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Effects of humic substance combination with nitrogen fertilizer on yield of water

spinach and nitrogen activation coefficient in soil
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Abstract
This study aimed to investigate the effects of humic acid application in combination
with nitrogen fertilizers on the growth and yield of water spinach, as well as to evaluate its

influence on changes in the nitrogen activation coefficient. The experiment was conducted
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using a completely randomized design (CRD) with three replications and five treatments: (1)
control without humic acid and nitrogen fertilizer application, (2) humic acid at 0.5 ¢ combined
with urea at 0.4 g/tray (HAq 50+ Ureag 40), (3) humic acid at 1.0 ¢ combined with urea at 0.4
g/tray (HA; 0o+Ureap qo), (4) humic acid at 0.5 ¢ combined with ammonium sulfate (AS) at 0.84
g/tray (HAg50+ASg84), and (5) humic acid at 1.0 ¢ combined with AS at 0.84 g/tray (HA1 0o+ASo ga).
The results demonstrated that HAg 50+ Ureag.qo produced the highest fresh yield of water
spinach (245 g/tray). Meanwhile, humic acid applied at 1.0 g/tray resulted in the highest plant
nitrogen concentration, with comparable values observed under HA; oo+ Ureag 40 and
HA1.00+ASp 84 treatments (28.8 and 28.6 g¢/kg, respectively). Post-harvest soil analysis revealed
that HAg 50+ Ureag .40 significantly enhanced soil available nitrogen, reaching 61.8 mg/kg, with
ammonium-N and nitrate-N concentrations of 50.2 and 11.67 mg/ke, respectively. Furthermore,
the highest nitrogen activation coefficient (NAC) was observed under HA 5o+ Ureag.ag (3.47%).
Overall, the application of humic acid at 0.5 ¢ combined with urea at 0.4 ¢/tray was identified as
an effective strategy for improving water spinach productivity and enhancing nitrogen

availability in soil. This combination also promoted greater nitrogen activation coefficient.

Keywords: Humic substance, Urea, Ammonium sulfate, Water spinach, Nitrogen activation

coefficient
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HNY93U (Jpomoea aquatica Forssk) W udnlud ba Suanudenlunisuilnaeg 1aunsvane
Tutsswdlng Wewmndaaamilaruinisgs wigiulalasngs uwavannsalgnlanaeniisl msudn
ANUAUIN SANL UM SITUNANE AT AN INVBIHNANE S InelarnemIduasuNIsRSyRulansEfy
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wazlu dadndudosondesiglulasiaululSinaiieme Weownlulpsauduesd Ussnaudfey
Y4nsARLd U LUSAU NSANIAG DN LavAaslsNaa 71 10 83T B9A UNTEUIUNITE BATIEY Ed
LATNI543T YA UlnYaaN Y (Wang et al, 2024) fatiu tnwasnsdeleuldy slulasiauludnsas
a a a o v a v a v A ' < ] ' ' a
W oL UNaNA AR NU AU (@1 d I Teigaaw, 2568) ag1elsnnu n1sldd elulasiaueg 1o aq
warlulSinageenvdwalviusedvinmnsldlulasauresivanas Wewnlulasauluduasnsaandy
IevanenseuIuns Wy Msvedns mssemsudowenlunde waznseuium s luss ety danaliie
dlulasiaulUldlaladfiauszdniam wenanaziiudununisndnuds donansliiiananssnuy
793R8 suaNNsazaulumslukra sl warnsUanUasengis aunsyandnaleg (Ma et al,, 2024)
faty meimuwwImainUsEansamnslidelulasudaludsanudfglunwdsives 1wy
a158731n (humic substances) L WaNBUNS S NAIINNTEUIUNNSE BUaaeVRITINT WA E P T
Usenaunlensndidin nsanain wazdadiu delunumdAglun1susulssaudininienin wai
LASTININUBIAY (ANNAITTNIAIVIUFNINGT, 2548) MUAT8Na18adUTI8UI1a71588na11150
WaAEaNsatunIskaniUd sulseauInvesiu Yresnwsmemsviey lusunnsaunsanalyle
aamsgeydelulasiauaniiy uazdaalunsiaydulavessniiy dwaliivaunsogalisinens
IegaliuseAnSnmannau (555053 uazane, 2558) uenantl a1sdiindsinasofanssuvendusd
waznsiudsusvvedulasiauluiu FeomvdwmanesUiuunagdnsinisuanUasslulasiaulufueie
Uin et al,, 2024) wiRzdisgaunsldasgriingudvdelulasiauluiiavaevia uwideyanediu
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2. YaauarIdtn19i vy
2.1 MSIA3BUAIBENNHU

AusheghaRunuasuinuesnslufiuisiuanssuss sunouislng M TANTLUATATOLTEN
(14°29°42.94”N 100°49°94.25”E) fiszdiuannaudin 0-20 iwufitums $1uam 200 Alansu thanilslsiuse
Tulsadeudunan 2 &ai anduwhnimmuiedsdulifvunndnas duifuiogiefudand
1w 1 Alansy Lﬁ'aﬁﬂﬂ%mezﬁauﬁ’aau%uﬁugm LAZIINHANTILATIZVAUADUNTAAEY (ANF97]
1) wunafisenaueglussiudunsnuiunans Aulidnwvazdufuauliunais Usunaduvseing
oeflusziutiunans lulmstauegluszdud eawesafiduussleniogluszdugann vasdlnunadon
fuaniudsuldeglusyfugs (FAO Project Staff and Land Classification Division, 1973) dusfoens
Auilvdetanldlunsmaaeuyszans mmuesanssrinindudelulasiaudemsaiyidule
uaynandninysiu Tnedasedrsmildnszusvaaesuun 20x30x6 iwufluns nszuray 3 Alandy

a waa & v Al
A15199 1 auURRULTaIAUNLTIUNISNAADY

Texture Soil pH EC. oM Total N Avail. P Exch. K
class (1:1) (dS/m) (%) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg)
AUty 5.64 5.50 3.17 280 47.1 105

U8LAe : Texture class-tilafu, Soil pH-AUATeNAY, ECAnsinlnivesfiumgiuduiiniedl, OM-Usunn
Sun3oingludu, Total N-lulasiauienun, Avail. P-eavesanidulsslowd, Exch. Klnunaidou
Avanasula

2.2 MIINUHUNITNARD
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n1snAasIkuUguanysal (CRD) 91w 5 f1funnaed 9 av 3 g1 sl T1 Llldanssafinuase
lulasiau (Aavaw), T2 lda1381dndns1 0.5 nfusiududegiie 0.40 nTufoNIEUENAALY
(HAqs0+Ureagao), T3 ldansdadin 1.0 nfusiududeeise 0.40 nfusienszusnaaes (HA go+Ureaqo),
T4 ldan5873ndm51 0.5 nFuswiudenesluiloudann 0.84 nfuranszuENAaY (HAs0+ASsd),
T5 lda158:ndm91 1.0 nfusududonenludeudamn 0.84 nSudanszuenaasy (HA oo+ASosa)
fstinnsldansdafingnan 0.5 wag 1 n¥udensvuznaaaaisusiinisladluanimutamaaes 50
wag 100 Alansusals diunislddegiSonazuenludendamngnsn 0.40 uag 0.84 nTusiansyUL
npasadusnsuiisuminisladelulasiau 18.4 Alandusiels Fadudasuuzihdmsunnsldde
ludndadu (@aanduddenvadu, 2568)

Mn1sUgniny eI ulugrnfounguataufafiguiou 2568 a 15439UNAa8Ia191791
NWASANERS AMEINEIAERSLaznAlLlaE urIneduTvgnsruasAsoysn lagulfleg1anu
fiddldnszusnaasaisudosudaunladeninienifiodulesesiusng 38 niudenszusnnas
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FAININTINULHUNITNAABY NH9I1INHNYITULeN 5 Tu vin1sneukenliude 30 dusiensyuy
dedundrony 7 Tu Taelulasaundsdl 1 Sanedariwesuiinalelulanaunuiwunismanes
warlduauiindednasudedngsiuey 14 Fu vnsifuidendedndsiuiiongasu 25 u
Tngvhnsinarugs uazArarundedludaeinias SPAD meter anduldddndlausuligeaniiuiu
Uszanm 3 wufluns tandauasdufindmidnas mﬂﬁ”'uﬁflﬁaasjwlﬂauiug’fauam%’auﬁqmmﬁ
70 sarigaifa audegafivuisain (e 5 Tu) theanngouudrdufiniminuiednass
rntuhivunudusadionliesesismemnol ueniniasdinafuiogsiunnuiaznszus
naaeiietlUTinziauRfunaadise

2.3 NMSAATTHNYULAZAUNILAL]

Mz ziamzUsinalulasounaisnsves Jackson (1965) Tnedasognsiia
0.2 n5u lalunaon Kjeldahl 1in mixed catalyst (K,SO4-CuSO4-Se powder) Lagpgaanufiiega
&8 conc. HyS0, auldansavansla anduthlunduitenlulnsiou Tneldeien Boric acid indicator
Futvwenludoudildannnisnay udsandus sinislmmnsndae standard 0.02N H,S04
warAwIMIUS AT Rt uveslulnstauluiy mﬂ‘lfuﬁwmmmmi@)miﬁfﬂu‘lmwﬂmaﬁﬂm
mmL%’usi’fuiuimmuluﬁ%@mﬁ’uﬁmﬁﬂLLﬁqﬁﬂuLWiaxﬁﬁumaaa (Sukyankij et al., 2023)

FrunsnTginundgnusenoudeauiiteiu Tnevhmsatnfufeinndusnsdiuiu
siath 1:1 wd1Ineae pH meter (Thomas, 1996) Sarmsihlnihwesiulnevhnisialusasfudus
$etinABn1aes Rhoades (1996) mendunetngluiulasnisesndladiagisiude K.Cro;
way H,S0, 91ntuiausuna Crno? Tnenistnnsedae FeSO, @ sazldpanunduauousunis
wdtheasueudursdnlaluguimennsd (1.724) alduysaduvieingesnun (Nelson and
Sommers, 1996) UsunallulasiaudidulselosdTaannusunawonlinidounariunsnludiu
Tngvihnsariafiuge 2N KCL udrhasavaneililuTnse I@EJGE?ULLiﬂ%ﬁ’]ﬁ’]iaza’lSﬁlﬁﬁ’lﬂﬁﬁ%m
U MeO waathlunduiiemduseslufenluaisazasfiu anduiaisay mmmmmmﬂgmm
iU devarda altoy \fiel¥ devarda alloy Wasuluwsmifusenluden wdrdindudness arsavans
mlmmﬂmiﬂa U aamm ﬂu’]mlmmmma standard 0.005N H,SO4 L& 23 9A1UIURIUT U
worlufouuazlunsm wdnduthaildfaesauaniuaglddululnsouiiuusyloeluiu
(Mulvaney, 1996) TudruvesuSinalulasiaunanualudulddsnfsrtuiunisiinsg i
I uRuIMA1duUsEaNs nsUandaeslulasiau (NAQ) m1u35nsves Zhong et al. (2025)
Tngtharlulasiaudiidulselovdluiiu (NHe' + NO5) msdevsunallulasiauiomualuiy (Total N)
LeRauae 100

2.4 MIAATIdayaneaa
NANIINAABIT LaYIn131As 1z neaa Alaslusunsy SPSS (version 22) Tne3ias1s e
AMULUSUTIUR28TS ANOVA nazil3suliisupuuanansvesaad slunsasisunaasdlagis
DMRT fiszdiuanudesiudosas 95
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3. NALABNUTIYNANITIAY
3.1 NSRTYLAUTALAZHNANER

A 1 wansravesnsliarsiilingaudullulasiaudonisieigiulauasnananinisiu
INNANTNAFINUTT TANUUANASRElTadAN19EdR (p < 0.05) Tudiurasrianuaiinysiy
vauziirmudurlusasimdnanduiinuuansisedadifedfyBameadf (o < 0.01) ainsld
a13588ndnsn 0.5 ndu dudeyise 0.4 nSusianseuEneas (T2) dwalvidnUaduliranudesly
waziminandusianssuzaafian (37.3 SPAD unit war 245 nfuseNIEUENAADY ALY
et ludrveniminandenszugnuin nsldaisdalindmsn 1.0 n¥u Saududoyide 0.4 ndu
senszuzvaaes (T3) Winanmsmeaedliuandesadnaindifuiiliangean (209 ndusenszuzvaaes)
vufishiumuauliutnandndsdumiian (149 nfusonszuznnaes) MnHaMIVIAREIL L
nsldarsiadnludnnilged udmwalinandnsnsduiiuuliuanas edloradunauiainarssadn
fiosdusznevreaUszaauduann Sevilfamsdsnaniamwamsalunsuanasuussquinlegs
(Ma et al., 2024) #roamantitiesarsdrifindldluasdiluiudusnermsiiazsarseanainie
danalisnfizgasineivisidanas uenaind annuanisnaassaziiulddinisldy sgde
danaliiinsduiinaninganiinislddsuesludondamnog1edaiau wadoradunauiain
sdUsznauteslousiarsin Jeuenludoudauniuiianmninauyageds 110 vaeitogSefianin
nsnauyaifies 80 (89gs uazAmy 2556) FeAfananusvenisdnenmlunisensa Hadnsn
fiintuanddetusaiinafinnatoiviasufinslinandavosiiald og1slsfinunanisnaans
A LA LANF 19915189714 Y09 Amin (2011) uaz da Silva Rangel et al. (2026) Tagnui1n1sl4 e
wedlunflendamndwmalviivinisasyiulanasnaninganiinislidesise

50 50
P<0.05, CV (%)=7.00 - P<0.01, CV (%)=2.90
a = a a
40 - b S 41 b ab
— a —
= :
& 30 T %2 A
e Q
%= 23
= 20 - =
o
8 a 14
=
10 - e
& 5 4
0 e . N s Dl Lial e
AIURAN HA0‘50+ HA1.00+ HA0‘50+ -4 - AIVAN HA0.50+ HA1.00+ HAO‘50+ HA1A00+
Urea0.40 Urea0.40 AS0,84 l'Jrea0.40 Urea0.40 ASO,84 ASO.84
300
= a P<0.01, CV (%)=11.1
g 250 - —
I~ ab b
= _
= 200 T PR be
e RS
c B
150
=
& 100 -
=
3R
= 50 A
2%
0

ﬂqua“ HAO.50+ HA1.OO+ HAO.50+ HA1.OO+

Urea, ,, AS AS

Urea0.4 0.84 0.84

0

MW 1 wavesansiilinsiuiulelulasiausenisasyivlanasnandndin Uadu
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3.2 anaduduuaznisaaldlulasaulubngdu
Tuduvesanududunaznsgeldlulasiauludngedunanslunmi 2 arnnanismaaes
wud1 nlsldansgafinsududululasiaudamaliniudutuiaznisgaldlulasiauludnyg sy
fnnuunnansegaitod iy amnsadd (p < 0.01) Msldarssafindmsn 1.0 nfusmiudeyise
0.4 n¥uslenszuznaass (T3) Wamnduduvedulasiauluingsdugsiian (28.8 ndusedlaniu)
Fadriilalidanuuansamsadadunisldaisdadngma 1.0 ndusaufudenesludoudainn
0.84 nfusaNITULNARLY (T5) (28.6 NTusiaflaniy) aonndesiUII189I1UYBY Jin et al. (2024)
Feesminnisldmsdaiindidiuthefivauaansalunisgaduuaznsldlulasiaulnoonzlugy
lunsvluily negrefinanuasavesduilifsdeaiunisgadululsauluiis vuzfidinisge
Tlulnsioudu nsldanssafindnm 0.5 niusufudegids 0.4 nfusenssusnaans (T2) lanisga
T lulnsiaugsiian (1.32 ndusenszusnaaes) Fdliifianuuandnamsadfannsfuiisingldansdadin
8991 1.0 n3uswuivdegiSy 0.4 nfusenszugnaned (T3) (1.16 niusenszugvnaey) ludiuanututu
vodlulpsauiunsfiudninisldamsddindmalinududuveshlanauludnd@udniu maga
T¥5nemsvesfitudunanmszriaiminuisfivuazaruduturessinomsluded ofiy
(Sukyankij et al., 2023) TuﬂWimmaaqﬁyazLﬁulﬁ’iﬂfﬂwﬁ’ﬂﬂaqﬁquﬁuiuLm'aw"ﬁ’m/maaq
feuansnatuinn sugfiannduduredulasouluded efsndufidwandeiulsiznin
(26.8-28.8 nfuseflandu) dufuiuinuisvesfivdsfidnsnasgraminlunisivuarinisge
THlulnsiauludis Fanudn T2 Thamsgaldlulnsiaugeiian aeandostuuiinamandniinuin T2
ThAmanAngsfiauiu Haidiiseaiuses Khaled and Fawy (2011) Anwinislénsadaiingng
frefuseUsinasinemns maaigduls uazandAmuiiugninlnemudn msldnsadafindldiutae
Tifvanunsagelisimommsldiiuty lnemsldluguvesmslimnafurisdaaiunisgaldlulnsiau
yasziinslilaemsdariumaluassielifiageldroaiedauarnunadesliuinnia

40 1.6
= P<0.01, CV (%)=1.50 ag a P<0.01, CV (%)=8.40
A a N T ab
s 30 A 2 b a c 12 - o be
—2 R ] ~— c
P = §
i~ @
S < 20 ~ 0.8 A
N =
ag 5 l‘?ﬁ
a;, %a
2 10 4 GE 0.4
=?
& o
0 < 0.0
ﬂTUF‘]N HA0450+ HA1.00+ HA0.50+ HA1.00+ HDUF‘!N HAOA50+ HA’IAOO+ HAO.50+ HA’IAOO+
UreaOAO UreaOAO ASO,84 ASO.84 Urea0-40 Urea0.40 ASO.84 ASO.84

Cﬂl a a 1 %) + 1 v v a U Y a
AN 2 wavesansilinsuiulelulasiausennudutusarUsinanisaaldlulasiauludngdu

3.3 guUAnuUrAUgN
Ui uNaIUgniiaNsuIInAUgnseau Al A udadiet Ui
Suneing wazySnalulasieuludu (M99 2 waz 3) namsneassmuiNsldansBdinguiule
lulasiaudaalianufisenduwazainisinlii1vesduiinnuuandeg1elivedfsy (p < 0.05)

o w

! 1 N o QI aa o w o o d! = 1 a a +
LA LLANHINDYNUUYFIAG 8 (,O < 0.01) Meaan AuaIny G]TﬁUVlﬂaENGZNVLlIJJﬂ’]ﬂﬁa']iﬁ'.lllﬂLLﬁ%lJEJ

'
aaa a d

Lulasiau (T1) Wenuisendugeiian (6.43) druatnisialndindunudn drsuiildansdiin 1.0 nfu

uavesa1sFilnTaudulelulnsiaunenanantinyeduuasaulszansnsuanaee... (1131 Asgn uazAe) 6
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srufulouenluidondamn 0.84 nfusdonszugnaaes (75) IAnsunlaiingsiign (4.50 ds/m)
Falaiunndnsegralivddymeaiaainnisldarsdifin 1.0 nfusamdudegise 0.40 nfusenszus
nAABA (T3) (4.27 dS/m) vauzisuauaulimmsinluiindian (3.65 ds/m) aenndesiusieay
99 Xu et al. (2025) Fs@nwmsliasdilindeaudinu msadyiiuls wazanuveslunymaiy wui
nsldansiainludnsgedudsmaliaufisofuuasAnisilnigedu suiu ludmvos3uo
dunsedngluiu nsldansdilinsindulelulasuliinadedunieTngludueg1sliudAynieada
(P>0.05) Tnefimfidevesdunieingsewinedosay 2.80-3.20 (3197 2)

m519dl 2 navesansiilindruiulelulsauserufitendu Ansthlain uazUsinadunisiag

Tusiundsgningsduy

A15UNAADY Soil pH (1:1) EC. (dS/m) Organic matter (%)
T1 (AIuAw) 6.43° 3.65° 2.80
T2 (HAqs50+Ureao.o) 6.30° 4.07° 2.93
T3 (HA00+Ureao.o) 6.30° 4.27" 3.20
T4 (HAo50+ASo.80) 6.32° 4.15° 2.98
T5 (HA1.00+ASo.84) 6.30° 4.50° 3.06
F-test * ** ns
CV (Sovaz) 0.50 3.98 5.07

2

NUBWA : AnRdeNnunaRlgdIsnysnaiululundiauwanssiunsatalagldds DMRT; *, * Alade

£

FAMULANA 19T UNNED AT SEAUANNLT o USPUAT 99 LazTouay 95 ANNEIAU; ns ALaE 8yl
PILANENIUNEdf; Soil pH-AUARTENRAY, ECe- Amailniiwesin, Organic matter-8uvisering lufu

msldansdadinsruduelulasiaudenaseviinalulnsaulufuegwdaau (@159 3)
Tngwulanuiansseg 1l dedAyn19ads (o < 0.05) ludruvesuiualunsniazlulasiau
e vaed UiaueuludentarlulasiauluguiidulsslovideRanuindauuansag
agafitludABaneadn (o < 0.01) nsldansdadin 0.5 ndusuiudeeisey 0.40 niudenIEULNAGLY
Tausmamenludon Tumsm wazlulnnoulusuiidulssloviqefign (50.2, 11.67 uaz 61.8
fiadnfusenlanty mudav) wasiviialulasauiomenui msldansdadin 05 nfusautude
wouladoudain 0.84 nusonszugvnaedlialulnsiauiamunlufiugedian (1.96 niudedlaniu)
el lifanuuandsndunnaesdu q snfudifueiuay (T1) feiluanisneaesiils
donAdesiU Xu et al. (2025) Fana1iUszavsamnslivsglovivessinovnsludunlusindaries
dHemngnirfadeanuiuusslenivesnsinoimslufunion sgnaadulasoyneiu uenaini
nsldansdadnlufuardmalilulasioneylusuiliadestu Samnearuirlulenauiioglusy
vaalooau (NH," 130 NOy) azgnid sulusyluguaesansusznevd s lilulnsioudieglugu
fidutselowd (Avail N) azdaranasualulasiaulugvreslulnsiauionua (Total N) Tufy
%ﬁﬁhlﬂuﬁu (Zhang et al., 2019; Yang et al., 2021)
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A15197 3 wavesanslinsawdudelulnsiauneysunasenludey luwmsm lulasundudsslos
waglulasunmunludundsUgningsdu

fFUNAADY NHs" (mg/kg) NOs (mg/ke) Avail. N (mg/kg) Total N (g/kg)
T1 (AUAY) 33.3° 0.97° 34.2° 1.61°
T2 (HAos0+Ureao.ao) 50.2° 11.67° 61.8° 1.77%
T3 (HA1 0o+ Ureao.ao) 38.5% 8.17% 46.7° 1.84%
T4 (HAo50+ASo.0) 39.7° 8.17% 47.8° 1.96°
T5 (HALoo+AS0.80) 40.8° 5.83% 46.7° 1.91°
CV (3oay) 8.35 39.70 12.81 6.50

NUEWe : ANRdeNnudweRIgnesssiulukuddinuuanaeiun@idlagldds DMRT; **, * dade
FUAnNFNAUNIE@RANTEAUAINULT 8L WS pEaY 99 LarSasay 95 Mua1nU; NH -woulutaulufy,
NOs-luwwsnludu, Avail. N-lulasiauiduuselowilumu, Total N-lulasaunwualufy

3.4 fuUszAvinsuanvsaslulasavlufu

Al 3 wansAdulszans nmsvanUaeslulnsiau (Nitrogen Activation Coefficient, NAC)
TuRundsgniilssudvsnaanmsldansrfinuazolulasiou annanismaaemuin fasunnsis
agnafifuddnyBanneadd (o < 0.01) Tnenisldansdaiin 0.5 nduswiudeyisy 0.40 nfudenseuy
naass (12) 191 NAC gevign (Feway 3.47) ynedi suasuay (T1) Tde1 NAC 14 g0
($ovay 2.12) vadlagdanalddinsldarssafindnaei (0.5 nfurenssusnnaes) Iiandudseans
msvanvasslulnsiaugsninnsléludnangs (1.0 nfusiensyuznaaes) dsenafiiumnaniainas
Safinduiidnenmlunisgadusinemnsialdd danlismemsiidulsslonifazarsoonun
nmstddegnandunazlignuantasseenuiluglveslessu wu lulasulignuanydeseenun
luguves NHs" %150 NO5 é’ﬂwmzLﬁiuﬁﬁﬂ,ﬁﬂ%mmm@mmﬂugﬂ‘ﬁ'Lﬁuﬂsﬂmﬁﬁmaﬂaq (Xu et al,,
2025) FedwwalirrAduuszansnsuantasslulasiauanasiae a1 NAC filusuilddaiiveuen
fanugauauysaifu (Wu et al, 2017; Yang et al,, 2019; Sukyankij et al., 2025) & sludi i
dunsusuenindvlussuneassiildanssaiin 0.5 nsusmiulegie 0.4 nfusenszuznnass

fifnennlunsvantasslulnsiauidulselevdneiisunnitdsunnasadu 9

o a P<0.01, CV (%)=9.10
@ R
= 3.0
o=
C = 2.0 o
N ([(m] UE"
& =
# = 1.0 1
=)
%
e
0.0
ﬂjUﬂqN HAOA5O+ HA1.00+ HAO.5O+ HA1.00+
Urea0.40 UI’ea0.40 ASO.84 AS0.84

MR 3 iavesansdiinTaniulelulasauiedulssdnsnsUantaselulasiaulufundsgnidnUeau

]
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4. #5UNaN13IY

nsldansdalinsindulelulasaudwmasgdnaunenandninysdu lnemsldansglindnsn
0.5 n3usamiuljegiFe 0.4 niusenszuzdmalviinysdulinandngeiign sosmanfemsldasningn
1.0 nfusufuljegise 04 nfusenszuz vaiinsldansdiinmiudonesludondamalinanantios
nnslidegise msl¥arsdadnsmdvdvgisoludnsi inandngegedsdwalifundsugn
finduusyavinisuanudesulnsiaugenivhiuneassdu q egnedauduiu FafuainuanImnaes
Janamlsinmsldansdringan 05 nsusuduleyFe 04 nsudenszusdusariuanzauiigadimiy
MsUgnintadu uaedsdamalinundwaniinsUandasslulasauludinagdniie

AnAnTIuUITENA
VOUVBUAMANVITVINBATAIANS ANEINeIAIanswazinalulad unm1Ine1des1¥ayg)
wszuAsAIRsENatuayuianuargunsal Nldlunsinszvidiegimaass

LONEI581984

AOTNSENAITUgAnen. (2548). Ugiianeuiasdiu. ngam o dinfisniavivendeinunsenans.

5ITUTTY LAY, 5978 1A, ANt §1An LagnunNT dunn. (2558). NaYRIENTEIN WATLARLTENTELNA
AfdensiiguivlnvesunanefusLondy 434 uazandRuIIUsENSURIRLYARUAUNILAL.
M3mTIneImansiazinelulad uniinenaginensaans, 4(1), 12-22.

pagws loanann, e3safvs dedudilsan] uas vidn ssUseys. (2556). Yerfansinumseadu. ngamm =
AinRuALIIeNS N YR senEns.

an1UuITeNyaIu. (2568). nN15Ug AU YT Y. LU18 eld 370 https://www.doa.go.th/hort/wp-
content/uploads/2021/10/msugneintfsdu.pdf Eudule: 12 furay 2568).

Amin, M.EIM.H. (2011). Effect of different nitrogen sources on growth, yield and quality of fodder
maize (Zea mays L.). Journal of the Saudi Society of Agricultural Sciences, 10, 17-23.

da Silva Rangel, G., de Souza Pastor, T., Ferreira, V.R., de Oliveira Costa, T., Carvalho, RCB., de
Oliveira Souza, M., Berilli, A.P.C.G. & da Silva Berilli, S. (2026). Influence of nitrogen sources
on physiological processes and morphological development of yellow passion fruit
seedlings. Nitrogen, 7, Article 8.

FAO Project Staff and Land Classification Division. (1973). Soil Interpretation Handbook for
Thailand. Land Classification Division, Department of Land Development, Bangkok.

Jackson, M. L. (1965). Soil chemical analysis. Prentice Hall, Inc.

Jin, Y., Yuan, Y., Liy, Z., Gai, S., Cheng, K. & Yang, F. (2024). Effect of humic substances on nitrogen
cycling in soil-plant ecosystems: Advances, issues, and future perspectives. Journal of

Environmental Management, 351, Article 119738.

o v

uavesa1sFilnTaudulelulnsiaunenanantinyeduuasaulszansnsuanaee... (1131 Asgn uazAe) 9

9



NIATINeaniszynduazuinnssy U 1 atud 2 nsngrau - Sunau 2569 (UNANEUN 26206)

Khaled, H. & Fawy, H.A. (2011). Effect of different levels of humic acids on the nutrient content,
plant growth, and soil properties under conditions of salinity. Soil and Water Research,
6(1), 21-29.

Ma, Y., Cheng, X. & Zhang, Y. (2024). The impact of humic acid fertilizers on crop yield and nitrogen
use efficiency: A meta-analysis. Asronomy, 14, Article 2763.

Mulvaney, R.L. (1996). Nitrogen-inorganic forms. In D.L. Sparks, AL. Page, P.A. Helmke, RH.
Loeppert, P.N. Soltanpour, M.A. Tabatabai, C.T. Johnston & M.E. Sumner (Eds). Methods of
soil analysis part 3: Chemical methods (pp. 1123-1184). Soil Science Society of America, Inc.

Nelson, D. W., & Sommers, L. E. (1996). Total carbon, organic carbon, and organic matter. In D. L.
Sparks, A. L. Page, P. A. Helmke, R. H. Loeppert, P. N. Soltanpour, M. A. Tabatabai, C. T.
Johnston & M. E. Sumner (Eds.). Methods of soil analysis part 3: Chemical methods (pp.
961-1010). Soil Science Society of America, Inc.

Rhoades, J.D. (1996). Salinity: electrical conductivity and total dissolved solids. In D.L. Sparks, A.L.
Page, P.A. Helmke, RH. Loeppert, P.N. Soltanpour, M.A. Tabatabai, C.T. Johnston & M.E.
Sumner (Eds). Methods of Soil Analysis Part 3: Chemical Methods (pp. 417-435). Soil
Science Society of America, Inc.

Sukyankij, S., Sukyankij, S., & Panich-pat, T. (2023). Effect of co-fertilizer application and dolomite
amendments on yield and grain quality of rice grown on post-active acid sulfate soil.
AGRIVITA Journal of Agricultural Science, 45(2), 311-321.

Sukyankij, S., Khougsud, C., Phun-lam, M., & Panich-Pat, T. (2025). Influence of silicon application
on phosphorus uptake in rice and phosphorus availability in acid and neutral soils, Central
Thailand. International Journal of Agriculture and Biology, 33, 330415.

Thomas, G.W. (1996): Soil pH and soil acidity. In D.L. Sparks, A.L. Page, P.A. Helmke, R.H. Loeppert,
P.N. Soltanpour, M.A. Tabatabai, C.T. Johnston & M.E. Sumner (Eds). Methods of Soil
Analysis Part 3: Chemical Methods (pp. 475-490). Soil Science Society of America, Inc.

Wang, Q,, Li, S., Li, J. & Huang, D. (2024). The utilization and roles of nitrogen in plants. Forests, 15,
Article 1191.

Wu, Q., Zhang, S., Zhu, P., Huang, S., Wang, B., Zhao, L., & Xu, M. (2017). Characterizing differences
in the phosphorus activation coefficient of three typical cropland soils and the influencing
factors under long-term fertilization. PLoS One, 12, Article e0176437.

Xu, Y., Li, M, Ding, H., Ma, Y., Yang, Y. & Feng, L. (2025). Comparative effects of humic acid
biostimulation on soil properties, growth, and fragrance of Rosa rugosa. Industrial Crops
and Products, 225, 120444,

Yang, F., Tang, C. & Antonietti, M., (2021). Natural and artificial humic substances to manage

minerals, ions, water, and soil microorganisms. Chemical Society Reviews, 50, 6221-6239.

uavesa1sFilnTaudulelulnsiaunenanantinyeduuasaulszansnsuanaee... (1131 Asgn uazAe) 10



Yang, X., Chen, X, & Yang, X. (2019). Effect of organic matter on phosphorus adsorption and

desorption in a black soil from Northeast China. Soil and Tillage Research, 187, 85-91.
Zhang, S., Yuan, L., Li, W,, Lin, Z, Li, Y., Hu, S. & Zhao, B. (2019). Effects of urea enhanced with
different weathered coal-derived humic acid components on maize yield and fate of
fertilizer nitrogen. Journal of Integrative Agriculture, 18(3), 656—666.
Zhong, N., Cai, Q. & Huang, J. (2025). Synersgistic regulation mechanism of nitrogen and potassium
coupling on sugarcane yield and soil quality in karst areas. Frontiers in Plant Science, 16,

Article 1614682.

o/

uavesasglinTauAvlelulnsiaunenanandnysiuuazdulszansnisuantaee... (1131 AIgn uazAne) 11



