‘Wﬁaﬂ"ﬁLﬂULﬂ'EJ'JSUEN‘llI

U

[
=~ k% 1

Suauintu wilWiagmsulasanwiiau nanellutennaimlanlugaiunisalnnazlan
SouseranszynuLazaunnluiineiaduuinau (Jolly et al. 2015) ANENIFANEULAEIU
NUHUARNYINANTENUVOINTS N NTUAZ NS AT ATTN YA N T#RIUAIVDITIN NS
WaguuUanaaudanisdinameans wagn1skasuusavasiiu @y Vergani et al. 2017 Tuly
guiu) JagUudilifideyanssamivdrminvg)r sunaseniifidulevemefiguiuuns
Wuls MsUdsuLUamenginig (mueny) laznisaaeimuand1siuinldvesaliuas
auldl dregradu sinndiduleludnsiasyiiulalunuisaises awludsluisnuuinay
\Wedeigaumedndudusinlivesdiuld (Cutler et al. 2009; Roumet et al. 2016) lins1y
U dl a v 1 1 £ 74 o U U = 1

HAYDINTAANBAIVDITINTAADINN TN (1Wu TWUY) waznisldansidniuie (au ns
o v o & A N vaa o v w & a o d' v

Mdnyivileinnsiuisunisliniu) serdeuusaiowesiuilgniliesainvindeya
TneilnuAneidenlaesuisdemauesnisasaiule sen1sildsuudasegreiidudAgyaes
ANANURANITTULTIAIVDITIN (WUNI1TANYIVEY Vergani et al. 2016; Kamchoom et al.
2021) ke Zhu et al. (2020) WNHUNIATIVIANANTENUIINNITLDIAAIUUDITINNYH DG

o & a Ao A Yy v w ¢ . | '
iULLiQLQ@uGUENﬂu‘Vlllﬁ']ﬂWﬁUGU'E]Q‘thJumuwuq Symptocos setchuensis I@UW‘U’J'] H1NANIN
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40% vosrdssuusudouguaaiifiugatunnaniis azanamdsngndadduiung 17
LﬁaﬂmﬂmimﬁaugﬂLLUUsuaamsﬂ’wmsmﬂﬁﬂﬁznm (breakage) \un1saausen (pull-out)
LA¥NNTAAAIIEY Young’s modulus 91nNstesaaieda winelunsmaaeudldldauau
Usinmihlufuedsauysal fadunginssunisdunsadouasinannussiaiiluiu soil
matric suction wagnsgesamevessIniiy Jslilansafiansanuenesnainduls wagdslid

A ! !

NSNEMINANTZNUIIN NITYOUFAILVDITINNTADAT dilatancy LHOIINAIFITULTIADU

Ao o ]

shear-induced dilatancy §adungfnssuvesiuiafgy dmwalnensamoUIuusIngoee

o

[ Y]

Mdefulsulougean wagn15men dilatancy TuAunils iy (11w3deves Yildiz et al. 2018)
Walasuauaulaidusgnauan wanisuiaitviilaean lasaniznelduanssnuainnig

WulalaregpsaaneuedsINig

2.7 Ufnsenlusasise

Ufnsentuneslss Mycorrhizal interaction 1luufisevesmnudunusnadniw
syaeilela (fungus) Ausniias lnatdulovesilala (Arbuscular mycorrhizas hyphae) azi4n
W luwadwassniias was Ectomycorrhizas fiusznevlsmedulevesilslaasidnluiadasou

o

UShUatesIn usdauasias guanauiudunidieseusead (hartig net) anelutiu Cortex

[y

vouraasNiiY Inemnuduiussyninilsladusniivlandunisegsanduiuunnziionidu

4

luaas 159199700 AUV UL UYOINITUANLINIIINT Y wavainvesduld 7 &
Ectomycorthiza LT ugaulngjazdanumminiusesnisuanivussiniivgendndulsdid
Arbuscular mycorrhiza Taesandiiide Ectomycorrhizal %ﬁﬂmmé}’mmumqﬁaﬁqﬁu way
mavhlmAeuiAselunedleuni anunsoviefulunsdifudosinals
nszUILMITegamINealsUNanszUNN AUV TuAUdIUS LU I 87y
faulvaiasaiulslufiuiiniuduiusuuuiionendedu AM fung Tng AM fungi 2%
TfigldSuansems vasiiivaglinrsueuun AN fung (Smith and Read, 2008; Jiang et
al,, 2017) lnensAnwiludagiuiuduin AM fungi mmaaLﬁuﬁmmmaqha‘lmm (Chen
et al,, 2018); Basyal and Emery, 2021) wagviliaauudsussvossinifiudy (Chen et al,
2018)) Fsonaietestuauanysaivosnarad @ilowaglaa (MFA) wazammILALY
voadulewaglad (Page et al., 1971; Burgert, 2006) Tun1emssiudu AM fungi 8313150
LU?{auuﬂaaamamﬁ’ﬁmaaauaéwaﬁﬂfﬂé’ﬁzg WU N13TINAIVDIAU (aggregation) (Leifheit et
al,, 2013) dnwarmsinuiun (Auge et al, 2001) LAZN159YIUNUVDIUATISY (Chen et

al., 2019; Emmett et al., 2021) uagMsideNan NV INITAdIHanaAuaURA19TUY093IN
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Wy Aauaudiniwall Usunawaglaauaziniu) Al pUNNHURIAUY LavUIN
51mewstuAu (Solly et al,, 2014) AnnInvaeIINgaliunumadAglunIswUTRUVR TN
n1sUeeaa1sIn (Silver and Miya, 2001) Tunsail nszuiunstesaanssn (liiragldsu
NANTENUIINANN N INVIBaNMLINdoslABToU) Bnagnidsuuladlagnsiiu fautusiu
lupeaslsen waznsAnwinandlisiuinluneslseinanenisgesaanssin (Langley and
Hungate, 2003; Langley et al., 2006; Beidler and Pritchard, 2017; See et al., 2019; Jiang
et al, 2021) agslsfn Mndeyadisil nszurunsgosamesniildiunansznuainnnsg
Ifansinileniviivuaznisimn sudmansenuseanautiniedinamansvessin Galdlasu
NsANYI9E9AZLBYN

nsdnqAund AM annsaiAeundasianmuaniBinsaivesnnuazaniniinden
Tuiu Seorvdmasonstosamennluanmiindenads fiu i iafauuigiui Snsms
dovameuesiniilluneslsriluanuiivisesdnisinilidluaeslse FagiliiAaa
wanastunuandRnI@Inamans 1Y tensile strength Wag Young's modulus Wieusuiiu
UNUIMTBL AM fungi lunsdsnadensdesaaiesinuazanuidusanisdanamandd
Auatos Fslddudunsvnasaiodnmnisiuisundamstassevnaluguandiniedng
mansvessn laglddsnisvildanfivgevaate fie nisldaisalddndynsuazniswd g
el nitiAnnsidendanm uagvhmsFeuiisuseniesndid AM fungi uagzsinitlal

31 AM fungi Mislugissypznisiaseaulataznstaeaans
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ASAUUNITIVY

3.1 LHNUNIINAEDU
A1SANYINAINVBITINNYH DN UTUADUVDIAY LDNSLESULEDETAINAIAAULT

UregeaBuluiid azFuAUINAIUTI U UTZIN99NISIT L AULATOTINIBLA Y2

IS v v

A15LERUANINANNANTENUVDINSN M Az NSRS UAISLATINAATYAY 1neaziSuAUs 18

¥ o
wva A a v v A

N13ANwIAMANTANUFIUYDFRULAZSINWINUIMIAN S IINTUALTATIERAIRITULTURBU

Y2RUlUYIDIENLANANNUTDIIINAY wazAInNITalItugwiliiansFeuanIn Auauds
VNNEAMNLALTININVBITINAYITANGT ALY FINTANYITTMSIETUAINAINITAVR 95N
lnenstgdunsdlumasisen (AM fung) iiveuisidseanaamlunissuuseuasiadssnInees

a

AU.

=
f19799 3.1 LNUNITNAFRU

Soil Sample

Lateritic Soil
Test Lateritic Soil
Lateritic Soil with AM Fungi
with Bermuda Grass
and Bermuda Grass

Direct Shear Test 3 30 -
Root Biomass Y 30 30
Root Morphological - 35 root / treatment 35 root / treatment

Root Tensile
- 35 root / treatment 35 root / treatment
Strength

Root Chemical
- 30 30
Component

AM Fungi - - 7-14 root / sample
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3.2 YuaNvwaAzAU

Tunsdnenillddenvaiuesing wie nghunsn (Cynodon dactylon) dnsunis
NAADUY Lﬁaqmﬂmjwﬁﬂﬁﬁ‘mmjwﬁLﬁ]‘%ﬁgLauimlﬁﬁiuqﬁmﬂﬁﬁmmﬂ%fauuagmmﬂamju
(Skerman and Riveros 1990) ausnsza18dae rhizomes (EduldAu) uag Stolons (@16
mﬁaﬁuﬁuﬁaq‘luumuau) ImamﬂﬂLLWﬁﬂﬁgﬂ%’mLﬂwﬁﬂu’ﬁiﬁ%ﬁﬁmmﬁﬂﬁ@%ﬁmwﬁﬂGiaiaﬂ
(Holm et al. 1977) wazannsaunsnszaedldluiufisnagldognasing Wounsnszane
yngnudluluufimainues aenelfiAnanudemes uasgadonandald esminnismin

v I

Tinualuen Fedeyarzgnirusiueglugiudeya Global Invasive Species Database (GISD
2010) uazngiatidsruusnfuuuitedlusuiuiu shlingnlddmsunstosiunisgn
Anlw1gvoIntnfu(Faucette et al. 2006; Ng et al. 2014) TnglunsAnwni 1dvinnnsminu
waavighasuuuyaldifeuiigauldeaseivns Wussoznanssinm 1 iieuiiooyuia
TisnasgLavle

AunseUuRumien (Clayey Sand) Wufudianuasanuldlunaiggaiuvessyine

Ing Inglaniziiunaintunusssuen wasnuywdasnwu leeauilinegeuiian D60, D30

[
XY

wag D10 WNAU-1.90, 0.62 kag 0.15 mm fud1su (Jurvuadiafunivunaanninang
Judhwau 60, 30 waz 10 Wesidus) Fsamnsadunlmndu Aunsreniinisnsgaedfa
(well-graded sand) m1d ASTM D2487 lapaniauuzuvesaulzgnasdlilunisnei 3.2 agy
AaNURAUNE AR UagAullaggnUABUTIAIUVUIMIBUANINUY 1520 ke/m3 lunszuen
WaEANNIINALVIAHURUANENa1WYIIAY 90 mm nszuBNIAIEN 115 mm lagnaui

v a A a A 1 o a & Y o o a ¢ < ¢ o
N1SUASRAY FBLARNAUNTBUNIUAFINTIAWIN 2 mm dRutulunaudrfudfosiGusiin
WNzauinty 13% Lagumedn (optimum water content) wagvinasuasailugiuiu 5 du

enuuWiiunngu (23 mm) wieluldfeesiuiaineas Ineiuiaseninusiastuay

=

nyavieliiuRaseninstuduiaduilofeaiusesninstuiuunsn Wnadiegdufiurivun

e

o v = a v & A = a v 5%
@I 115 mm LLagllsljuﬂiyfﬁ'ﬁllvl,ﬂO\TWUHE{LHL@@UWNﬂ'J']llaﬂ 15mm Uﬂﬂ@mm?ﬁu’]@%@qu‘Uu

(%
o

Y
FUAUNYNUASA LIUIUNTTUDNFIRLNTLTINISNAHDUIIMILA 30 0819 Feavgnanalily

LSDULNIZLAY
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a A

A1319% 3.2 aguaaanURAuNg Aty

Parameter Value Unit Reference

Index property

Specific gravity (Gs) 2.59 - Specific Gravity test (ASTM D854)
Maximum dry density 1870

kg/m?
Target dry density 1520 Standard compaction test (ASTM D698)
Optimum moisture content 13 %
Dso 1.9
Dsg 0.62 mm
Dy 0.15 Sieve analysis (ASTM D2487)
Coefficient of uniformity (C,) 12.67 -
Coefficient of curvature (C.) 1.35 -

Chemical property

pH 6.5 - Standard buffer solution

Mechanical property (at target density)

Effective cohesion (c”) 1.4 kPa

Direct shear test (ASTM D3080)
Critical-state friction angle (d)cr’) 31 degree

Hydraulic property (at target density)

Saturated hydraulic conductivity. (ks) 1x10°" m/s Falling head test

= a 1 =

3.3 ﬂ'ﬁLQiQJUWI‘UIﬂ LAaZN178 86 a18ua93INNY

Y 1 aa = & Y 1 1 1< 1 v A |

Aaeg1andn1suanityriande 60 dreg199vgniuseanidu 2 diundnaes duusn
AUsUNIANEITN BT YLAUIATILIL 18 f19813 Lazdrunaasdiniufinwgnenisyon
AaN8URITINNYIIIN 42 AIeEs Inefiog1aiminazgn el ilusoumislieavesn1nin
ArnTsdlest anntumalulagnszaesnandnnumnisainnszds ngunnaviuas Usene
Iy Weatnzidemg1lasgivls wazvinisdnwmeasslutiafoudmnan Jn.a.2561 f
Wouungan Un.a.2562 lnguwussveznisasqivlnesnidudie 2, 4, 6 Weu (Muundige
Ju G2, Ga, G6 muaau) Felugieszeznaiiainarndudiggiuvesusewelne Jeamgl

N - | = = dy 3 3 ay = 1

wagsoTuegh 33 eeriwaidya uazisowniziissiuluszuuila denmaaiewmazain
Aaeg19azlasunawansialilosUseanal 10 Talueyniu wagsaunlviunfI8e19 @09ATsi0

dUanai
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v v A

vasnmauaulndeny 6 ey Faaziuviinsmnuazldansiadidaivialiun
#eene LieliAnnsgesaaeressin lngazvinnsifognsduiu 12 fegis widmnai
ogimilofiuAuimunsuluisdiiunadly lnewnlidogunsainiuliainuianssdeadu
srppian 15 uidl Gahdadnnaremauuiafu uasddeslidumantuszesna 3 $alug
'Ima%gumauﬁlﬁuﬂ'13L§s1ul,wumiﬂ§ﬂ’§maaLﬂwmﬂsﬁiﬂummmmﬁ'ﬂuvquLﬁaﬁﬁmi’%ﬁ%
Tnosemrinssurumamiindianun gamgfigeaaiidnisaatufiniinnudn 30 mm 910k
fufo 55 samwaldya ndsnnsenluiduszeyioan 3 92lua (szozanudn 30 mmain
AafudeszerdiFuAviniluneaey) Insnuimdsaninggnunliiduszezina 3
s Tunavuidfuremdimuagnintivdiaznanedudidn Ui 3.1) wdanuwnlngd
iaSaauarUdessegitiifusyevng 1, 2, 4, 6 uag 12 ey (hwvusdigewdu B1, B2, B4,

B6 Waz B12 mwasv) Wilednwinistssdaneussminfiaiiinainnismalml i 1aanasnge

R~
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Moving rate
=0.1 mnv/s

Control panel

Load cell

(Lloyd Instruments; XL.C-
0020, XLC-0050, XLC-0500)

Gauge length =
50 — 60 mm

Fix-end
mechanical grip

Universal testing frame
(TTR MUL-125)

JUN 3.2 WHUEIUEALATRINAHDU (TTR MUL-125) §1m3unIsnasaua i unIuLsang
YBITINNY
ANNSUNISIEEISAIANIUNT ALVNNIINARUNIVNA 9 F20819 Iaetdanltansiadl

Iwswnila propanil (N-[3,4-dichlorophenyl] propanamide) A tundudou 36% armin

'
a v o

TurhAdusvinazaly YSunailvae 2 ase nauddvuiildsaduld Taelnswidaddu

v v A

ansaiimdnafieilaiulnawnsnatsdmsunisiianiaiivlunisinensnssesdssmelng
wazndaanfiliarsiafimsnSaivunfiegng el dianfineinistesaansunssniiady
szeviaduniini sl As 05,1 wag 2oy (Muuadlgoidu HO5, HL, way H2
D) wagdwiuyndasgfidnvian s mduaslviansadl awvihnissntidunisias
2 A1 paendasiivhnisine Wedestulyldfuuianniuly

snitlivagou (hasnuduassinides) azgrifususmarnesnansvesiiogns @
auanlugag 40 — 130 mm) luudazdedhs TngihsntusmageunsiaiaAiaugumy
W39As Usinauwaglaauardnfiulusin lnensuensinesnaniu sienisseuwuuiden (wet-

. . ) %’ ) I3 1 v ) 1 )
SIeVIHg) wazihsnllurlusinaudusresnaiegetios 12 Hrlusnouyinnsnagsy
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M990 3.3 FYBLAYIIINITHIDYNNAFDU

TEST ID Soil Vegetated Growth Decay Amount
B Lateritic Soil - - - 3
G2 2 months - 6
G4 Lateritic Soil | Bermuda Grass | 4 months - 6
G6 6 months - 6
HO0.5 0.5 months 6
H1 Lateritic Soil | Bermuda Grass | 6 months 1 months 6
H2 2 months 6
B1 1.months 6
B2 2 months 6
B4 Lateritic Soil | Bermuda Grass | 6 months 4 months a4
B6 6 months a4
B12 12 months a4

3.4 N3IAAIAIIUAIUNIULTIAIVBIIINNY

sinfignutii axgniaudidliidudang faamiens 50-70 mm Tnsudagdauazsiodliid
maﬁmﬁmw‘%mﬁaﬁaLﬁamaﬁwzgﬂﬁﬂﬂmaau LLazLé’umu@uéﬂaNLaﬁngﬂﬁwmumﬂ
vaduihuguinataisvessinfignitluveaey (aauinaduiioglndiulaeviaes
419 warasanansthunads) Salagld electronic slide sauge f-ﬁ'ﬁﬁlé’mﬂﬂﬁm’mi’maﬁwﬁm
0.1 fl4 1.9 mm wazazdmdenirlunaasy lnaidenliaseunquiiegiaunniign desnnns
NAFBUMATLTIFILNULFAET uniaxial tensile test JwNAaoUT §M51L53AN 0.1 mm/s Fae
\A383 universal testing frame (TTR MUL-125) é’fﬂLLﬁNMgiJﬁ 10 waglddulduunuete
é’fm’mLﬁai’]aqﬁ’usquﬂmﬂl,t,ﬁuﬁ’u (Nilaweera and Nu-talaya 1999) A31u81IANA gauge
length vasuAagdIuaLiiA1 50-60 mm warliusIunsIALANASAY (20, 50 wag 500 N)
Jutvruaduinuguinaaiiotauseiiiatulusin Tnsnismeaeudl sinfiinnmsivanie
mfﬁﬂmmizEjﬂﬂé’ﬁé’u%lajgﬂﬁmﬁlmwﬁ msvagevagldiianlneiadeuseunm 5 undl oo

nilefa8g19570 lenaeannisnagaey snduazgniludaimingnass wazidiluesud
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gl 60 ssrwaided Wusseziian 24 Falus dWemArUsuanlusinianeunagnds
Mnegeu nunUsinanihlusinseninnsnaaeutugaydsliiu 5%
INNANITNAFBUNLS ANANMUAIUVIULTIFIVRITINTLANUAUEERL YIS INYIR

zansamuIUlANaNnIs 2.7

Fmax Fmax

(@)

Root Tensile Strength =

JUN 3.3 A79819MSNAFRUANANUNULIFIVDITINNY

3.5 mydadsunaglaguasaniulusning

515984 Leavitt and Danzer (1993) legnihailfiiednusunaneaglaauazaniui
fiagnnglusin laeldvdnnis nisMdnansusenavduvsdesnnouuadinirfniuesnaingn
TnsdufimdefotuasUsznauiiusagloa

a

ML INVFINNITNAFBUMIAILTIAY Fxgnauliurangamil 60 s waltea

Y

duszazinan 24 Tl wdafehlvuadumsasdon daimdnuennuislngldiageads
Sidnnsedndauusiugngs (Aausiugh 0.001 dadn3) deundasumsidnasdseney
Sun3d Tnesnusiaziegaazgnainiogunsal Soxhlet extractor fiflansazans toluene
99% uay ethanol 96% (2:1, v/v) 3un 700 fadans lrauseunndiunauaunsyiaion
e 12 $2lus ndaarnnisain a1sazans toluene-ethanol azgnunuiisig ethanol
YU 700 fadans uazlvirrudeunidiunauiguvniifuduszezina 12 42l Nt
drunaueanangunaal Soxhlet wazuddunauluihndufidulifussesnat 6 dalus &
dunaudetindunariilueuiigungll 60 ssmwaibea iWusvozinan 24 $alus Feuluds

uwtinvesdniunavivaglaaindest
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[%
[

Jumauseundunisidluvesdnivesnainsin tharunauldasunssuennnased

Usgnaua18uIna Uaun 700 4adans, sodium chlorite (NaClO,) 7.0 NSy, acetic acid

(C,H4O,) 1.0 Tadans waulid1iuni8ias aaniuwuuivan wazliainusau 70 896
a [ o 3 ¥ 1 ¥ g ) v v

wagea Wusveriian 18 971U 3nuud1sdukaunl8u1nau auliuwsielumiayu 60 891

waldea 24 Talus uddetaimdn laeuwmdnidalaredminvessaglaa diudmtdnves

dnfiufenassseninadmdnideladiviuneunount Ysunaveueaglaaiuaniiuazgn

WeulugUvesdanduhminsuduvessininagaey

3.6 N133AUIU AM fungi
VAIINNTNAFBUMAGITULTIAWRITIN VEIUYeeT NN ldiiomA1ns)
N15LeTeyAuleued AM fungi Tnaidensinuuug dmduninueas 1 wuiwns wazuyly

a a

4158818 KOH 10% (w/v) n1gluaisuziiy nvuzazgnUanienegdegiiideuinedasiu
S o v Y = a b o, o ! <
33y Andwimslinnuseunigumail 80 °C 1luan 6 9alus siayn JanazgALAUaN
nuzuilaglduriuy werdnsmetingu snavgndenduaslinuseuiigamgi 80 °C 1u
a1 2 Taluaiven1siiansaudnsinsasaiulaues AM fung Ingluasiduduasniue1isn
7115195 A ulnues AM fungi ATeuAaY (Giovannetti and Mosse 1980) 448731113
L3gLAulaves AM fungi AgN13IINAUID BVOITINABE198819 70314 T1nlun 1T

A9EN9LAYINY

3.7 NISNAFBUNIAISURSILADUNSTY

g nAuilUneaaumaIusudeou ludusnasdufunlidudrasundgniasy

(%

Mdawne iy wazaunsansgusialalaglifinasiimane Inguuunaaauusiieu (shearing
mould) HuuatduruaNgna19018lE 90 mm a1 27 mm 693U 3.3 uavdieg1aiuagn
TAusenTIgnNg kaziendIuuNeanaIndualaelilin lagszuruieu shear plane Ay

NzuzlTeann 30 mm NNEIAUVBILAAZNIZUDAVINEDY

D

aregeaulzgninlldluaiomegeunsadou wazduiminnseyiluwuifang
fpg19au Tuan1y K, condition nelagniizanuAuun® (normal stress) N1NN%UA LD
ANYDITNNTENINRINNUTTUFBE19RY 91ntuaideg1eRuldwdlulielifiag19dusn
% 9«{ I~ q.'/ (9 3 = o w 1 1 S £ [
A781 1WUSZEEIa1 24 F21U9 Na99NT U819l UNAZOUNALSILADUY PIEDRIING

N «:4' P . = vy Y ° o v %

LARBUTILUITIUASA 0.1 mm/min wWielidiauduiesnednsunisiiunluasen (fully
drained condition) #a3MNNINAZEULINIUESY FwtuTWIUTINTIgNaBURENYIRAUNAN
aan @dlivnn wazligosaas) UUSTUNURDUNNLA LAILENIINDINIINAUMENITIOU

Aunuulen (wet=sieving) kazthsnluudlutnauidussezinandssann 12:97%4 Lilam
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11783207 (saturated root biomass) TuvauzAs1nd uFIR181U1 nasandusinluaun

aaunnd 60 °C Wuszaziigl 24 F7lud e TausuadnlusInidus wagr1u1adin1nes

9 Y

$1AUIS (dry root biomass)

Bermuda grass

Vermicompost soil

Direct
shear test

Root
tensile test

5U# 3.4 Aegenszuannngay

3.8 N15AIIEUNINEDH

Y

NITATIENNIERAAIBNITUTZEUMATAULA NA NN AT At A8IB NN TIATIER
AULUTUSIUNIAYT one-way ANOVA Lagdln1sa9auyfgin Ho: Aafgvaanngy
o LA o A v oA a o i ° a v
Aegedlawiniy was Hy; legredes 1 @ NdALRaekivniY sleuviInTilAs18viaIe post
hoc Tukey's 3nYeyaikiiiniInTgaIenuUnG Tz UAMLLANANTEMINNGY, ANUANIT
YOUaa18989IIANITIUANA19NY (11 WosgsgIakulundw naslvasiadinndnane

A U n‘el' 215 a I A v o w aa A 1
wsan1swbil) uasnaansnleturggaiansanisdidedfynsadifidle A1 p < 0.05 wazaly
wUsUsruvesdeyadeazuantiiu Anede + AiAnsRaInAiou

NANTUIAMMNTURUS TN 1A MU TA 8N TIT A duUszdns andunus ine s du
(Pearson’s Correlation Coefficient) LitenArAuduiussenitamklsauaudmainaves
5101y IaeA17laan Pearson’s Correlation Coefficient azuansA1aglugesening -1 uas
+1 1ag -1 vanegfanisisiwdsianudunusiulunisauiuvanysal 0 nunedeiawdslad

L% v 6 = o = v L% [ d‘ U a
ANUANRUS AU wae +1 nunedeianusiianuduiuslumeuinwuuauysal n1sidwdsa
U o §w = A o 4 X A a o @ a X =
AMNANRUSAUlLNIIUIN nunedalauUsnilsiunioanas dnflUAdNAISTUKIDanAY
Tumafeaiu TuvazAnsismulsianuduiusiulunisauidu nuneds Wesuusainis

WLAU DndanUsedRemn19lun1ewsaiudy
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HAN1INAFBU AENUAYEITINNY Tudrensilagunlag

4.1 AMAITULIINIVBITINNY
nsasAulavawmalug 6 Weu dvwadusugudnatafsvess Ny 1.07

+ 0.05 Taduns wazdArmdesunsdaingy 26.05 £ 1.71 MPa lagvuiaidus1ugudnans

o w v

wagasiuTuintesluusazyi901g 2, 4, uaz 6 e druARdemMAWIUNIULIIRRE

1 o w

WNTUAIMeY (WU 17.5, 22.3, 22.7MPa#1-2, 4, Uag 6 LAl AuE1fu) §9nad1Anas
FIUNTULS PN NUYUDEININ UL 2-4 LADULATADUVIIAN bUTIE -6 LAY AIANSISY
s nughinuifiaregludawesnughiidusuusindes daunnuduiussening
o W W = o 1% 1 4 [~ o 1 [

Masuusadsivswndusuguinasnastuldauaumsenigs (A R2 > 0.6 Aauans

Tusuin 4.1) TngnuitAmmdedulsenaginnuduiusiuiavnndusuaudnaiasnuag e

o

Nypgnelitedfgy (p-value < 0.001) TAgMaTULSIAUDITINIENAARA LN BIUIALE UNIY

AUENAYRITIALINTY

4.2 Ysuougaglasuazaniulusanne
vsinaneaglaainsaanulusinfivtses guivla dardeudnaundsuazeglug

17.5-70.6% ghuusunaantunnuiiedesnineaglas da15enind 1.0 — 37.2% sauandly

o v

JUN 4.1 egszeginainisiasyiivlziinareuSinanvagladiavaniuegraiidaddnluaig

o

[
| 1 3 o

TENINYIBY 2 WWoukay 4 1nau (p-value < 0.001) FedanAnBITUNIIHNNTUVDINET

AUNULIEIN 4 iow uslinunisiudsullamaann 4 iheu feusuiaveavaglaad

=

mmé’mﬁuﬁ‘wsmﬂﬁuﬁ’wmmLﬁuﬁiwu@uéﬂmwmﬂﬂ (5U% 4.1a) wiUSuudntuLnuazky

[
v 6 U v =X

fanuduiusivauaduiugudna1asniae (U 4.1b) Asidadumeualiasulainmas
Suussiadiauduiusirenseiudsinaigaglad (U 4.2) uiriudsuudasuiuyiseny

voeiy lngnuitnengieyavdmanselnnuduiusilesseninmasiunsafeiuigaglas

=

(Wu G2 3UN 4.2) wagludeegundu (G4 uag G6) Usinauwaglaaiuiaisulsemaae

o w

AMNENRUSAUREITEd ARy (p-value < 0.001 way R? = 0.34)
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0o | (@

Cellulose content [%]
2

Lignin content [%]
&

- »
o o
[ R~ |
204 29-2!’0 oo vevtl
] o y
d R B9~ 0
00y 0.2 S0a 06> 0807 1.2 TV TLE 1.8 20
160 AN S\ A . Hd O, 2 - —'4
() 5 G2 |
1404 s <= G2 fitted ling
) ! & G4
o 9 === G fitted line
s ¥ ®  Gg
=" I 0 = GG fitted lina
£\
% \
§ 801
frary
(7]
@ B0
2
s 91
=
s [ = .
ul T T 13 T T 1

00 02 04 06 08 10 12 14 16 18 20
Diameter [mm]

JUN 4.1 aAnudunusszndng (a) Ysanauwaglasuas (b) Usunadniiu uaz (c) Adsdu

w39fe Avvuadurugudnaesn
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160
G2
140 - ——- G2fitted line
=y o G4
% 120 A —.- gg fitted line
— O — (6 fitted line
£ 100 -
g
@ 80 -
-
et
7]
o 604
2
o 40 -
20 -
0 T T T

80 .90 100
Cellulose content [%)]

JUN 4.2 AEUAUS 52T NNATULSIRIRUUTINauYagladvadsn

L% =

Adesuuseaslugsdesaanediaiiaziinmuduiusfuauad uruaug nanana
aun15eNMIAY (UM 4.3) MasSunsindlnglafeayanannilsygelianaInTseesaanguedsn

Ty lneavanas 30% waeUssuial 17.27 + 1.83 MPa wianasuly 12 ieu

o v w A

VRIRINNISWN (SUT 4.4a) ueilugaegesaansuassinnslioasadlindndaiy Adasunsewe

o w =

anasnnegelidediAydloieunasma (p-value < 0.001) ANz UIUNTEDEAAIBUD

IINALLANAINY 1ALIINNITANBINHIULINUINNIAIS USIAIVDITINANAWNED 50% LY

[

LaUszanm 1-8 U %unusuﬁml,azamwimaiau (Watson et at.11999; Zhu et al. 2020) w#
TumsAnuiiussinazfiulufisnvesivldfusi (dunis@nwives Vergani et al. 2016
way Zhu et al. 2020) A9HNLIU SINVDINY Picea abies UATGITULIIAIEAAAT 50% 1HI91A
nstlesaanevesniuszezian 8 Y (Ammann et al. 2009) lumsinwinuimgiinns
dovameiiini nailesmmdniianuunnseiuldiudy wmsevghisniduszuusn

Hog HYuIAEUHIUALENANVRITIN ANuNEYedTIn wazdInUsznaungluiiowe uwaneng

[y

fusinvesliiduiu warsinvesliidusuaziimaasyivlauuuniegilaeveeiioanniwu

v ™~

TenueIgNuIntu luvaensndesveaaliiinsasgaulawuul dailvsinuienin &

NUNRIFUNARDUSUIMTUINNT YT e A UR AN ULUATILS 8UINNILASND IAANTTE DY

v a o A g J ey v
amamaﬁu@daummmLiamﬂwumu

9
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160 -
(@ | o c6
| — G6 fitted line
_ 140 g
(1] A ~ ~ B1fitted line
Q. 120 - \ A B2
= — — B2 fitted line
= \ A B4
£ 100 - \ ——- B4fitted line
o)) \ O B6
c -~ B6 fitted line
q‘_) 80 - \ ® B12
= AN e B12 fitted line
o 60 B
[
S 401
-
20 A
0 - . . . , y . ‘ Y
00 02-.04-06|/08/10 +2 14% 16 18 20
160
' (b)| @ G6
140+ —~—_G6 fitted line
e & HO.5
& = = HO.5 fitted line
120 - H1
= _O_ H1 fitted line
A & H2
5 100 + +sees H2fitted line
‘D:') i
o 804
: 1
L :
o 50
2" 4
@ {
'- ]
20 1
0 {

00..027 04-/06" 08 0 12 .14 16 18 20
Diameter [mm]

JUN 4.3 ANUAIRUS TENINMEITULS RN UTUIALEURIUAUEN A9V NN MERN

(a) Mamigd1 waz (b) nsldansiasinadndany

dlafteunaanmawntu snluiuenanieasesiedng Wesmnliansawiadiule
sold Memsduasziuaindwitogmienuiuly (rdsmanauiu) uilumemsediu ns
Idansndimdniviia s1nassoulesIngy N1sanasesdssunseiasn aunsaesuelacg
AuauUdnaaINnIsaatefiivesasusenaulusiniiy 1wy waglaauasdniuy YT
waglaavzanasdudasiiegnaiidod dymdsainnismevesiiv (U7l 4.4) Zhu et al. (2020)
IeteSunedaidssunsiefianasuesninliududosanmsanamesSinaeaglaa B

n1sanasvewaglagidainuunnesiunsAnwil nanfe dn1sanauiies 8% vaaUsuiu
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waglaanaaansuly 3 wieu Tuginisgesaanevassiniiy S. setchuensis wilun1sAnwil

USinauaglaaazanasegaiitdeddyi 6 weundinniswma (5U 4.4a) uagh 1 oy

LYY

naan1sldansiadl (3UN 4.4b) USunauwaglaanuinianuduiusuusunduiuaunnidus 1y

Y

AUENA193IN (5UN 4.4) druvSunadniudunuhlifienuduiusnddeddyiuunaduniy

o

a

@uéﬂmﬁfm (5U7 4.1) TunsAnwfnuan miamawaaﬂ‘%mmmaq’laauazaﬂﬁuﬁﬂﬁsfm
2aUMIAY WAIUSUIUANRUNANAIFINANTENUTINANUNIAISUKTI A9LB8NINTI@NUTOELARN

TaluY29528EndvaINSLa8aaufIVaIIIN

100
. Riedl
1 itted line
. 3
itted line
T 801 | A B2
1A - — B2 fitted line
= 704 - . A B4
g o -~ B4 fitted line
= 60~ 0o B6 '
S —_——— gngmed line
. ' n
y P01 € SR RN N T~ |- B12fitted line
2] 3
9 40
2 30
(]
O 20
10 A
0 Ly » L) " ¥ T T T
0.0 202 |04 10.0 081D~ LD 40 T /118 w29
110 £ | & |
® G6
100 1 e G6 fitted line
<& HOS
— 0904 - =~ HO.5fitted line
2 H1
= 80 ~ — H1 fitted line
‘E H2 ] )
o 701 ° «»s+» H2 fitted line
£ . ‘
o 60
Q
o S0
172]
O 40+
=
® 30 4
O 2
10
0

00 02 04 06 0.8 1.0 1.2 14 16 18 20
Diameter [mm]

g‘l] 4 4 ﬂ?ﬂﬁJﬁﬁJWUﬁi“’W’ﬂ\‘iﬂi%ﬂmL%ﬁﬁIﬁﬁﬂUﬂJuqﬂLﬁUNWUﬂuﬂﬂaﬁﬁiﬂﬂﬂlaﬂﬂﬁUﬁ

%8991n (a) NsUgd1 waz (b) Msldasiadinidn vy
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4.3 Y9N15L3YLAUIAVBITINNY

AALAUYNULSIAIUBITINVEUNTN C. dactylon finsrainenld daneglutiswes
sinvguiuu fibrous grass roots (wu sInvesfivdldlyfigBudu (Comino et al,, 2010)
et al. 2010; Loades et al. 2013; Boldrin et al. 2021; Wu et al. 2021) agslsinuA1AI
AIUNTULTIAIE ARV fibrous grass roots SENINW YA ATA18WUT TAIIULANG191Y
M0g199U Boldrin et al. (2021) WuIAIANUATUMNULSFsgegaiianlliAy 40 MPa Tuna)
ausdafinuldialulumgndssdatueglsy luvef Comino et al. (2010) wuiiaau
AUNTURSIFIFIFANINTY 365 MPa dusutivaneiugadiewfisadiu usegnslsinu giaves
GummLa”umu@uéﬂmQﬁmaaU‘LuiwmuﬁﬂmamfuﬁﬂmmLmﬂamﬁ’umm uaziilofiansan
Prvumduriugudnarsiivinfutiunisdnid (e 0.1:1.9 mm) wudiAraudumy
wssfsgeaniilannnsdnuddanlndidsatuntafnuivas Boldhin et al. (2021) uay
ANUFUHUS TENTNAIUA UM ULTIAIAVVUIALE WA UENA19TINYDINY s C.
dactylon 18ulUmusUiuvresaNnsenidshnauiidnasnutaslfainnisAineidea fiorous
roots (Mao-et al. 2014) Inaanudumiusilifianufsndastuisnsividlisndesaansly
s (@ raasuiule vietisdesaane) uwiogslsimududinsuinsusualad
AnlnatAss (fitting) lausaldoBuramuduius sEBINAMUAIUNIULTIAIAUTUIALEY
Wugudnanssnidianaly fiegiadunisAnuiitugiues Botdrin et al (2018) uansls
udnnnaiunusisivrmduRuguSnass nvesldBudi 10 aeRusinandraiu
warifiuiudinogluungionnauuusvguresglsuililfdulunusuiuuvesaumssnida
fnau uidimsnesuisld et uvesaNnIndadu visaunaiardmas uazaindeya
MsAnwInUIIgULUYRIEINSEnMAsARaUEl A d s AvE nasAmun coefficient of
determination (R?) g9and 11 UN1383U18ANUTUTUS TENINAMUATUNIURTIATUIUIN
Lﬁumu@uéﬂmﬁﬂmm C. dactylon

Arwdiiusssria i unulssRstusaduhugudnarsniud sundudy
arwduiusfignaulumsfneikiudinaisnsaesviglddedinlsenounaedifieg melu
LﬁaL?TaﬁuaaifmﬁﬁmmmLﬁumuqusfﬂawmﬂ&i'm6‘] (Genet et al., 2005; Zhang et al., 2014)
Taviamzivduduidudnilng uifsneznudoyaiidaudeiu lag Genet et al. (2005) wui
mmé’mﬁuéiwdwmmé’humuLmﬁqﬁwmmLé’umuquﬁﬂawﬁguLLUiﬁummﬁ“ﬂuiwﬂﬁum
W P. pinaster wag C. sativa Wi Zhang et al. (2014) lanagoudy P. tabulaeformis &3inm
wuwnlteuduiusiusundiuiu uazlfeuneiermuduiusiuusunduiusy ity

AUMULSIRTUTIAEUR T UAUg N uAnINdnsduvesdniunazivaglaaiansag

WoTINIAMUAUILINTY LAZIINNANITANBINY NI TUNTNUIT ALAIUNIUL TSR SIS
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Unauwaglagaranmaniionnivwialngiu Ssaenndestunisfinuves Genet et al
(2005) wAvSIawesanduldfinnuduiusivunvessn Tnesnvemgiulifiiede
secondary xylem 3alalflu o1f o7 1 ulUA AT uwuuR ¥l dudu (Cutler et al. 2009;
Roumet et al. 2016) uarfaudlunisnuiusinadniufusuadusiugudnanssinaglaid

ANMUFUNUSATALIUL WidinasaAaLTRN9TINamIans (Niklas et al. 1992)

q

AUAMUNIULTIPINT A UTWANTI UAZNITUNNTZANINRUILUUYDITINAQYIUNTA

¥
o o

C. dactylon vilsiigwiiniidngnirluldaumeiuiemnssudmsvauusulsnuningu

Y

TAUAUAIUNIULTIA AT INALABIA UAIYRINY Chrysopogon zizanioides L. (Me]1uin; ;
(Mahannopkul and Jotisankasa, 2019;-Mickovski and van Beek, 2009; Wu et al. 2021;
Karimzadeh et al. 2021) Bal@$uamisnegianievinslunsmununisiaezuagnig
Snwnaissnmvosainiu lugdaauneurasidiundou (National Research Council
1993) uarsINAWITansadNkA 3-5 m (Hellin and Haigh 2002) wingj1unsn C. dactylon
Fusisindnldiiu 0.5 m (Ne et al 2013) WagsInuwsn3za onuanyy 5119317 812
ungnszangldsanss UnaauRaauldd (Nords etat. 2008) Fevilsmgunsntumnzas

Ausunistestunisiaeziafuandrnluaun

[ ]
=

A1SLERUASITULTIANURITINLDIIND LTI NNINTY. dnalnsaesurglaan 510

o w

fongunTuavdvsinugaglaalasaniuiiuuniuegnilied1day InennsAnwfsiuan

WUFITNH 8T TAIIUA UM IULITIAIIINRAUYBITI AN UTU 1H8931N818 INTLR UTY

(Dumlao et ali2015: Foades et al. 2015; Boldrin etal-2021)-Tagn1s@n®Inuin n1s

'
a

L‘Wllsi‘wﬂENﬂ’.]WN@T’]UVWULLN@Q%@QSW?’I@WNEJ’]Equ’mﬁ‘IALﬁUNaiﬂﬁﬂﬂ ﬂ?iﬁ%ﬁm“UENL‘UﬁQIﬁﬁLLaz

Antliu ATTUNIRLVLYDIAURALAIINAIUNIUUT IO THYTLANATY edenndasiuns

[ '
= 1 = a a I

WinduedalideddgyvesuTuiangagladuazAntuiil ooy WY uTW uazaenad oy
a ¢ a = - ~ ¢
duuAgIuYeINIsAnwInH v lu 090y TN YA IINarans (Dumlao et al. 2015,
Loades et al. 2015, Boldrin et at. 2021) wagfivuiiindiagueassniilaasananduiedfiu
WA 918U8951N1ANA1AY TnednAmunliegvesiivdanviniuenguessin (sauluis
AasanURmuNsEsuiNGe) dwuiivndongliunn (Wuasann 4 1hew) wazdmSuinieny

WINNINTY MSATYLAUINYRIT NIV LagnSWAsULUAIURITIN 1EAIHANTENUADBYYDY

SINLARLIIN
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4.4 %799N1580aAYVDITINNY

o v w A

N3AAEHIVDITINNGIINNTITATLAT AR TUNBUAZ NN deraliialm

FIUNMIULTIRIT0ITINaNa99E 19l Bd A 1nea1nA1sANYITINIULINUIIAIIUAIUNIULTIAS

[
= o a

99951Nanaas 50% gluianusyuna 1-8 U Junusianazanizlaesau (Watson et al.
1999, Zhu et al. 2020) w@lun1sAnwinuINinnsdasaalsMsinIndiosanieildnaaau
Juitgne] walunis@nwiduudnazyadulufisinvesialddudu (unisfinwives

v

Vergani et al. 2016 wag Zhu et al. 2020) wago1aldlaRansuniesnvesiangadissuy
<, o ' | = . . = v = o

s JUIINEBY AIBE1YU SINVDINY Picea abies HAINUATUNIULTINIANAS 50% NEI91N
nsgovaateveIsIntiuszeenal 8 U (Ammann et al-2009) LaEANULANAIIBEINUINYD
AaNUANaTINaATdRsTRITINHivgasdaasznang Wy liEudy (lunis@nwiiienuun) fu
fvvuaanuiangndsimdussvunndesy unisfineidl) Wunasndnvazvessiniiad
LANAINAY LU muwmé’us«'m@uénmwawm ANEULYa9sIN azaulsgnaunigluiilote
Ingsndeeiignradeulunisfinulfivnnauinil 2 mm luvasnsinvesieldduiusening
Y19 seogaanslunISAEN YN ANILLY TVUIAGLAUINIT 1T mm bANdWINAI 10 mm (WU
NMSAnwIUBY Vergani et al. 2016; Watson et al. 1998; Zhu et al|2020) dagsinvasiialel
A v oA = a a v P o ~ X a

gusunIzlinIsiasymulneannIeA e (SN aueenkndy lurasnsndeeues
welldinsLaseuiulanieenudng vilrnasifawde uuUasaneaevaasnmuangtesndn
weldfEugiu (Cutler et al. 2009; Roumet et al. 2016) tanalu 51071U19n3198TUwI L ULNY

v o 1

NYPULRLAANTUNNTU LLBINTNUNRIdURERDUSUINSUINATY AN TAFUNA AULUATILS 8130

a

aviiTiniidufeovaaennuazieliiinnisdesaaosve duviing lneamnylassadnomis
18NN B1E KaBN1IEogaAIEYaI IMUAAz TN U Ui Unaeiase W Yuedury
AuENa199IN B1msludu lassasaen wagUsunaqaunidlunasisyluau (Presitzer, 2002)
TngUsunaudiunislsznouadl (9u USuaanudutuuesnsuautazylulnsiau) uagnis
melavesfia ausnesurenstseaattvasInddvmdnld (Prieto et al. 2016; Roumet
et al. 2016) uazhludufiviugauliidnionanveingniuniuananmuandend sl
Aanslinsnenseg1einds wigiulanazsnsnismelavesiionsimds suluds

anunsaiiansgesaaglasinsuduiu Tumendudu siuglddudussiidnuaznisaigyiuls

I A

71 v 91gdueAY uazderaanglatiosas (Roumet et al. 2016) uarsnfegiuvie

sruuilnAfyiinTsinees dinvgiiansdevaaeiigandulelieuiiguiusniiegdnnimie

Y

szuuiitAawuuUn (Prieto et al, 2016)

219N15808FANYVDITIN AIUATUNIULSIAIILTAMUFUNUS LUTHNRUAUIUALAY

[V o

HuAugnanesn Insauduiusldngnnulunndeswarsinvealddusiu Tunsfnyifiniu



a4

1 (Boldrin et al. 2021; Mao et al. 2012) nMsaangfivessnlidmansenudAgsozusig
YUFULAIANUFUTUTTENTNAUAUN LRI VVUIALTUR A UGNA931N Ueidsuali
duldsmnuduiududusanadlunnauiavessn fedeissiusansdnwves Zhu et al.
(2020) fidnwsnvesiiy Symplocos setchuensis Fadulddugu
INMTANIMUNILITIUNTTY wazAnwIUITeiuuImuin nan1sanuifu
VAN IULINTILARIHANTENUIINANMANITLDLARBUDITINGDNNTAAAIYDIANLAIUNIULTY
fa Saudilunununiinnen efnvlaesiufiduliiui) dnmegeunistosaaisves
snfiranaungiunnsisiuvesnsmevessn uilifinswssuifisuiusgiedaiou uay
nsAnwdLIInIgAnwnsteraaesvessnfitliitusy uazliinsfnwvilaiifiansands
waﬂszmmﬂmw%’wqﬁuﬁ nMsasuuUasfinuiievininasnssy Aduadefivlivuindn
viong wun1siannafimiatufivnaznismavien wadamiSesiiiuazniswidsuila
anninuiudullgmiialanlfanuadlaioninesennsandoumenansenuiiliae
Aatuaniou Uolly et al. 2015) waziinnsinwisnfio Afnwwaannswilvl nsdesaans
V83310 deRaN RN TINAMmEanILAZNTaTURSIbUAL LY N15AnYIYeY Vergani et al.
2017 A AnwIn15anaeveammiuLLsA s nuar A asudAnslasuid ulanavesdiu
wdeannlallngiite Pinus sylvestris 71 woodland Wlussazinan 4 T wusaamusnumuLsds
YOIINNIAAIANALLUADINEY 24% VBITINVEUZEITTIN LLaﬂumsﬁﬂmﬁsmmmmﬁﬁLLWiﬂﬁgﬂ
wWSiaadumuLsIivanadiaeaie 30% Tunandios 12 Wewndminniswnah
AUATUNM ULTIRIYBITINVTIAING NN suintulutssnuazanasluaaisonn
TneAudunIuLsfa iasunlasseninaafisnieladnisinauelag Watson et al.
(1998) Tusnveaiiy Kunzea ericoides Mduited udy wuirmudaumiuussiaing uly
F29U3N 27% waganasotsrilug 1N seesdateTes N gITUTuMsAnuT Taenis
uTureInus UL i andanadune 2 Weu es C dactylon dnansaesune
I§shenmsgadsnmidiunessinuaaTvafmeddurugudnas Ssaonadosfuauufigiu
fids3neuniillae Watson et al. (1998) dwiusinuasity K. ericoides warnsanuivos
Boldrin et al. (2018) &w5usInvaIy Ulex europaeus wagn1sAne1wed Wu et al. (2021)
d@mSune C. zizanioides LLazwami‘wmaaULLamﬁaﬂﬁamawawmmLé’umuquﬁﬂmqﬁ 1
FoundmInnsng anuduLssisanasuduaiasi Seisaunfgiudieluil To
1. arwduusssfai st udennisdiunadinsassuadunitugudnans 4o 2.
nsvvIunstosaanefiinnddiielufuilisnseusias way 9o 3. Amnuduniuuseds
Farmadl (WUl 6 Wou uay 12 1iew) Lﬁmmﬂﬁa@jagﬂéaaamdﬂLaaz waeisailedod

fanununiudeTInIngs (Wu snsdunsueu-lulasiaugy) Judedldsseznaruutuite
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dovameiiioifemani desdudesiimsdnudeluifieotusudoaunigiud Tnunismaaeui
Tszornansdesamefionuundidnuil
msldansiedmdatsiivilisngsunaiinindefisufuniswmen dregiumu
M&I9IN 2 IFBUTeINITAANRIYEITIN AMNFUYNULTIABITINTignasiaiiie 54% ves
sinfunlnd uagsnignansiafierlaifininfisduvesaudumuusaislurausninilouty
sndigrusnlugl uazvunaduriugudnanssnlifinnsiasundas unnsstusiniigumnlvsl
Fevnadurhurudnansdideuluanaviliianudumusssfaiutu Hollis et al (2019)
wuAaFunudnaanas (f1ds u 9esiavane) lusinves Spartina patens LAuTnlufd
vuil oudvarsiadiintuiie atrazine winasfnwag s ulufuafivlufi ufigau 1ald
firsandaUinameiaifivinlinenienistesansvessnaiuszevia mafinwwensi

dld 1 U

598 n19R IO UNAIINETAT AN R TR AT 6 DA IUA UM ULTIR IV 931N U7 A&
LsgLiule i"nﬂﬁgﬂ&iaaamamﬂmﬂmmﬁﬂLLazmﬂﬁﬁmimﬁﬁﬁmi’%ﬁm ‘?fﬂﬁ’llﬂ&jﬂ’]iﬁ]’]&l
LAzt ogdaAEIeITINAILANG Y Lo 1ndhuaiBenalnunnsng ﬁﬁﬁiﬂ&jmimmazmi
dovampilenvein LarNansEyUaInlfesINTLaE T UR UAIINARYDITI A G RRIGE
129588z kALl (Swezy et ali 1991; Vergani etal. 2017) 'iﬁﬂﬁsuﬁasﬂu%uﬁu?;uu I

anusodwmalpeaswilisinaie ewingamalas kagsinfegdnaslunddlasunansenu

ol

(%
a

MnAudsmefiAeduans munduiy dsadennauAiBnanmnisiilvanme uagd
mIdstulamosnnuiunIusssien uenaini sumgiiganenismvgiiilugnig
auidsa miilufuuaysn dHldanfiinnsesaudnas wagiasdsauduniuisds
93370 sivunsInlufiuenanneatetsdn esanldamnsnas gravlaneld 11anns
fuasgiasnduiiegmienuiuly Gaulndoumin) uaznsunludersdwansgnuse

duidinlufuiiviwmiandudgesamedunieingluay (Yugseaaiasn) 3naumngias

9 Y

v v oA

LAsAYNLAAIINAITEALNAL (Certini et al. 2021) WATUNIIATIVIN NISITASLAT AR TN
o YA 3 1= 1 a ‘i’ ‘g’ = = U
o1V lrnsdum e leeluinansenunen1en s oRuLaLLBLEeVRII N (WSsuiguiunig
Viliuwnsann1swalugl) Vereani et al (2017) Talvwuzinin nsgseaatsann1siwlwdf
woodland 511328 UKaTIALSININAINASAR LT LAULAYY weagrlsAnuniIsiSauliiau
SEPININBRNTIaNY waranunanwianaenuldaiusalseuisunulaegetmau Tu
L’%‘aqmmﬁmmmmﬁqﬁamawé’qmﬂQﬂI‘V\ILm warnN1sAnwTulUiInITAIRnNITal S0
douneasnnstesdarsiuiiugudmiunisiiansanaintuduionaiansineizuaziu
padluanfusiy dregadu Faszeznafidanudululineaiafuaaueglugae 3 § 20
) ) ) PRI YRS ~ o YR DR YR a 9 v
U wdsa1nnssinli@eivatenuguesiy (@ wsuivliudu) uasladududanngen wiii

Usunaniudadudinisudnnvinlimdafunay (119991nn15anaduad matric suction Tuf)
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=

uinsiiasandsteyadufisnidu (Sidle and Bogaard 2016) wagnaanmsanwiild Aesin
ITIULBAINSININNTINIMAZNTIATUaNSLATATR Y wazsnudtaiafuaziiniulanenis
fanendrannianiouiuiluiufisniuasidateiy Swnsadlugnsgnimezuas
Nananeve9a1nfu (Alexandratos and Bruinsma 2012; Fargione et al. 2008) LALAIThY
asindindntafivasiilianfuandoefosnmiitu Qudiaieu) uazanuduniuussis

< 1 1 =
99951n2zanawsIn (ured)

4.5 N1TAATIRANUTUNUSTENTIRIRUIAIENURVRITINNY
N1576AT1ERANFUN US SENI A AN TRg 19 9 Faesnnvadunisiaeldan

duUszans andunus nesay (Pearson’s Correlation Coefficient) L 8 Use L UL AU

o o & o a ¢ &
ANMUFUNUSTEII9RLLUS NaﬂqﬁqLﬂiqgﬂLLaﬂﬂlﬂumfﬁqﬂu

A15199 4.1 NaN1ISIATITIAN Pearson’s Correlation Coefficient

Y ‘, 5 i
Root Tensile Elastic Cellulose Lignin | Breakage
|

Pearson correlation | I ‘
| diameter strength modulus | content | content strain
coefficient 1 | 1 ‘ |
" (mm) | (MPa) | (MPa) | (%) | (%) L)
1] | |
Root dRIEEer by b ! LR ORAIONON, (£ oho P05 | 0.6
& = e BER AT AR RO AL A ANEY /D2 A LA F's ABA . BN, W 20N ' -
; T |
Tensile strength (MPa) | -0.61 ~TTTTIR o 0467 1TW0J! ~ [0.32
l Elastic modulus (MPa) | -0.68 0.70 | 7 | 0.50 ‘ 0.07 0.29
Cellulose content (%) =0:30 0.46 0.50 T - 0.27 ‘ 0.45
Lignin content (%) | 0.05 ‘ 0.11 0.07 0.27 - 4 0.13
A W W )\ & f——— Lo &
Breakage strain (%) -0.26 | 0132 | 0.29 0.45 0.13 -

10 v v =3

Nndoyafiuanslunis wuin auastAanavessniie Taslawzaidssunsed
(Tensile Strength) wazuagAadagu (Elastic Modulus) fanuduitusdsfuuasiu uagd
ANuduiusAvruIad s uaug nasvesInkasUIuaeaglaa auany neuTua
waglaatimnuduiusegsiifoddyfuAmegdadangu Amdaiunssia Anisiaeugy
nouYIn (Breakage Strain) warUUIALHUHIUANGNA19VDIIIN MINAIGU Tun1ensaiudy

o

UsunadntulilansanuduiusedsiitsdAymeatanuindsninisinluniseiinegng

1
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NANISNAGDUNIAISULSIRDUVDIAY TuY9n15tUasunUag

) a ]
5.1 Na"iﬂﬂﬂqilﬁﬁmuLWUI@]“U@Q‘JWWW“U
a o = a ! = = Y a o
weAnssuveINsTuLsudeulufudan asuandluguit 5.1 Falaeinly Auavianuue
Y ~ = . . . 1 Y A
YDIN1TUTIA LT 9991NAULATEA (strain-hardening behaviour) AABAYIIVDIAIIULAUT
1A3U (stress levels) wagyinliiinn1snafi1a89UsuIms (volumetric contraction) Tumnau
Suusaueu lngluvaeyansinsieiveuausuidauain Mohr-Coulomb failure envelop
WUI1A1 effective cohesion (c’) TAILMIAY 1.4 kPaway effective peak friction angle
(@,) TRy 28:2° wagguil 5.2 UaasiansiuSeuiisungAnssun1ssulssdeuvedauid
=~ | a a | d' = o a a ! A
Hvluraee1ensasaduln (au A 2, 4 uag 6 o) AungAnssurasiuila nuindaiy
WA ULUAIIDLTUA DY WAZIZHZAITLAR DU LULUIAY LT an191ngIndivlug 19013
iR ulakazauautAnisinamansnwa naiuluwsagiieglg fadinasiasyaule
melaanmianaputulounu IneldunsINszriwmsidoulazn1sAdounuuasu d@iulng
N o I a = = a 1 | & = 1% = | e Y]
Pzilanweadzilunau @lunsalaesnuiarazbiidu) dsmsaunutia auadinansnenansLuy
progressive root failure ¥id431AN158 UNAANTBN1TVINVBITINN VYU TULTIUA DU
(wazdenneInuanBENISHIUoIRUNTs NN ez naluA18uaY) FeddruvinliiAnaau
wUsUsUrestaya tardawiinvedianuuusuriuludeya wingfinssun1ssuusadouvesiu

nfisinfiafdulumuanuagues strain-hardening behaviour (Aauanslusuil 5.2a, c was e)

-]

n

Shear stress (kPa)

Vertical displacement (mm)

0 " L L L )
0 2 4 6 8 10 0 ) 4 6 8
Horizontal displacement (mm) Horizontal displacement (mm)

@ (b)
5UT 5.1 waAnssunsiuusaleuvesnulan (a) Afdsiunsataununisinfouilu
LUITIVVBINIBE1NAEBU (b) N1TLARDUN LULUIALAZHUITIUVDINBENI LUTIITULTS

RAUNALTINTEYIN Normal stress WU 7.1, 14.6 wag 29.2 kPa
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Shear stress (kPa)
Shear stress (kP
Shear stress (kPa)

—Fallow soil (reference) |

& G4 jreplicate 1)

& G4 (replicate 2) f

» G4 (replicate 3) F‘
0

—Fallow soil (reference)
» G6 (replicate 1)
+ G6 (replicate 2)
# GB (replicate 3|

= G2 [replicae 1)
G2 (replicate 2)
« G2 {replicate 3]

8 10 o 8 10 o B 10

2 4 G 2
Horizontal displacament (mm} Horizontal displacement (mm)

@ © O]

Horizontal displacement (mm)

—Fallow sail (reference] —Fallow ol (reference)| —Fallow =ail (reference)

_ = G2 (replicate 1) P = G4 (replicate 1) _ = GB (replicate 1)
E 02 + G2 [replicate 2) g 02 + G4 (replicste 2) : 0z r « GB {replicate 2)
£ + G2 freplicate 3) £ + G4 freplicate 3) £ + G (replicate 3)
£ 00 z 0o £ oo
& § &
g . § 102 5
o 8 g4 ]
m ] m
i} ] i}
5 5 08 B e

08 08 - 08

o 2 4 6 8 10 o 2 4 ;1 8 10 o 2 4 6 B 10
Horizontal displacement (mm) Horizontal displacement (mm) Horizontal displacement (mm)
(b) (d) (6]

5UN 5.2 weanssunssuusaiRauvasnuniisniyluianiswiayivla 2, 4, 6 oy
(a,c,e) AMNIALSULIIRIUNUNITLARDUN MILUISIUVBIRIBE1AdaU (b,d,f) n1sAdaun

TULUINIBATLUITIVVBINIDE LTS UK RDUNATINGZIN Normal stress 7.1 kPa

Ardsusndeugsanveshufiisnia (Fusamuudusuileduganadouiiszey
nswedeudt 10 mm) %qaﬂ’quﬁlé’mﬂaummLaua ﬁqgﬂﬁ 5.3a fuansdian1siasundag
vasrndsdunsadeulneinde AdsuulamiuseesiavesmuAiisniv wagnan1sitenuii
A dulsndoneniudunustosiavamnssyiuln tarluonuideves vidiz et al
(2018), D'Souza et al, (2019) waz Mahannopkul and Jotisankasa (2019) &LAawuI1 A"
ﬁwﬁﬁuLLiaqaqmmau%Lﬁmﬁu dleTnavessin (root - biomass) Lﬁugq?ﬁu LAZAINNE
s fldm s aguusiumtusgeditedidnlusui 5.4 Tslunisfinwiuansds
nsdsuuamesidafunsdiuiy  fwramnsassuigldann  anuudwswessn root
strength (25.8%) Alugaa modulus (36.0%) LardI1Iave3In root biomass (1.6%) lag
nsesaRulavesszvunenalsynaulufieniseouaansvessIng NSanasUBIANLLTLTS
N uazmsanaswesmlugds lelifinnsanissseznamsaigdvln dnwaznisian
IINALLANAIN ﬂWiﬁqumaaﬂma@i’mw‘%agﬂaauaaﬂ pull-out (111N 90%) LALNITVINVD
3N breakage (98N 10%) ﬁQLLaWQIugﬂﬁ 53¢ warBadinisedeusudonusuiou
Wudl 10 mm axflvunalngifeanefiagilinuimansld witoaduluiiasvinlsndivsu

v &

AMAWANANNAINITOIUDINITVIAVDIIIN IAgNISAUNUTENL0eS U8 9AINUFUNUSDE 93l

v o w J ° v w

Weddnysening Masfunsudeuvesnuiulugdavessin (R® = 0.360; p-value < 0.01; fagy

o

v o W J v

7 5.4b) warnuAMUFURLSoENITYEAY I NAISITULTUROUTOIRUAUAISITULTIVDY

510 (R” = 0.258; p-value < 0.01; fis5U# 5.4b) wagrdeduusavessnianuudsiunulugaa
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¥

294371 (p-value < 0.001; lillduansoya) Benulaluiugitvdugn herbaceous species (WU

9

NsAn®Ived Wu et al. 2021) wagluiugliigusu (Wun1s@nwives Boldrin et al. 2017).

3
L]

U

! . Shear strength (kPa)
o o =1
PR U S SO % B S ) B = R R o =

Peak dilatancy

1
(§]

~ 1007

80

(=]
= ]

Failure proportion (%
ey
(R - |

=]

B 1 Decay starbed O-Growth treatment
- _& Decay treatment (buming)
-a-Decay treatment (herbicide)

(a)

Dilation Zero line

| Contraction —-*\--
Y & A "™\ 0% \\\ || 137 T4 P~ SN, \ Benchmark (fallow soil)_
e
] . i N =

Meote: Solid ine represents pull-out failure;
(m! o
e Dcjeerf st dotted fine rapresents breakage failure
- i
I 9N @ A g
I " Whee AT, es ok 0% line
- ] B 1A N | —-—“‘_77-‘*—'"*'“_"‘1--
v\ At

0 2 4 5 3 10 12 14 16 18 20

Elapsed time {manth)
()

7 5.3 nsiasun’asvad (a) ArnnassunsaRay (b) AN1SVEI8R2 wae (c) dndu

N5VIAVDITINAY TUYI952821281619¢)
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10
y=0.043x + 5.1671
9 R? = 0.2584
™ 8 }
% —a—
= 7 | Stfiy—e
£ g " N
© 6 e -
5 o ~B o em-
55 =
T 4
o
% 3
o 8 Growth treatment
B 2 A Decay treatment (burning)
1 @ Decay treatment (herbicide)
—All (fitted)
0 1 1 i 1 ]
0 10 20 30 40 50
Root tensile strength«(iMPa)
@)
10 /
y = 0:0064x+4.7813
9 Rz = 3596
5|
€ 7
£
& 6k
E o
%
s 4%
o
LI T
Y. B Growih ireaiment
8 g i A Decay treatment (buming)
L ® Decay liealment (herbicide)
~=AlL (fitted)
0 . . - 1
0 100 200 300 460
RBoot Young's-medalus (MPa)
®
10 ¢
¥ =0.0588x +5.7899
9 [ “"R=0016
© 4
g < . .
5 6 ] i o B
NG
§ 5 m = o * of o
% °
g 4
 — 3 L
- 8 Growth treatment
A 2F A Decay treatment (buming)
1t ® Decay treatment (herbicide)
— Al (fitted)
0 i I L L I
0 2 4 6 8 10

Dry root biomass (g)
©

JUN 5.4 ARuduiussendneiaeiunsanauuasiu (v (a) AMaeSunsenasniig

(b) Adelandnvaesniiy uaz (c) A1TINIAVBITINNY

s 2 = ¥ o [ v = =2 & ! Y o v ¢ v k%
enansiiluenansianulidwiunisidanuionisfinyvingu ey mlihlldusyloviaunisan

Lidnnsdllagnsdu Snvsinudilvidaudaiion wazsesg1ediadvesenalsnnasaninisuntuly
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nsunulugui 5.3 wag U7 5.4 annsavsuenis mslduuuiasuaiumassuus
1NFINNVNRIITUINITHILDIDINANTVIANSDUAUNINUAVBITINNY LUz aud1nsu

A15ANMNISAIAINNEISULTHROUVDIAUANTULI9N15HARDUNLLBI9NNLSAADUNI DANULAU LU

seauThlunTninelvestunsinluldluainfu wasludausydne Jadenisiasunasuessin

a a

% (14U root cohesion & 1L urAwyi 7 gnldUeslusuddof iiunn 19 uauidoves
Kamchoom and Leung 2018; Liang et al. 2020) Tuanigdussdufududrariifu e
Fioufuuan avannsadinenuausalunissussadovlufuldunniniesansindia
wifmssETadeinsEsumdmeudclldifutuanidSunsiwesnifisegiafien
desanluanizunffusziemaisdmnuduilasndiuin §351n199785URs R Bl o
undu uaglunsdlil msfinsufuivinuendinsdnamansuossn adilugdaves
51N Fe05Urfaind s unsaeas nfirlug 915 S UNT TS uA Y wasadsiansadlotlade
#1199 709NITHETUAAITULIIVRI5INT TN TgdBNT5HAIsUINISTINAUTBIANUANAYDITIN
futademsiasuidwessndiaudumainvatedn wazsidudesdinisfnuniudaly
DUIANAIYLUVTIADUTINAVBITINNUAUAU LLazluuwaaﬂwasﬁguLLiq gunasvniilusn
(root dehydration) ®12@M1130YLETUAIRISULIIAT tensile strength WAZAIUNIUNITUIN
breakage 98939lUL9 small strain (WWdog19UIBY Boldrin et al: 2018; Wu et al.
2021) vlesanAnimalnvaneesiiudauassivien (plant physiological Wuniswelanes
ey respiration LLazmsmaﬁJW transpiration) anInwInae (environmental conditions Lt
Aulis soil drying) wa¥n1sMEnIeN1sE avaanevess iy Inensiuasuulatnanii s
f1500n3 20y USunasitlusan (root water status) uagdnwalznsuanUagutinssningiu
AUTINWY (soil-root water exchange mechanism) (A 4519819917899 Leung et al.
2019) dwsunsainnsainaInnIsEs R UL weR o ns Ity
Usingansalitnaulednuszniswils Gsanunsadannlfannguil 5.3b fe Audiifia
Ugnegifuasiintvniasiidesniiudr videfifensifiuiuvesd dilatancy (Foawann
FugegreadulAsmaindeulumnfsfuduldsnisiedouiiluiuisu) sudewnansnity
floglufu wadimadunuiindrsadaty (Wu nsfiuturesdn dilatancy iiesansindis Tu
I1UTTYVDY Mahannopkul and Jotisankasa 2019; Yildiz et al. 2018; Karimzadeh et al.
2021, 2022) Tnemswasuwlasvesan dilatancy swilsaunansiniininainnainvans
Jady saulddienuaudfnisundmfena mechanical confinement (Karimzadeh et al.
2021) s¥sfunsdusadeiluiu soil degree of saturation (Mahannopkul and Jotisankasa
2019) YUSUN0UTINav8951A root biomass (Yildiz et al. 2018; Karimzadeh et al. 2021)

LALANUFUNUSTEUININANIINITINHIVBITINATAULLIAMUAY (Karimzadeh et al. 2022)
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1RgMNNAINNTLEI NG IwBITINNBnI 93 INTUIALAN fibrous root (ulunsivesng
unsn vefuuesiidlunisnui) faruedredestunsdueadule fibers fauufigiuve
Diambra et al. (2010) uaz Muir Wood et al. (2016) 91aldiiinaSursdsingnisallugud
5.3b fadulevdesniivfiunsnidluluunsdiuvestorindduiy wlsnaindorineanas
funiuty Fanedinisandmsimesvesilafeuiete Wy Mdeduusadeuvesiud
Tnéfuidiu critical-state line 11nB3tu uaztdoneiideyavomginssudeTunslufud
sanitsiuiliiidisame Tuaudsefiniu Tnaamadunsam criticalstate line voswgiigl

snAwgalaaunsansiaaauiiuiulatuve

5.2 WANN1eBUaaIeVBITINNY

v o

PAI9INNITLEANSL AT NITR TN ('gﬂﬁ 5.5a, € kag e) hagnasiun bugl (gﬂﬁ 5.6a, C
uag o) alifinnsandsszezinainistesaats AuiiiiainiiaynfediiasingAnssuuuy
strain-hardening t@uLAgAuAuLUan dugﬂﬁ 5.1) Ingn1sgegdaaerealuy Amrmdasunss
\30ugean ultimate shear strength YadAufiTniivey laildganiduuaiausly Tuudliu
Fauandluguil 5.3a Hanansfsanuudusmosiuiianasmuszesnainisgesaansvosnd
Lﬁ'wﬁ’u LaraeAAd a9 UNITANAIUBIANNLT 1ULTISIA root strength ﬁUIﬂJ@Jé’ﬁ‘Uaﬂiﬁﬂ root
modulus (37t 5.4) Tnglunsdimstame Arauudsusweshivazanassnitfuan e
svezaruly a1fou (usua 5.6) wagndsand iy 1 T Arenuud wssesivdeiiog
80% WisuiuAwla wavasanasedwnsiunnnitlunsdivesnisldansndiinda ity (3u
71 5.3 ugy gﬂﬁ 5.5) o 19uALLT TR IR LT anaIUTEIN M 40% luszegiian 2 Whau
wdannsidansadimdaisie waranadlndiAsetuilonuly 4 Weundsannniswmaven
Tnevunuasusliuventsanasiinulunsneil avlemumnseiumsinuives Zhu et
al. (2020) Fafnwan1swasuulawesidssunsaudeulufuiidsnfivvesivlituduy ndsmn
nsrliAuies nudnisasuihdsieinsnfivazanas 50% lussernanliiu 1 U uas
F1891UNMaSULsLdoudranalidnteslutaasn wedl ”aﬁwﬁ’agt,ﬁmsﬁywa”ammm 3 Lhou
Tngviafvinaaoy (WusnvesivuuulifFugn fulifudu) auaudinedinamand was
SNvarNIITAEBIRIT099In TENTNMISANYIN1E8T WUTINTTLAE DURITELEUATIN
AuduRuSsEieudutusragnIsndeuiiinnuadedesty naentieszerIatiisn
dovaanes (Wuil 12 wew) uililsiiauedeyaludiuvesnsiasunlassmasvesiu Tng

lunmsAnuiluansliiudafuifisiniia ndnnswigmnienisidasiaiimdntviie il

ATl ductile wazuafa contractive UNBITU MINTTELLIAINITYRLAANYTLNNTU WAy

'
a

asanutuAuddunanulugnsRT Y AUlaveITINIY TAenTEUIUNIIVRINITEREEATE
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v v A

geesniiy venmswngdvienisidasiediidataiie avnuiiiintuvesnismasids
USmnmseehaiulddn (Ul 5.3b) uazluanuddsves Diambra et al. (2010) wag Muir Wood
et al. (2016) fanufgruienduie nafinturesnvedaudiuasiifstestunni
Hounainnsgesanis e1aii sadestunisanasvesvuiaidurugugnatasin root
diameter u,azmnﬁm%waqsdamﬂuﬁuﬁmaﬁs’maaj wiiilesniindesuazgadenna
Fanmseralvuintering Semnedmsiiaturessmsfinedse
dlosvozinantinistosaasvosnfinfistu fuandlusud 53¢ dnduvninisi
183910970 1AinINN1sgnoeuBENTToAUNgABENYEITIN pull-out AranAILAYAINIT Lile
Weufumsdaunaiildantanetgiulabueguin uarlussezaaviefidnunisdesaans
PNMSEEN (7112 o) wasnsldasedimdniuiia (7 2 few) Ussunm 50% veesinay
\AAN15919 breakage lnaluai9uoeAn root breakage strain wag root modulus RIAGRIN
n1sdouaanevadasazdaIningd WazgInd ggaiifuddudaiiisudurinai i dula
pudU Sesnsdunuinaneis SnfidesanisazaiansasuussitlTinidannninsnitd
mstename wazesUnelsindauilgsluresnisvinvessnizninsnnda (U 5.30) waxdl
ALFURUSLUSHUALOUSEPINAIANLLTL T 09U AUAMLTM TR INdY Tutaenis
Hondaei saa LUy wilaaUsEaIn 70% 9951NaeNaLuUA uvgaesn laglanizy
SYELINUOINTSsaLdaTY Uarn 3t spaatewandagyilin1sRasanfg sSuus we s ufid

AnneadetiuTIninIeUseduinassunsudouaniuaanulugse

Shear stfess (kP
)
'}"'
N
\
1.
0

—Fallow soff (reference)
2 |o* ¥ = H1 (replicate 1
b « H1 (replicate 2
. + H1 ireplicate 3

2 4 g -] 10 o
Horizontal displacement (mim)

(@) (©

o4 —Fallow soil {referance||

|# H1 (replicae 1)
a H1 (replicate 2)
+ H1 (replicate 3)

2 4 & 10
Horizontal displacement (mm)

(—Faliow =il (r=ferance)]
= HD.5 repiicate 1)
« HO.5 (replicate 2)
+ HO.5 (replicate 3)

ment (mm)
1

Vertical displacement (mm)

Vertical displaces
&
4

Vertical displacement (mm)

08

-08

2 4 6
Harizontal displacement (mm)

2 4 6
Horizontal displacement (mm)

2 4 8
Horizontal displacement (mm)

(b) (d) [§3]
U7 5.5 wginssun1siunsenauveshuniisnivludienisidenanimainnislasu
A5 ANANIVNY 0.5, 1, 2 1HaU (a,c,e) ANIAISULSURIUNUNITHARDUN LULUITIVVDY
Avg19nnaau (b,d,f) N1SLARBUN FULUINILAZHUITIUVDIRIDE1GIUYI9S UL ILRDUNT
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HAN1INAFBUNISLEIUAMENTAYAITINNYNIY AM fungi

6.1 9n3INITRIYAULAVBY AM fungi HAZAIUIAVLTIN
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JUN 6.2 USunaudauaavassnuiis Tudaenisiasyiuln uazidenaniniiiesainnislasu

AN ARNIDAIVNY AN AL

6.2 WaIN AM fungi siauSunaieaglaguasaniiulusn
Tugramsiasqiiulnessin lunguiegas (NM) 71l AM fungi Aladevosuinm
waglaalusinde 31.5%, 52.8%, uag 49.6% Tuifeudi 2, 4, uaz 6 mad1u (3U7 6.3)

USunaugaglaaiiiutiueg 19iduddey (P < 0.05) Usyand 67% a1nisieuil 2 §9 4 usilalledl
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a X ad a = = = ° o I aa = s a
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AN Nan eI vy wnliunisanasesUSunaeaglaalusin
YoIaNgy NM uaz M aziintiuegaiuldtaauiiununaiiuieuudas (3UN 6.3e was f)
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6.3 Wa3n AM fungi AiaaMENURYINAAIENIVDITINNY
TuraemaaToAulavessan lungusietns NV d1ladsvedairmanduniuLssi
(tensile strencth) Ao 24.5 MPa, 29 MPa, ag 24.7-MPa luifioudi 2,4, waz 6 audsu
(Ul 6.4a) AasuruLsALedsREuUszan 18% 9nifond 2 §1 4 wianasnniieu
fadse dmiungumiegie M ANUFUNIULS LR eFe 25 MPa, 26 MPa, WA 32 MPa
Tuiteudl 2,4, uay 6 FiERY AYIFUMLLS AT WA NTos sz 4% Ny
7l 2 89 4 wasifindudeitlosyssana 23% 2nifteuil 4 i 6 (UT 6.92) waglundusiegis
M 7T AM fungi azaaunsaLRua uf un LR wed sed19idedifey (P < 0.05) e
Wisuieusungudilad AM fungilaeifisdu 35% Tu 6 ¥ow (10 24.6 MPa 1fu 33.3 MPa)
usin15ilegves AM fungi lilsusuussmmsmumunsaisutismaagaulagudu udld
Wineuiumuusaddutieing (G6 dewSeuiiguiu G2 uaz G4) (U 6.4a)
d115unausI9819 NM gdlen Young’s modulus WAy 158 MPa, 273 MPa, Lay
251 MPa Tuiiioudi 2, 4, uas 6 Auay (gﬂﬁ 6.4b) LardIMTUNANAIDEIT M AT Young’s
modulus @i® 195 MPa, 276 MPa, uag 318 MPa Tuiiieud 2, 4 uaz 6 Auasu nsilagves
AM fungi Sransenutieslutig 2 89 4 e (G2 waz Ga) uilugrevined 6 oy (G6) wans
nmswaweguauadeioudisuiu 62 Tnendnnisidenanimiiesninnisidansiad
fdatudie ArudumuLssiuadsvesiangy M uay NM anaseg1auinsening 0.5 i1 1
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2 ANUAUNIULIFURRETDINGN NM Lag M g 14.9 MPa Uay 19.5 MPa m1ua1iu A
AUVNULIIRARREUBIIARINGUANAINNUNIAT YN EONAN N9 NN Y Heddl

umsﬂ:uﬂaﬂism“mmmmummmmLaaamﬂmwwl qaunsdlumaslsgilunnaig
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‘UENﬂTiLﬂE]@Jﬂﬂ”]‘W LagAn Young’s modulus ‘UENVNﬂE]}I M uaz NM anaseg1sldadnfey

o

5EW919979 0.5 89 1 Wow 91nn1sid suanindisansiaimsa Tyl wazAa Young’s
modulus vewhastngudsasanasfisifuanifioudl 1 81 2 A1 Young’s modulus w3ngy
NM waz M Tufieudl 2 o 146 MPa wag 160 MPa muddu dmsunisidenaninainnis
w1lnal A1 Young’s modulus %ﬁmamaﬂuﬁgmamﬁmmL’Jm dlowSeudisuiufieilil
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=

Lﬂ@llﬁﬂw\l Iﬂmmmamwmuﬂﬁymm 11.1% - 18.5%
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YIAFURIAUE Na1svesIntutmsias g ulawazn sideuanIn tnanisilogvesqdunid
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asnilUasiudviiviarnsenial Young’s modulus 91gen3n
AAFUNULIIRN (FUT 6.6a) UagA Young’s modulus (FUT 6.6d) Hauduiiug
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JUT 6.6 AANNAIUMULTIRsTasTINYTuTeasAdslugaavassnily WisuWisuiu

USuruasadi s nng

M13199 6.1 aunsAnidus ST sUSInaeaglaat uvu A uAUENA1IYeITIN

Cellulose content (CL) vs. root diameter (d)

Treatment Inoculation Fitting equation R’ P value n

Normal growth NM CL =-9.12%d + 54.37 0.1007 <0.001 90
M CL =-7.79*d + 65.49 0.0641 0.01603 90

Herbicide treatment NM CL =-10.24*d + 33.76 0.2086 <0.001 82
M CL = -8.68*d + 37.59 0.1260 <0.001 90

Burning treatment NM CL=-12.42*d +45.41 0.1563 <0.001 131
M CL=-522%d+49.68 0.0241 0.06436 143

M131991 6.2 ANNITAAFUNUTTENINIAAITULTI AVVUIPLFURILANENA9VDITIN

Tensile strength (7)) vs. root diameter

Treatment Inoculation Fitting equation R’ P value n

Normal growth NM T.=21.83%d" " 0.6594 <0.001 90
M T, =28.72%d"" 0.6304 <0.001 90

Herbicide treatment NM T =14.49%d"" 0.6616 <0.001 82
M T =18.68%d"" 0.6232 <0.001 90

Burning treatment NM T =17.49%d"" 0.6239 <0.001 131
M 7. =23.84%d"" 0.5286 <0.001 143
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Young’s modulus (E) vs. root diameter

Treatment Inoculation Fitting equation R P value n
Normal growth NM E=193.91%"" 0.4789 <0.001 90
M E =259.18%d"" 0.4813 <0.001 90
Herbicide treatment NM E=13112%4"" 0.5308 <0.001 82
M E =158.13%0" 0.3146 <0.001 90
Burning treatment NM E=174.79%d"" 0.6175 <0.001 131
M E = 229.95%7"% 0.3960 <0.001 143
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A15ALATIZILEDYTAINANNAUN N

nsuigunlglunisiasuatasninainfu (vegetative slope stabilization) la5u
arwalangaunsviats esnifuisidulinsfuaaneden Sdunus waganunsoiluy
sruufinaldegedsdu Mnfiediunumddnlunisifivanuudausweiu Insanzegneda
Tunsiumuusadouriunszuiunstanienseninsnuasdiniu §wavanlonalunis
WAansianatsvesatnfulaegsiliuse@nsnm

nsnzaiesnnainpuiiiidaniddiusins s dudesfinnsaniduudaes
ANENURTINATDIAY wasAMANTRYDITINNY L1 MAITULIIAY WIATININ kaTNITNTEINY
fhweenn mswaudeyawdlifiuwuueesmanamans 1w wuS1aesaIndu (infinite
slope model) agvelvannsauseiluninnulasniy (Factor of Safety: FOS) votainfu

o £ 4 L

19 Tnesdlomluunil fdeliideyanmautivaminiuiliainnameass dniAsIensauiy

Y 9
AUN1TNNAAIANSITOUTEL I UNAY BT INNYABAIRINNUAIYBIAIAAY Ineanislving
=2 ! 1 Y @ & ¥ o) o [y
nsfnwitudruiiEuisaldduswivnataswuluniseeniuunseUsvumnsnisteaiunis
WananeveaIniulage ey lagaun1sd@ITUNI SRS A UL TIRe UYL ANA U

YV

I sLasumaeegsinivaunsaleulenad (Wu et al,, 1979)

T= ¢ o tang’

A
Cr R (Xr) (sinf 4+ cosOtang ")

Tefl 7 A9 Shear strength
cr f® root cohesion
% Ao effective cohesion
a' Ao effective stress
o' fo effective angle of shearing resistance
t, f® mobilized root tensile stress
% f® Ratio between root and total area
0 Ao shear distortion angle in the shear zone

wazlunsAnees Wu (2013) lauuginA1d1msu (sin@ + cosOtang’) a@wnse

Uszunadlawindu 1.2

4,
Cr =t (7) x 1.2
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Tunsfnuil TeyanfegJudeyamiawiwessnfisneniiefmediefiu wWeuszuu

A5RYATNUNRIN1UT19UB9510 (Side Root Area Ratio) 1n¥11nN158198991n91U3 78904

Y o [ Y s

Jotisankasa et al. (2018) FlAUNaUDAMUFUNUS TENI19UIaT 1NNV ITINN Y (Fibrous

o [

Root Biomass) fiufasaziufinaniuing lngldnsmanadsesinaafuiiugiulunisudas
Taya waglun1siaTesiagell ainsasauuAgIuitulavessIniivseNuivtdnve g
wasihmianulndidesivremauln agslsinnu deaunfgiuiionaliaseunaumnuwls

Auiiinandadedu 1y o1gveesin vieMsidauanINYeIsIN Faly ATeLAYNUTIRY

AudsvesIniilaannnswlasteyatiaslasunisinuetiesedinge s uasiliingUszasd
naneldlunisauiuadadsanulasads (Factor of Safety: FOS) 1intiu
0.035 T ¥ - N\ 0.007
003 —2 2 0006 + N& o
“ Y= 0.6295x+ 0.0161 @ = ‘ - 0.3d57R
£ 0.025 . RI703276- @ = 0005 |- ! ORSGS);;%:D'F
& ® £ (C
z 002 e ¢ £ 0.004 | ; s
g i 3 - 5
%Mh P P o 3D —//;. A
[ w | 25 Nl W
é 0.01 i £ 0.002 /_.’ P
; L\ /N Y <H = | -
0.003 e 2w
0 —_— . 0
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Side Area Ratio (%) a) Side Area Ratio (%) b)

JUN 7.1 AUERRUSs21A919 (a) USHnnudauaauiavasiiy, (b) Ysuadauiauievassin

a v v

I ! P 4 4” =]
wﬂuma ABIDYATNUNNINTUVIN

UIZUUANS DUATNUNHINIUT 19I5 AN (Side Root Area Ratio) Iaga19891n
ns1luauIfeves Jotisankasa et al. (2018) YILARIAINUAUNUSTLNINUIATININYDIIN
HYAUNUNRIAUYIVBITIN 9INTBYAAINA Falariin1sAIuwlaiA Root Cohesion uax

wARIHAANS A TunN5197 7.1

o v w =

210t 18d1A root cohesion Alaluldlunisndansiuiuaiidssunsadouvosiu

[
v v

shear strength Tnaiuualiriidesunsadouresulandunifdediy wagyiinisiiuan
root cohesion 31NSINABINLUANNAPU LN UTELUNAVDINSHESUAAIUDITINNIABAINL
wHaks9v09AU TnetSouieuiuaAINlHaINN1TANUIAILENNITVDI WU (2013) FuNadils

INMINPFOUMATTURSAROU tnsuanalilugun 7.2
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M13199 7.1 AauandRvessnity wagen Root cohesion flsannnisALI

Wu Model
Tensile Root Root
Dry root Side root
Test series Test ID strength Biomass cohesion
mass (g) area ratio
(MPa) (g/cm3) (kPa)
G2 2.75 23.21 0.02 0.05 1.27
Growth G4 578 28.62 0.03 0.10 3.23
G6 7.83 24.42 0.04 0.12 3.71
GCO0.5 7.52 22.00 0.05 0.14 3.21
Chemical
GC1 6.80 18.14 0.05 0.13 2.40
decay
GC2 557 14.67 0.03 0.09 1.59
GB1 6.14 35.90 0.03 0.10 4.29
GB2 6.59 28.17 0.03 0.09 3.61
Burning
GB4 (83 18.69 0.05 0.13 2.66
decay
GB6 6.83 16.98 0.03 0.09 2.26
GB12 7.70 17.26 0.04 0.12 2.58
14 -
Decay started —— Growth treatment \
F 6 N - —&— Decay treatment (burning) (oot Shear Test
;_‘:‘?12 B —&—Decay treatment (herbicide)
211 r «= {0+ Growth treatment
<10 F : Calculation from
o)) A «++4¢+- Decay treatment (burning) Wu Model
E) Gl e ﬂ e -+@--Decay treatment (herbicide)
=  ARAAAAT A
o]
()
<
(7]

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20
Elapsed time (month)

JUN 7.2 ANUANRUSIZNINe MasFulLsleu Aussesiaan

PNATIAGI9AU @ursadunalainainassuls@eunusadiulagldlumares Wu i
ArgendnailaannisnageuluvissUifnisedsiaiied lagliAramnuuans1asaus 0.5 kPa
Taudia 3.5 kPa visemnuanslugUraadesidusiasliannuunnsiemas 10% Tauiaaegn
Mszanad 75% luriasuduvesnsasydulavesiiy afswiulaainluea Wu e
IndiReatunanisnaass ogslsiny Wediviinsiasaydulaunniy AanuLanA1ai LTy
Tre1alimIuAaIALAARUERY 40% wazlutgen1sidonan nuessnie tnsaniglutiaan 12
& ) v a ! ) I a Y] I Ao v
Woundannnswlud (1 18 1hew) ANuuanifainandwsingdn lneiduinlaenass

ANANLAINNNTNAABININDY 75%
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12.00 6.00
oo || | ocel sop | |y Model y = 0.1072x + 0.3834
. + Direct shear test Y= 0.1072x + 57734 - . D.lrect shear test R?=0.5577
1000 || 7Hinear (Wu Model) Re = 0.5577 400 | [ Linear (Wu Model)
= : Linear (Direct shear test) - = : Linear (Direct shear test)
£ - n.
< 900 | < 300 AP y =0.0909x - 1.5114
k=) - - S et R? = 0.5892
2 y = 0.0909x + 3.8786 2 e
& 800 R R? = 0.5892 g 20
s 8
§ 7.00 ‘g’ 1.00
& 4
6.00 0.00
5.00 -1.00
4.00 L L L L L -2.00
10.00 15.00 20.00 25.00 30.00 35.00 40.00 10.00 15.00 20.00 25.00 30.00 35.00 40.00
Root Tensile strength (MPa) Root Tensile strength (MPa)
12.00 6.00
= Wu Model = Wu Model
11.00 | Direct shear test 5.00 Direct shear test y = 0.3394x + 0.6152
1000 1 Linear (Wu Model) y = 0.3394x + 6.0052 4.00 Linear (Wu Model) R?=0.2844
= Linear (Direct shear test) R?=0.2844 P Linear (Direct shear test)
T
Q
< 900 | £ 3.00
< c
2 2
g 800 5 8200 y=-0.1353x + 1.4104
@ y =-0.1353x + 6.8004 3 R?=0.0664
g 7.00 R?=0.0664 % 1.00
% <]
& 4
6.00 | 0.00
5.00 1.00
4.00 s 5 s L L 3 -2.00
2.00 3.00 4.00 5.00 6.00 7.00 8.00 9.00 2.00 3.00 4.00 5.00 6.00 7.00 8.00 9.00
Dry root mass (g) Dry root mass (g)
12.00 6.00
= Wu Model = Wu Model
11.00 | Direct shear test 5.00 Direct shear test _
~-Linear (Wu Model) “=-Linear (Wu Model) y *;153);)*111052837
10.00 . " y =11.:6x + 6.9737 4.00 ¥ =
— Linear (Direct shear test) . 2 P Linear (Direct shear test)
& R?=0.1102 ©
2 900 YT (g ¥ ARk AW WER ..
= < ol
=) =] ey
Seq [ AN 2200
& s 5 y =-9.343x + 1.5199
= y =-9.343x + 6.9099 I R#=0.105
§ 700 o 5 1.00
7] b @
6.00 0.00
.
5.00 = -1.00
4.00 3 = L 2 . -2.00
0.04 0.06 0.08 0.10 0.12 0.14 0.16 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.10 0.12 0.14 0.16
Side Area Ratio (%) Side Area Ratio (%)

JUN 7.3 AUEUNUS 21919 A8eSULIIABY WAz Root cohesion fiu AM8eSULTIAIYBY

a v v
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) B ) ofind Hcos? B
H : n
i
./ . |
/ .
T --------------------
p /I\
B ‘e
— WY N / Faild

/

5 N’+U

s [l

UNl 7.4 A79819N15UATIZALERYTNINAINAUAYAS infinite slope method

CaN

ANULUALBIAInA uATINSaAILIulAlAglE3D Infinite Slope Method Au&@LNNS

dolui

¢+ (y-Hcos?B) tang
-~ y:HsinB-cosp
lne?l F.S A9 Factor of safety

fi® cohesion

c

Y fio the unit weight of the soil
H 79 Height of analyzed section
B Ao Inclination

@' A9 friction angle of the soil

v v
v o al

lun1sTasigiadad Mvunavudliaiefudaudumiany 30 aeen wasfueyly

1%
v v o 1

a & A N o W vaa o
danneduiimeuiegaiun lnednumundudu (2) wirdu 05 wes Aaaudiaunldlunig
AATIZUD19DINNNANITNAFDULTIABULALATI FILTAT soil cohesion WINAU 1.4 kPa wag

= | L
HQJLLNL?{EJ@VI’]UJWEJELUWHﬂU 31 83A

'
1A

Tunsimsnet winsiasuluasan cohesion YBIAUANNADILUINIG botkA (1) A9
AUIULANANNITVDY WU A (2) A1ANULANANNYDINISISULSIR USRI U a A uFY

Aa =] [ v a o w v o cl'
NUIINNUUUAWAIUNNS IﬂEJNaa‘WﬁsUQﬁﬂﬂiﬂ’IU’]mLLﬁﬂﬂ‘l’ﬂum’ﬁNW 7.2
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M1519% 7.2 A1 root cohesion waLARAIUAINUUAIAN BT LAANNAITAIUIUAILIT infinite

slope method lagtU3auLiisuA191n Wu model way A191ANISNARDULTS

LRAOUAT
from Wu Model from Direct shear test
Root cohesion Root cohesion
Test series Test ID FOS FOS
(kPa) (kPa)

Bare Soil B - - - 1.13
G2 1.27 1.52 0.74 1.26
Growth G4 S 2.12 1.02 1.44
G6 3.71 2.26 1.11 1.47
GCO0.5 3.21 211 0.32 1.23

Chemical
GC1 2.40 1.86 0.89 1.41

decay

GC2 1.59 1.62 0.14 1.17
GB1 4.29 2.44 1.36 1.55
GB2 3.61 2.23 1.59 1.62
Burning decay GB4 2.66 1.94 -0.13 1.09
GB6 2.26 1.82 -0.24 1.06
GB12 2.58 1.92 -0.86 0.87
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