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Effects of Cycle Irrigation with Brackish and Fresh Water and Biochar on
Water and Salt Transports of Coastal Saline Soil

HUANG Mingyi' ZHANG Zhanyu’” XU Hui' ZHAI Yaming® WANG Ce’ ZHU Chengli’
(1. College of Water Conservancy and Hydropower, Hohai University, Nanjing 210098, China
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Abstract: For saline soil reclamation using brackish water in coastal areas, indoor infiltration tests were
carried out to investigate the water and salt transport processes of coastal saline soil under different cycle
irrigations with brackish and fresh water and biochar application. There were four cycle irrigation
treatments, that was, continuous freshwater irrigation ( fresh — fresh), began with freshwater irrigation
then brackish water irrigation ( fresh — brackish), began with brackish irrigation and then freshwater
irrigation ( brackish — fresh ) , continuous brackish water irrigation ( brackish — brackish). The biochar
application rates were 0 t/hm’, 15 t/hm” and 30 t/hm”, respectively. According to the results, the water
movement of coastal saline soil was mainly affected by the initial infiltration water quality. The cycle
irrigation of brackish — fresh was more beneficial to soil water infiltration and increased the infiltration rate
by 8.2% ~46.9% . The cycle irrigation of brackish — fresh also slightly improved soil moisture content.
Biochar promoted water infiltration under cycle irrigation with brackish and fresh water, and increased
wetting front distance, accumulated infiltration amount, infiltration rate, and soil moisture content.
Biochar application at 15 t/hm” was most conducive to soil water transport, increasing the infiltration rate
by 3.5% ~22.0% . The soil salt content of fresh — brackish and brackish — fresh was lower than that of
brackish — brackish, while the desalinization rate and depth coefficient were higher. The cycle irrigation
of brackish — fresh increased the desalinization rate, and the cycle irrigation of fresh — brackish could
increase the desalinization depth. The addition of biochar was beneficial to soil salt leaching under cycle

irrigation, which increased the desalination rate and desalination depth coefficient by 9. 1% ~ 15.0%
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and 1.1% ~7.5% , respectively. Biochar also increased the content of Ca®* and Mg”* , which promoted
Na ' leaching and mitigated the risk of brackish water irrigation. The effect of biochar on salt leaching was
limited when the biochar application rate was increased to 30 t/hm’. The research result showed that
15 t/hm® biochar combined with cycle irrigation with brackish and fresh water improved infiltration
characteristics, water holding capacity, and salt distribution of coastal saline soil, which could provide
references for the development and utilization of saline soil and brackish water in coastal regions.
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Tab.1 Main properties of coastal soil and biochar
N )l ' , 5
o HHE] okl P ) Bk e+ ALK Na* Ca* Mg *
= e ) CEN HRHBY pH ea o . o .y i
ok . fek#,  JkE/ (BSH)/ (mlog-') fi ()= R/ PUR/ FEH/ BRI, R
grcm (ot -em ™) (emed ! m- g (mmol®®-L™%) (emol-kg ™) (g-kg™) (mg-kg™') (mg-kg™') (mg-ke™')
(dS'm~")
It 1.40 31.9 27.4 1.96 8.31 12.6 10.7 8.6 258.0 38.0 22.0
LWk 0.20 4.50 9.4 10.1 61.6 655.0 35.4 32.2 24.3
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Tab.2 Main properties of infiltration water
Na* Ca®* Mg** HCO; al- S0%-
O N AR B EL - o - ) - )
kI | B e .. REOGKE/ O RENKEE/ O REGREE/ Ry, RERE. Rk
(g'L7) (dS'm™") (mmol™-L7%7) | : | |
(mg-L7") (mg-L7") (mg-L7") (mg-L7") (mg-L7") (mg-L7")
R IK 0.12 0.30 1.0 20.7 48.0 11.5 42.17 21.3 13.8
TR K 3.00 4.75 11.9 554.4 352.0 161.0 40.5 1056.7 797.6
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Fig.2 Changing curves of wetting front distance with time under cycle irrigation with brackish

and fresh water and biochar application
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Fig. 6  Soil salinity distributions in soil profile under cycle irrigation with brackish and fresh water and biochar application
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