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Article Info ABSTRACT
Article type: Background and Objectives: Loess soils are a special type of silty soils
Full Length Research Paper  with a porous structure and weak adhesion. In case of improper
management, loess soils are the most sensitive soils to erosion and are
) ) easily washed away by heavy rains. One of the most important influencing
Article history: . - o . .
o factors in the vulnerability of loess soils is the phenomenon of dispersion.
Received: 04.30.2024 Duri his th 11l - It of th di
Revised: 06.09.2024 uring this the soil floats in"it as a result of contact with water and is
Accepted: 06.09.2024 removed from the environment by the force of the water flow. Many
studies have been conducted by researchers to investigate dispersive soils.
Providing a suitable improvement method for them requires the correct

Keywords: determination and diagnosis of the degree of divergence in the studied area.
Dispersion soil, The complete identification of dispersive soil also depends on a detailed
Double hydrometric test, test. As a result, various methods have been presented to identify soil

Pinhole test,

dispersion. The most significant of which are the pinhole, chemical, crumb
Sherard test P gn P i i

and double hydrometry methods. So far, there is no consensus regarding
prioritizing the use of dispersion tests. Considering the importance of the
issue of divergence on the quality of soil and agricultural products, in this
research we try to investigate the accuracy of different tests in detecting
soil dispersion.

Materials and Methods: This research was focused on the loess soils of
Golestan province. Seven pedons were selected, sampled and described in
different parts of the province. Physicochemical properties of soil such as
texture, density, pH, solutes in soil, etc. important measurements and tests
to determine soil dispersion potential such as pinhole, chemical, crumb and
double hydrometry tests were performed based on ASTM standards.
Finally, the validation of the tests was done based on the comparison of
their results with each other.

Results: The results show that the percentage of organic carbon and soil
porosity decreased from the surface (horizon A) to the depth of the soil
(horizon B and C), while the bluk density increased. Therefore, the change
in soil properties from surface horizons to depth has caused a change in the
degree of dispersion of these horizons. On the other hand, high amounts of
exchangeable sodium in some soils caused chemical dispersion, which
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indicates the role of sodium in increasing the thickness of the double layer
of clay soil surfaces. However, the results of this research indicate that
there is no severe dispersion of loess soils in Golestan province. On the
other hand, the dispersion tests performed on these soils show that the
dispersion phenomenon caused by the presence of sodium does not play a
role in the erosion of these soils, and the dispersion of these soils is a
physical phenomenon caused by the silty texture in the study area.

Conclusion: The results of the studies indicate that almost all the tests can
detect the dispersion of the soil, the only difference is in expressing the
intensity of the dispersion and the accuracy of the test. In determining the
dispersion potential of soils, the pinhole test better models the actual state
of water seepage in the cracks in the soil structure. So, in any case, the
results of this test can represent the potential of real soil dispersion in the
region. In determining the dispersion potential of soils, the crumb test-in
loess soils showed the dispersion potential to be lower than the actual state,
and the double hydrometric method had the most correlation with the
results of the pinhole test.
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2- Pinhole test

3- Double Hydrometric test
4- Crumb test

5- Sherard Chemical test
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Figm'g 1. Ldgation of the pedons in the study area.
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SAR = Na* = [.5 x (Ca®* + Mg?*)]5
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PS = Na* = (TDS x 100)
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Figure 2. Dispersive categories based on the amount of exchangeable sodium (Sherard et al., 1976).
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Table 1. The amount of soil dispersion potential based on Sherrard standard.

&‘Jf\) Aoy
Dispersion Percentage

Sl S ol

Soil Dispersion Potential

<15

15-35

=35

|81
Non-Dispersive
b e
Intermediate
1515

Dispersive

b\



Ol )\Kod g palio (g ym 1)/ oo 3 (ARG Lo5T ilSee (SS9, (w2

k& Ve s (Seedol e Ll 2
g S el s s Bt 3l 1S5 aals
Sbt o Ol Gas Sl L O GBI s o3 04,
FoS Sholsa Ll 5 e 0 Lo o5 ol oS 03533
sl sl Goes S e L S ool
Uj Bl S gy adlas 550 slag s
ol adlas 300 o S s ke
3l 5w 8 3 CL o5 S s blisy gtuaal
s Ghle ol sbpd (e Dlo s

Bl e 05 St Sl b pla ]
053l bles edas0lis ilesl cpl iemel S iabesl
S 00 5Ll LOA) il o gl il b s Sl
AU S s sty ks, o e el
el L e Lol Sl cplple (LIS
5 SbA 0 sps folb il =W Siabesl
St ol Sl Olgs gy e L (VYY) Dl s Lls
0T Sl asls by gl L3t SO eslizal 3 40
b plonil (g35dmme Olay 3l S Sl &
i b Kl e S s el S
Cde sl S Ll ans ol usl, cell
Ly oge s iSTs ciley Cunsg ol 55 5 Vb
@L:.} 3 Obdl (gl amm ys (X)) S sl
plil il Loy oL o ool ol ol
[ASTM-D6572] s, 56l U s O R
055 35 ddsa el ot S 51 Y Jadr o
SPL S Gladisai el LS b pal sl
YOS s s il 1 STy b gs 6l

sl ol 4.5:\)‘

T

oy g b

C,LJ el g s e o :@K:_luﬂ @Lﬁ
D3 sy 550 La'C)LSb'- s Slo g
S slagnbsl el s e 238
Lol 2815 Jedly 5 np Ime Do) po
S3a Y Ad e e glasbae bl
Osie 53 ol S1s Jowlt olg a3 s &5 ol
S osen (8 Ol plas g e
B s s et Jpaim slailesl s il s
oS Sopon s bl 53 plend sl bl
Sl bl easdze 4 g L Colg o s
ued S asen ST Jeily el sy
o bl Bl s GRlsl @l s
g ol 53 8 age 4S5 el ol Sy ax s
o pol e D dhd 5 eld anr
ol oAty ol & 3 oldlae 53 5 545 e
Rl BB el oedle S
some Gmlel @ L s s 1 ST
2 S aasis el adlae Jsaiyy
By s A bl 1S sla il =
LS 3 e o ki S, Ll

.c,.w\a\:éji})\;ew)ﬁzjy
Y odsdr S plesd 5 (S sl S
Ol 1y b pled 5 (S sl Shs
Sl s gk sl Lie o 0l 5 s s
Silaly sl BT G Gl e
53 5 kil e e o3Il s S O3 S e
S Sl a8 e 3 e e es S

BE) S .,\..:)\b b )‘J\.E.A u.:JSu,:M.: Bas) CJ\)J Lk:al:w



A EXE AN D)Loas do 5)95‘),-’3’.L.f. Jﬁjjﬁ’jdb%ﬂd&é\aw

LS pled 5 (S Sl sas S - dgi
Table 2. Selected physical and chemical properties of the pedons.

S = o dlsegk Sy S ‘ ‘ .
ol s 2 L St Sk sl o e G Sl
Jalee
O
Calcixerepts (P1) 0l 50 @5[5
1.44 213 0 13.64 1.73 7.75 0.8 SiL 14 60 26 0-30 A
1.43 17.5 0 11.69 1.45 7.75 0.5 SiL 14 60 26 30-50 By
1.52 2.5 0 9.26 1.23 7.72 0.3 L 10 40 50 50-110 C
Torriorthents (P2) -5 s» 'C)Sb'
1.44 25.0 2 12.18 1.41 7.88 0.5 SiL 12 66 22 0-23 A
1.44 25.8 3 9.26 1.80 7.89 0.2 SiL 12 66 22 23-53 Bc
1.49 21.5 3.5 8.28 8.35 8.11 0.2 SiL 10 60 30 53-105 Cy
Haploxerepts :(P3) Rsiey C S
1.40 213 0.2 17.05 1.95 7.85 1.4 SiL 14 74 12 0-25 A
1.36 19.5 0.1 9.74 1.80 7.84 0.5 SiL 18 72 10 25-50 By
1.36 23.0 0.1 8.50 1.50 7.58 0.3 SiL 20 71 9 50-80 Bc
1.35 27.8 0.2 8.77 1.11 7.87 0.2 SiL 22 70 8 80-120 C
Calcixerept :(P4) Sl g C)su
1.41 20.5 0.1 14.13 0.82 7.75 0.9 SiL 14 74 12 0-20 A
1.40 233 0.1 11.69 0.77 7.77 0:3 SiL 16 72 12 20-36 By
1.40 25.0 1.2 9.74 0.75 746 0.2 SiL 14 76 10 36-80 C
1.50 20.0 35 8.77 3.25 8.00 0.2 SiL 8 64 28 80-100 By
Argixerols (P5) —uis ye FoS
1.32 7.3 0 13.64 L1 7.78 0.8 SiL 24 70 6 0-28 A
1.30 5.0 0 12.18 0.85 7.75 0.6 SiCL 28 64 8 28-65 AB
1.22 243 0 11.69 1.68 7.78 0.6 SiC 46 46 8 65-95 B
1.32 31.8 0.1 10.23 2.01 7.79 0.5 SiCL 28 54 18 95-115 Bk
1.35 27.0 0 9.74 1.15 7.79 0.4 SiL 20 60 20 115-165 Bk
1.40 5.0 0 9.26 1.14 7.94 0.4 SiL 14 66 20 165-200 C
Argixerols (P6) Olsl, 'C)Sb'
1.30 0.5 0 19.00 1.01 7.75 1.6 SiL 26 62 12 0-20 A
1.14 25 0 16.08 0.63 7.70 0.7 SiL 18 52 30 20-42 B/A
1.27 6.5 0 16.56 0.82 7.70 0.8 SiCL 38 56 6 42-67 B
1.45 7.5 0 13.64 0.80 7.71 0.5 L 16 38 46 67-125 By
1.40 27.5 0 11.49 2.01 7.74 0.4 SiL 16 68 16 125-160 By
1.32 5.5 0 11.21 1.25 7.70 0.4 SiL 26 66 8 160-200 Cx
Haplocalcid (P7) 05, Jlals @5[5
1.52 225 0 13.64 1.58 7.74 0.5 L 10 44 46 0-22 A
1.53 20.8 0 11.69 1.20 7.72 0.4 L 8 42 50 22-46 C
1.38 233 0.1 11.21 1.80 7.71 0.3 SiL 22 50 28 46-64 2By
1.52 225 0.1 9.46 1.72 7.7 0.3 L 8 46 46 64-100 Cy
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Table 3. The results of Crumb test of the pedons.

_ oslads
=S 16 hr 1 hr 2 min o & [Sale
R
Dispersion Degree  Temperature  Degree  Temperature  Degree  Temperature S.N.  Horizon Pedon
Non Dispersive 1 23 1 23 1 23 P11 A
. . Ol 5o
Non Dispersive 1 23 1 23 1 23 P12 Bk
P1
Non Dispersive 1 23 1 23 1 23 P13 C
Intermediate 3 23 3 23 3 23 P21 A
Non Dispersive 1 23 1 23 1 23 P22 Bc
Slightly Dispersive 2 23 2 23 2 23 P23 Cy '
Non Dispersive 1 23 1 23 1 23 P31
Non Dispersive 1 23 1 23 1 23 P32 g By
. . . ///A )
Slightly Dispersive 2 23 2 23 2 23 P33\\\ @Q/////ﬂﬁ P3
Non Dispersive 1 23 1 23 1 23 34 . C
Non Dispersive 1 23 1 23 1 23 ;ﬁ% P41 = A
. B
Non Dispersive 1 23 1 23 1 30 \}W By E
Non Dispersive 1 23 1 23 1 i/ P43 C P4
Slightly Dispersive 2 23 2 23 23//////%«~ P44 Bey
Non Dispersive 1 23 1 23 23 P51 A
Non Dispersive 1 23 1 23 WV » P52 AB
Non Dispersive 1 23 1 23 23 P53 B Cbsgee
Non Dispersive 1 23 23 P54 Bxi P5
Non Dispersive 1 23 23 P55 Bz
Non Dispersive 1 23 23 P56 C
Non Dispersive 1 23 1 23 P61 A
Non Dispersive 1 23 P62  BA/AB
Non Dispersive 1 23 P63 B Sl
Non Dispersive 1 23 P64 Bw P6
Non Dispersive 1 23 P65 Bk
Intermediate 3 23 P66 Cxk
Slightly Dispersive 2 23 P71 A
Non Dispersive 1 23 P72 C O3 p s
Shghtly})%perst @%// 2 23 P73 2Bk P7
Slightly Digﬁggive% 2 23 2 23 2 23 P74 Cy

2

@ y

.(P2) ‘;’SJA t)hsu' BL) &‘;‘j ki C—’b.')é ﬂu -y JS«:A
Figure 3. Display of different degrees of dispersion in Hootans pedon (P2).
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Table 4. The results of Double hydrometric test of the pedons.

=S S Lol FPEwS 40 oled et
Dispersion Plastic property The percentage of Dispersion S.N. Horizon Pedon
Non Dispersive CL, Lean clay with sand 13.63 P11 A
Non Dispersive CL, Lean clay with sand 15 P12 By O 5o
Non Dispersive CL, Lean clay with sand 1111 P13 C
Intermediate CL, Lean clay with sand 22.85 P21 A
Intermediate CL, Lean clay with sand 28.57 P22 Bc RS
Intermediate CL, Lean clay with sand 15.15 P23 Cy
Non Dispersive CL, Lean clay 6.25 P31 A
Non Dispersive CL, Lean clay 5.71 P32 By Lol
Intermediate CL, Lean clay 18.75 P33 Bc
Non Dispersive CL, Lean clay 13.51 P34 C
Intermediate CL, Lean clay 16.12 P41 A
Non Dispersive CL, Lean clay 11.76 P42 By .
o Stk
Non Dispersive CL, Lean clay 8.33 P43 C
Non Dispersive CL, Lean clay with sand 9.09 P44 By
Non Dispersive CL, Lean clay 10.14 P51 A
Non Dispersive CL, Lean clay 10.76 P52 AB
Non Dispersive CL, Lean clay 9.37 P53 B, s s
Intermediate CL, Lean clay with sand 16.66 P54 Bk
Non Dispersive CL, Lean clay with sand 10.71 P55 Bk
Non Dispersive CL, Lean clay with sand 6.66 P56 C
Non Dispersive CL, Lean clay 10 P61 A
Non Dispersive CL, Lean clay 14.28 P62 BA/AB
Intermediate CL, Sandy Lean Clay 15.38 P63 B el
Intermediate CL, Sandy Lean Clay 18.75 P64 By )
Non Dispersive CL, Lean Clay with Sand 4.76 P65 By
Non Dispersive CL, Lean Clay 4.47 P66 Cx
Non Dispersive CL, Sandy Lean Clay 10 P71 A
Non Dispersive CL, Sandy Lean Clay 11.11 P72 C . .
. 05 Rl
Intermediate CL, Lean Clay with Sand 20 P73 2Bi
Intermediate CL, Sandy Lean Clay 21.42 P74 Cy
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Table 5. The results of the Chemical test of the pedons.

Ol S
P CW. & . oyless
N Ao g el (e el b o G
ke e
e e
. . K* Mg** Ca* Na’ Sample .
Dispersion PS TDS SAR (meq.L'l) (meq.L'l) (meq.L'l) (meq.L'l) Number Horizon
(P1) 0Lé 50 'C)Sb'
Non Dispersive 27.72 11.54 1.68 1.14 2.9 4.3 32 P11 A
Non Dispersive 27.49 11.64 1.65 0.94 34 41 32 P12 Bi
Non Dispersive 34.82 9.19 1.92 0.49 3.4 2.1 32 P13 C
(P2) (558 oS
Non Dispersive 22.47 14.24 1.41 0.64 9 5.2 32 P21 A
Non Dispersive 22.55 14.19 1.39 0.49 5.1 5.4 32 P22 Bc
Intermediate 54 28.7 6.12 0.4 7.3 5.5 15.5 P23 Cy
(P3), sV Fos
Non Dispersive 18.90 16.93 1.28 1.23 4.5 8 32 P31 A
Non Dispersive 18.72 17.09 1.24 0.59 5.1 8.2 32 P32 By
Non Dispersive 16 18.5 1.18 0.5 4.8 1.2 32 P33 Bc
Non Dispersive 15.77 20.29 1.11 0.49 4.3 12.3 32 P34 C
(P4) Gl ¢Sl
Non Dispersive 11.51 1389 0.:67 1.09 4.5 6.7 1.6 P41 A
Non Dispersive 10.89 14.69 0.64 0.59 4.7 7.8 1.6 P42 By
Non Dispersive 10.56 15.14 0.62 0.54 4.9 8.1 1.6 P43 C
Intermediate 46.09 14.1 3.42 0.4 1.2 6 6.5 P44 By
(PS) cisgun Fos
Non Dispersive 35.01 9.14 2.02 0.94 2.5 2.5 32 P51 A
Non Dispersive 39.55 8.09 2.20 0.69 2 2.2 32 P52 AB
Non Dispersive 25.82 12.39 1.55 0.69 43 4.2 32 P53 B:
Non Dispersive 17.92 18.94 1.24 0.64 5.6 9.3 34 P54 Bk
Non Dispersive 20.07 16.94 1.33 0.54 4.5 8.5 34 P55 Bz
Intermediate 49.29 9.94 3.26 0.54 1.3 32 4.9 P56 C
(P6) Olal, Fos
Non Dispersive 17.71 9.03 0.90 1.23 2.9 33 1.6 P61 A
Non Dispersive 18.20 8.79 0.92 1.19 2.6 34 1.6 P62 BA/AB
Non Dispersive 17.99 8.89 091 1.19 2.6 35 1.6 P63 B:
Non Dispersive 20.94 7.64 1.01 1.04 2.8 2.2 1.6 P64 By
Non Dispersive 19.46 16.44 1.26 0.54 5.1 7.6 32 P65 By
Non Dispersive 33.19 9.64 1.86 0.54 2.4 3.5 32 P66 Cy
(PT7) O hls 'C)Sb'
Non Dispersive 13.01 12.29 0.71 0.79 5.4 4.5 1.6 P71 A
Non Dispersive 14.10 11.34 0.74 0.54 4.7 4.5 1.6 P72 C
Non Dispersive 20.74 16.39 1.36 0.49 5.4 7.1 34 P73 2By
Non Dispersive 22.83 14.89 1.44 0.49 4.7 6.3 34 P74 Cy
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Figure 4. The results of the chemical test on the Sherard graph.
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Figure 5. The effect of Na' content and pH on soil chemical dispersion.
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Table 6. The results of Pinhole test of the pedons.

e $H 58 Ol F5 ) oS

=S A ol kS 305 05lad 3 s
Output flow rate of different heads
380 180 50
Dispersion  Output water quality S.N. Horizon Pedon
Smin Smin 10min Smin
NDI okokok 1.06 0.7 0.66 0.76 P11 A
NDI okokok 0.93 0.06 0.64 0.66 P12 By Sore
ND4 ok 0.9 0.7 0.66 0.9 P13 C o
ND3 ook 2 1.43 0.85 0.73 P21
NDI okokok 0.93 0.9 0.53 0.8 P22 Bc o
D1 * 1.5 1.26 0.83 1.48 P23 y D

ND1 okokok 1.66 0.9 0.76 0.6 P31 A
ND1 okokok 1.36 0.32 0.53 0.6 P32 By R
ND3 ook 1.31 1.29 0.86 0.8 P33 Be P3
ND1 ok k 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.73 P34
ND4 ok 1.3 0.96 0.93 0.73 P41
ND1 okokok 1.36 0.53 0.53 0.63 P42 Bk Sk
NDI okokok 1.6 0.6 0.76 0.83 P43 C P4
ND4 ok 3.33 0.96 0.96 0.9 P44 By
NDI okokok 0.73 0.33 0.43 0.53 P51 A
NDI okokok 1.03 0.93 0.85 0.41 P52 AB
NDI okokok 0.89 0.81 0.74 0.83 P53 B b3 yue
NDI okokok 0.46 0.23 0.26 0.53 P54 Bk P5
NDI okokok 0.68 0.6 0.49 0.46 P55 Bk
ND1 okokok 0.71 0.76 0.35 0.2 P56 C
ND4 ok 2.96 1.33 0.94 0.86 P61 A
NDI okokok 1.8 0.8 0.53 0.46 P62 BA/AB
ND4 ok 0:83 0.96 1 0.9 P63 B ol
ND1 *h 1.7 0.96 0.46 0.33 P64 By p6
ND1 . 0.33 0.3 0.366 0.7 P65 Bi
ND3 br* 3.66 1.63 0.7 0.69 P66 Cy
NDI ki 0.16 0.36 0.56 0.53 P71 A
ND3 HkE 0.96 1.83 0.74 0.82 P72 C Oy il
ND4 ok 2.66 1.46 1.36 0.93 P73 2By P7
ND1 ok k 1 0.73 0.66 0.83 P74 Cy

Dark or Cloudy (*), Cloudy or slightly Cloudy (**), slightly Cloudy or Clear (***) and Completely Clear (***%*)

CoE) GLas SIS 5 (FFF) Glas B a8 Tl o(95) 508 Tes 6,08 (%) o5 5 oS

Yo
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Figure 6. Flow rate and dispersive grade of pedons.
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Figure 7. The amount of soil dispersion in different experiments.
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Table 7. The results of different dispersion tests of the pedons.

I bt S8 55 (g a0 el S 50l opled 3!
Pinhole Chemical Double hydrometric Crumb S.N. Horizon
(P1) 0l 50 51>
ND1 Non Dispersive Non Dispersive Non Dispersive P11 A
ND1 Non Dispersive Non Dispersive Non Dispersive P12 Bk
ND4 Non Dispersive Non Dispersive Non Dispersive P13 C
P2) :ysa z LSS
ND3 Non Dispersive Intermediate Intermediate P21 A
ND1 Non Dispersive Intermediate Non Dispersive P22 Bc
D1 Intermediate Intermediate Slightly Dispersive P23 Cy
(P3) sl &,
ND1 Non Dispersive Non Dispersive Non Dispersive P31 A
ND1 Non Dispersive Non Dispersive Non Dispersive P32 By
ND3 Non Dispersive Intermediate Slightly Dispetsive P33 Bc
ND1 Non Dispersive Non Dispersive Non Dispersive P34 C
P4) Sl b 5
ND4 Non Dispersive Intermediate Non Dispersive P41 A
ND1 Non Dispersive Non Dispersive Non Dispersive P42 By
ND1 Non Dispersive Non Dispersive Non Dispersive P43 C
ND4 Intermediate Non Dispersive Slightly Dispersive P44 B,y
(P5) iz gin 5,81
ND1 Non Dispersive Non Dispersive Non Dispersive P51 A
ND1 Non Dispersive Non Dispersive Non Dispersive P52 AB
ND1 Non Dispersive Non Dispersive Non Dispersive P53 B
ND1 Non Dispersive Intermediate Non Dispersive P54 Bk
ND1 Non Dispersive Non Dispersive Non Dispersive P55 Bx2
ND1 Intermediate Non Dispersive Non Dispersive P56 C
(P6) Olel,y o1+
ND4 Non Dispersive Non Dispersive Non Dispersive P61 A
ND1 Non Dispersive Non Dispersive Non Dispersive P62 BA/AB
ND4 Non Dispersive Intermediate Non Dispersive P63 B,
ND1 Non Dispersive Intermediate Non Dispersive P64 By
ND1 Non Dispersive Non Dispersive Non Dispersive P65 By
ND3 Non Dispersive Non Dispersive Intermediate P66 Cy
(P7) 03 5 hils 5581
ND1 Non Dispersive Non Dispersive Slightly Dispersive P71 A
ND3 Non Dispersive Non Dispersive Non Dispersive P72 C
ND4 Non Dispersive Intermediate Slightly Dispersive P73 2By
ND1 Non Dispersive Intermediate Slightly Dispersive P74 Cy
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Figure 8. Comparison of pinhole test.results with other dispersion tests.
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Table 8. Estimating the parameters of the linear equation fitted to the data obtained by measuring the
dispersion with different methods (numbers in parentheses indicate standard error).
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