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Soil Suitability Classification of Ultisols and Alfisols in Longkong Grove,

Laplae District, Uttaradit Province
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Abstract

This main objective of this study were: 1) to compare the soil characteristics of Ultisols from three
representative areas and Alfisols from three representative areas in Longkong Grove, Laplae district, Uttaradit
province, which is the largest area of Longkong cultivation in Northern Thailand, and 2) to determine the soil
properties most suitable for planting Longkong. The various soils studied were assessed for soil morphology,
physicochemical properties, fertility, and nutrients, and they were classified according to suitability for Longkong
cultivation. The results showed that all pedons were deep to very deep. The soil texture was loam to clay loam in
top soils, and clay loam to clay in subsoils. The gravel content found in the top soils of Alfisols was higher than that
of Ultisols. Ultisols were classified into two subgroups, Typic Paleustults and Typic Haplustults, while Alfisols were
classified into Ultic Paleustalfs and Ultic Haplustalfs. Soil pH, organic matter content, cation exchange capacity,
base saturation percentage and soil nutrient levels in the top soils and subsoils of Ultisols were lower than those
found for Alfisols. Available phosphorus and potassium in the top soils and subsoils of these soil types were nearly
the same. With regard to soil fertility, Alfisols proved to be more fertile than Ultisols, and this was reflected in the
Longkong growth data, where it was seen that Longkongs grown in Ultisol soil showed significantly lower growth
than did Longkongs grown in Alfisol soil (P<0.05). However, Alfisols showed topographical and gravel content-
related limitations, and were thus judged to be only slightly suitable for Longkong cultivation, whereas Ultisols came
in as moderately suitable. Another finding was that in general, soil and water conservation measures are required

to improve land suitability for the cultivation of Longkongs in the groves of Laplae district, Uttaradit province, Thailand.
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Table 1 Environmental setting of longkong grove.
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Pedon
Order Coordinate Elevation (m) Slope (%) Soil classification
(age-years)
1 0612764E
119 14 Typic Paleustults
(longkong 10 years) 1961048N
2 0613093E
Ultisols 108 16 Typic Paleustults
(longkong 15 years) 1961054N
3 0613066E
116 12 Typic Haplustults
(longkong 20 years) 1961081N
4 0605854E
120 20 Ultic Paleustalfs
(longkong 10 years) 1954895N
5 0607654E
Alfisols 110 27 Ultic Paleustalfs
(longkong 15 years) 1954156N
6 0605500E
115 24 Ultic Haplustalfs
(longkong 20 years) 1954767N

Pedon 1 longkong 10 years

Figure 1 Soil profile of longkong grove.

Pedon 2 longkong 15 years
e =T 4

Pedon 3 longkong 20 years
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Figure 2 Vertical distribution of physical properties of soils in longkong grove used in this research.



320 NTANTINHATNIZAANLNAN 2563 : 38 (3) : 315 - 324

mﬁmmﬁmu‘wL‘ﬂuﬂiﬂmumwm (Figure 2f) mm@mmm’Lumu‘wwmﬁmmuﬂﬂ%ﬂ@vimu% AU
m@ﬁmavmwmm’mfv«]m’]mummu (Figure 2g) Lqummmmqa (Figure 2h) mummm@umuummqmmnmum
Lﬂuﬂiv‘ﬁmumwmumuum@mv 3.98-16.58 mumumumqmmv 0.16-14.59 Imﬂmum@ﬂmﬂmwumﬁmmwmu
FuilulstambiefimunnndvduiieasBanuasiuiovemusndu LL@%M@WM%W‘L&'}LLuummmmumeqwu
ﬁmmmw%uﬁLﬂuﬂiﬂmﬁﬁiﬂﬁmzﬁLLquﬁmmm (Brady and Weil, 2002) %muﬂamqmﬂmwLﬂuﬂqﬁﬂﬁ’]ﬁmﬁi@
AN9uRL IR Imaﬁ%w%wmﬁiﬂmm@ﬁﬂuﬁu nMatnEwmaInIA wazn13reultIesInie (sUNHA B1nty uazAe,
2561; Fisher and Binkley, 2000)
ANLANLANUDIAY

NARLATIZHANTRN1AN YRR (Figure 3) WU ﬂf]ﬁ‘?ﬂ'1ﬁuiuﬁuﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁﬂm’%uﬁuuuﬂﬁﬁ?mamﬂuﬂm
1 una1eiansaLaniies (pH 5.6-6.2) %uﬁu@'Nﬂﬁﬁ?mamﬂumm’”mmnﬁqﬂimﬂmnmq (pH 4.5-5.7) daumu
LL@@Wmmf%“uﬁuuuﬂﬁﬁ“%‘mﬁmﬂummﬂmnmqﬁqLﬂunmq (pH 5.6-6.7) %uﬁu@'mﬂﬁﬁ?mﬁmﬂuﬂa‘m@“mmnﬁq
nsALdNUes (pH 5.1-6.2) (Figure 3a) mﬂﬂzi”mﬁ”umiﬁﬂwmuu“ﬁﬁuﬁﬂ@ﬂ@mﬂmiuéﬁmaﬁmm Auanlsisiugn
AulANeTeg gy 4.2-7.2 55'\‘1Lﬂumamqmm?ﬁﬁuﬁmiﬁmmmﬂffmqﬁuﬁﬁLﬁmau‘ﬁLﬂm"mmﬁﬁqmnﬁuﬁumu
(wailel waancl uazAnLe, 2554)

ﬂ?mm%um"}m”mn”luﬁummﬁuﬁmﬁmm’%uﬁuuu@ﬂiui”ﬁumunmq (16.00-18.22 nsuFanlaniu) Fufnan
@ﬂluawmummmumqm (7.62-12.30 nfusianianiu) mummm@V\Isn@m’wmuuu@ﬂslmvmuﬂmﬂ@’Nmm (21.32-
48.20 nfupanlaniu) ﬂjumumq@ﬂm”ﬂummﬂ’]uﬂm\i (8.97-20.96 niusanlaniu) (Figure 3b) Lum@’mmumuuu
IASUBYENANN AN N RT3 989HN# AN A mwﬂmumumumﬁmm@ummqugqndn%uﬁum’w (Brady and
Weil, 2002)

ﬂ?mmm@w'ﬂ%@ﬁLﬂuﬂivimu“lﬁuﬁ@ﬁm@m’%uﬁuuu@ﬂ'luixﬁuﬁiwﬁqﬁ@wﬁ’wm (5.38-23.27 HAANTNFA
Alansu) wmummﬂuumum (0.89-3.93 HAANTNFAANIANTN) mummmaweﬂfam&numuuu@ﬂuivmummm (1.57-
37.65 Haanfumanianiy) mumum\mﬂlmvmum (0.48-3.63 Haansusailaniu) (Figure 3c) Gaisanoumlaglesating
‘lui:mumfaquaLﬂum@mmﬂmﬂmﬂqﬂmmmammum LAZIAANNIANAZNAY (precipitation) ‘Lu@glugﬂmiwﬂu
Ustlnfiefia ieswinauituUjiGanaus Woamaagid§Tienmu Fe? uaz Al Tugisazansdu denalivaavesa
AansanAnaluduRuL (Sanchez et al., 2003)

ﬂ?mmi‘wmeL%mﬁiLﬂuﬂi:‘ﬁmu’iu%uﬁuuunﬂﬁm@u@giuizﬁuzﬁq (101.42-222.35  {aaninFanianiy)
aniduiineu 3 atfluseAuraudnegs (89.72 Hadniusiailaniv) %uﬁu@hﬂuﬁuﬁ@ﬁeﬂ@@z@afgﬂui:ﬁuﬁ'au%’ﬁqrﬁ;ﬁqqq
(42.91-132.63 Haaniusanlanii) douduueaizeaderluszAuiliunanaliege (70.22-109.23 Haaniusanlaniu)
(Figure 3d) %Qﬂ?mm‘mmeL%ﬂuﬁﬁ@giuau%umf;i’NrTu"Lﬂmmﬁmmﬁu FLAUZIANUBINITIANTEU LAZNITTZANN
a9 luAuid B nRumilingainasilsnniunadiome uiluduiiduiummeiniiBunoinumadous
%ﬂ'ﬁ”\‘iﬂﬂiﬂgnﬁmﬁmﬁ@ﬁuLﬂqu@wuﬁu danaliTnuna Fen il dutlszlonilumuanas me]Lﬁ@\imnmi@ml%'mmﬁm
(ﬂiuvv”mmﬁﬁu, 2558)

m'ﬂmm@qu,@ﬂLﬂ?ﬁlﬂmmml@fafaﬂuﬁuﬂ"@ﬁsﬁ@@d%uﬁuuu@;ﬂm:ﬁuﬁ?ﬁm'fawﬁwﬁq (4.22-6.44 \TURlNARD
Alansu) %uﬁuzm@g'lmxﬁu&?ﬂﬁqﬁﬂwﬂ’wﬁﬁ (4.33-7.39 wuAlNasanlansw) f&'quﬁmma%mz@%uﬁuuu@ﬁlmmu
AeLdNgF AL unans (7.81-14.47 iuRlnananlani) %uﬁum\mgﬂmwﬁ’uﬁ%ﬁﬁqﬁ@u%qrfi;ﬁ (5.70-8.24 L1UFINAGD
Alansu) (Figure 3e) %‘qmmwmqu,@nLﬂ'f?iﬂw,mmi@@@umammﬁmﬁuﬂ?mmmmﬁmmwmﬂ'ﬁumﬁm uazilFunn
Buvie g Wwiviedlszaausiuauann vilfemnnquanidaeuunsleesugemulidon (anansdmaimdgimans,
2548)

mﬁmﬁfaﬂ@”mw?ﬂ'urﬁTfJLumluﬁuﬁ”@%ﬁ@@z{%’uﬁuuu@ﬂm”ﬁuﬂmnmqﬁqﬁ@uih\im (528182 40.37-66.07)
ﬁnumumqeﬂlmvmummm@wﬂwrm (5aaay 5.74-30.21) mummm@wsnmm‘mumumu@ﬂlmmuﬂmnmqmﬂ@umqm
i"ﬂf;l@'“ 45.81-72.10) mumummglmmuﬂmnmq (Faaiay 35.19-47.73) (Figure 3f) Tun1siansouinisanuunauazld

/\

a

FuRusAiastenEaAn SenfesarenuaNALaTenndetay 35 SaduAusaivead wiunndnvEe

|

winiufeuas 35 At luAuueantaad (Soil Survey Staff, 2014)



King Mongkut's Agr. J. 2020 : 38 (3) : 315 - 324 321

(a) (b) (©)
pH (1:1 Hy0) Organic matter content (g kg”) Available phosphorus (mg kg)
00 20 40 60 80 100 0 10 20 30 40 50 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40

Soll depth {cm)
=
Soil depth (cm)
Soil depth (cm)

(d)

Available potassium (mg kg') Bases saturation (%)

60 12000180 240

Soil depth (em)
Soil depth (cm)

Soil depth (cm)

—-Pedon1 (Ultisols) —g—Pedon2 (Ultisals)  —@- Pedon3 (Ultisols) - Pedon4 (Alfisols) = —A—Pedon5 (Alfisols) . «O—Pedon6 (Alfisols)

Figure 3 Distribution trend with depth soil chemical properties in longkong grove.
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Table 2 Soil fertility assessment of longkong grove.

Depth OoM”  Avail P AvailK¥ CECY BSP”  Total Fertility

Ord Ped Hori
raer edon Horizons (cm) (gkg") (mgkg") (mgkg') (cmolkg”) (%) score  level”

1 Topsoilz/ 0-15 16.00 (3) 5.38 (1) 191.14 (5) 422 (1) 40.37 (3) 13 M
Subsoil” 15-206+ 9.33 (1) 1.68 (1) 80.80 (4) 576 (2) 15.18 (1) 9 ML
2 Topsoil 0-15 18.22 (3) 7.27 (2) 222.35 (5) 4.75(1) 45.54 (3) 14 M
Ultisols
Subsoil 15-158 9.12 (1) 1.77 (1) 91.28 (5) 6.15(2) 13.06 (1) 10 ML
3 Topsoil 0-13 16.99 (3)  23.27 (4) 89.72 (4) 6.44 (2) 66.07 (4) 17 M
Subsoil 13-119 11.59 (2) 2.02 (1) 80.36 (4) 5.85(2) 13.31(1) 10 ML
4 Topsoil 0-13 36.75 (5) 4.43 (1) 118.98 (5) 10.56 (3) 66.72 (4) 18 MH
Subsoil 13-113/126  13.71 (2) 1.16 (1) 91.02 (5) 715(2)  44.29 (3) 13 M
Topsoil 0-13 36.03 (5) 2.42 (1) 148.24 (5) 10.16 (3) 51.33 (4) 18 MH
Alfisols
Subsoil 13-153/172  15.19 (3) 0.99 (1) 93.62 (5) 7.48(2)  39.65(3) 14 M
6 Topsoil 0-17 34.76 (4) 22.11(4) 156.04 (5) 11.14 (3)  54.61 (4) 20 MH
Subsoil 17-103 12.94 (2) 2.22 (1) 94.92 (5) 6.30 (2) 39.15(3) 13 M

" OM = organic matter (score level (g kg'): <10 = 1, 10-15 = 2, 15-25 = 3, 25-35 = 4, >35 = 5).

# Avail P = available phosphorus (score level (mg kg™) 1 <6 = 1, 6-10 = 2, 10-15 = 3, 15-25 = 4, >25 = 5).

¥ Avail K = available potassium (score level (mg kg') : <30 = 1, 30-60 = 2, 60-75 = 3, 75-90 = 4, >90 = 5).

“ CEC = cation exchange capacity (score level (cmol kg'w) :<5=1,5-10=2,10-15= 3, 15-20 = 4, >20 = 5).

“BSP = bases saturation percentage (score level (%) : <20 = 1, 20-35 = 2, 35-50 = 3, 50-75 = 4, >75 = 5).

¢ Scoring is used for the assessment of fertility level (the score is presented in blanket within the table) where score <7 = fertility level
is low (L), 8-12 = fertility level is moderately low (ML), 13-17 = fertility level is medium (M), 18-22 = fertility level is moderately high (MH),
>23 = fertility level is high (H).

z/Topsoil = A horizon.

¥ Subsoil = B horizon.

NSALANLTNIUE1RDINT LAY
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4,5 Ay 6 N304 46.85, 54.75 WAz 35.47 lnnsnsusels mNansy (Figure 4a)
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Alansusials douRuleaioead NUFuN0l 296.04, 323.36 uaz 228.27 Nlansumals (Figure 4e)
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Figure 4 Soil nutrient accumulation in longkong grove.
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Table 3 Comparison of stem girth, tree height and crown width of 10-, 15- and 20-year-old longkong trees.

Stem girth (cm) Tree height (m) Crown width (m)

Longkong grove
Ultisols Alfisols Ultisols Alfisols Ultisols Alfisols

10-year-old (Pedon 1, Pedon 4) ~ 43.95+6.18 44.23+4.38 2.85+0.60 4.87+0.81 3.10+0.38 4.71+0.68

15-year-old (Pedon 2, Pedon 5) = 45.08+7.28 49.80+3.66 3.28+0.47 5.16+1.51 3.87+0.28 4.81+0.43

20-year-old (Pedon 3, Pedon 6)  63.65+7.11 70.15+6.36  6.03+1.41 7.76+1.71 5.60+0.34 5.97+0.86
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