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Effect of irrigation water on soil properties in the central Nile Delta, Egypt
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1. [XLC&HIC

TVUT R FANTAETIE, TANVNEKIRETD2DADRWVEENILIITHONT
WD, KERORESLH TAROHFRICEY | EEEBMMEL 2> TS, T4 H
H TIEK) 30~40% D EHM N EHE O R ELZ T TBY, FRETHLEFE I A7 EE
Doob b, WHEMILEO(FESSEMMEICEELH 2| FMEEEREDOIRT 2 H
<, F1Z Na, Ca, Mg e EDOWA A DM, ZHICHE 2 BRABER(EC), 2 HMET
U D AEESP)O EFAZEU T, WEERMICL D THEE N ES, HEESMEDOHER
DRI 2 ERNBEIND, AFETIE, TAATAZ RROBEMICEIT S+
BN AL DA WIKOKE EOBBRER ST L, HBHEOEITIR &
TEERE~DOEE LM T O LB E L,
2. MEEAE

FANTF L H i Je il Kased HX N EH#I D 75 HSICB W T, XERTHRICEE 11
(0-15cm) ZE-HL L. pH. EC. s#MER A 4> (Ca, Mg, Na, K). A A v R E
(CEC), &2mF#(TC), 2R F(TOC), 2L HE(TN), MAEM A A~ A RFEBEL,
TN A A S ESP 2R Lz, O T, SHUSICHRET KBNS A 0K
L, EC XU Na, Ca, MgiREZ i Lz, /ol T —% 2 A CTHES T
OV ER Y AT 24T\, B O ER &2 O m % FFH L7,
3. BREER

FIBEAHr OfES . Ca, Mg, Na ¥ CEC & EOHHEZRL(p<0.01). CEC A& W+
BTEBEIMBEIPELSRENLTODHEAICH > T2, MEW A A~ 2 RFEIT TOC &
EDOMHBEE =0.778) %~ L, TOC RMAEYIENED FE LR FIZhoTnbH EEZX LN
oo M ECE&MHFT(EC>2dS/miciBnTh, ZoARITHFFINATEY, BHA ML
AT THOHEEMN TEEYEEZ X2 2B 2R LW DR S D, — T, EC,
Na, ESP R EOHEMHA ML AERE EMAEM A4 A~ AOHBEIZAR T, & ECE]RE
TThoThb, MEM AL I~ ARFE~OIMENLIRD LR 2T,

DADVIKFTIE, Na DELEENKE S E L, Na BAOFE#HEZRL TV, Z
DX DR KEREZ L T AR WKD EC &+ ECOMIIZEDMHE(p<0.01)
MBD DIV, DABVIKOEFIREN LE~OBEAFMOER 2o TWE(K 1), &6
2. B EC &M FTlE. AN WKF O Na L +Ed o Na &8O BICIEDHY
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(p<0.0D2REH., MABVKAN Na G & 72
D, TEA~OEHICHELZRITLTWVD Z &R
Ehtz, £72. Ca LI Mg lIZ oW T REFRICIED
FHBE (p < 0.01) 287k X401, 2> A3 WO 7K DAL 22 Bk A3
TEOMHHENT R BEE RIFL T,

TRk ik, pH, EC, CEC, Ca, Mg, Na,
ESP @ 7 H & H W TREMNT 21T o T2, flf T D 1
WA NV AICK D20, HHYBEEIEB X5k
ShLT2, EDRER . 1 ER(PCDIX CEC(0.54),
Ca(0.48), Mg(0.46), Na(0.49IZIED % 5 %R L,
A A o&FEBEICKE S, LEAKOEFHAR
DIRE & RET HECTHo7=, PC1 AT OEW
AT, EEV RO VWA E L THEESR
72K 2), s ol sE FE IS A i o T ]
WL TRY ., B b oMy
DML ZSI SR Z L TW DA BEEMEN R X
7= (K 3),

—Ji. B 2 FE k4 (PC2) X pH(0.55) & Y
EC(0.53)731IE, ESP(-0.56) a0 % 5% Rk L,
FMEEE T & Na fafiE & OB EETHITH -
7o B2 PC2 11X, pHX° EC A& < T ESP MK
WHE S AR CE =2 &b, Na SREICK Yy
BHENREEY, BARKEOIKRTEZMES THEE, 21
USHDE EC T E Z#XT 2HELE LTHET
B 5 A EEMEN B B (X 2),

4. F&EH

FANT X FRETIE, DANWKIZHKT
% Na L OEC OS82 Ly . HHEOEEERN
EITL TWio, FBESIT RO FERS ST LY,
WHEEBO TREROEmAH LN E D | FE
WoKE N HHEIEHEE RIS 2 DB E KGN
fIETELIZ N RINT, TNk EEY
A7 DFMIZLEHENTHD Z ERERINT,

—F . AW ASA A~ AL TOC &V FEE %
RL70, HEEELOMEIIRENTHY . &
EC &M FCTHEERMGIITMER I N2> T,
INLORERIL., AEYOMBENEEA ML AT
BT TEREEMEOMRICH 5T ARt E
RLTWD, S%ITHERMKE OHEE ke L, H
WIS U7 o) 7e TEEE N RO N D,
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Figure 1. Relationship between
irrigation water EC and soil EC

pH_soil

PC2 (21.6%)

PC1 (48.9%)

2 TEEHEFEOIRS M
Figure 2. PCA of soil salinity variables
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Figure 3. Site-wise distribution of PC1





