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AIUANDPUKALINIJA 3BEMJBUIIITA KAO
JJUMHUTHUPAJYRU ®AKTOP IIO/bOITPUBPE/THE
IMPOU3BOALE OINIIITUHE JbY BOBUJA

H3Bon: Iporec anuandukanyje 3eMJbUINTa TOpa3yMeBa, IIpe CBEra, CMambemhe
pH BpenHOCTH 3eMJBMLIHOT pacTBOpa. Moxke OMTH pe3ynTaT CIOPUX IYTroro-
JUIIBUX, TPUPOIHUX IIPOLeca MM 3HATHO yOp3aH, Kao pe3yiTaT KoMOMHanuje
MPUPOIHUX MPOIIeca U AHTPOIIOTEHOT YTHIaja. Anuan(UKannja mpeacTaBba BEO-
Ma 3HavajaH GpakTop TpajHe Aerpajalinje MIOJHOCTH 3eMJBHINTA, KA0 HajBaXKHH]er
1 TEIIKO 0OHOBJBHBOT IIPHPOHOT pecypcea.

ITpoyuaBamwa OCET/BHBOCTH 3€MJBHIITA Ha MpoLec auuauduKanuje cy BpIIeHA
Ha nozpy4jy Onmrune Jbybosuja, mpumenom Tpu Metona. Jlepunucame crerme-
Ha OCETJHMBOCTH 3€MJBHILTA Ha Ipolec anuanpukanrje omoryhasa mpaBoBpe-
MEHE aKTHBHOCTH y CMakbEHby OIIITE KUCEIOCTH 3€MJBUILITA. YIIPABIbaE I10Jb0-
MPUBPETHUM 3EMJBUIIHUM TPOCTOPOM, Ha HU3/IBOjEHUM MOBPIIHHAMA, TOTPEOHO
je ycMmepuTH Ha n3basaHcupaHy npuMeHy hyOprBa Kao 1 arpoTeXHHKeE, Y3 aJeKBa-
TaH n300p 3acana/yceBa paju IMOCTH3amka ONTHMATHOT Kopuirhema moTeHujana
3eMJBUILTA ¥ OZIP’KUBE TIJIOHOCTH.

Kibyune peun: anuaudukaryja 3eMJbHIITA, CTEIIEH OCETIBUBOCTH, TIOJHOTIPUBpE-
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SOIL ACIDIFICATION AS A LIMITING FACTOR TO AGRICULTURAL
PRODUCTION IN THE MUNICIPALITY OF LJUBOVIJA
Abstract: The process of soil acidification means, above all, a reduction of soil
solution pH. It can be the result of slow, years-long natural process or consider-
ably accelerated due to a combination of natural processes and anthropogenic in-
fluences. Acidification is a very important factor in the permanent degradation of
the fertility of soil, as the most important and hardly renewable natural resource.
Studies on soil susceptibility to the process of acidification were carried out in the
Municipality of Ljubovija, using three methods. Defining of the degree of soil sus-
ceptibility to the process of acidification allows timely activities aimed at the reduc-
tion of overall soil acidity. Management of agricultural land, in isolated areas, must
be focused on a balanced use of fertilizers and agrotechnical measures, using proper
planting /crops to achieve the optimum use of resources and sustainable soil fertility.
Key words: soil acidification, the degree of susceptibility, agricultural land, the

Municipality Ljubovija

1. YBOJ

[pouec anmanpukanmje MoXe ce cMaTpaTH OCHOBHUM Y3POYHHKOM CMambeHE
MPOAYKTUBHOCTH MOJBONIPUBpenHUX 3eMsbnmTa (Mrvié, 2012), koju je y mpeTXonHOM
MIEPUOY 3HATHO yOp3aH aHTPONOTeHUM (paKTOpHUMa IIpe CBera moBehaHnnM emMucHjaMa u
JeTIo3uIInjaMa KICeINX OTyTaHaTa i HeaJeKBaTHOM yIoTpeOoM MUHepaTHUX hyopruBa
(Sparks, 2002). CrerneH oCeT/bUBOCTH 3eMJBHINTA HA IIPOIIEC Al AN(PHUKAIHje TePHHH-
caH je my(hepHIM KallalluTeTOM 3eMJBHINTA, OTHOCHO FerOBUM (PH3MIKUM H XEMHUjCKUM
CBOjCTBHMA.

Anunudukaiuja 3eMJBHINTA j€ TPOIEC KOjU JTOBOAU 10 mopemehaja mydepHux
cnocobnoctu 3emspuinta (Feigenbaum et al., 1981; Tributh et al., 1987), npe cBera
MyTeM M3MEIlTamba ¥ UCIUpPamka joHa Kajlujyma 1 MarHesujyma. [Ipu nu3paxeHoj aru-
nu¢ukanuju mosehasa ce MOOMIHOCT alyMHUHHjyMa KOjH Y BUCOKUM KOHIICHTpAI[HjaMa
mocrtaje Tokcrnyad 3a ousbke (Haynes, 1984; Kinraide, 1991). V ycnoBuma nosehane
KHCEIoCTH 3eMJbuInTa hocop, Kao jeaaH o Haj3HAYAJHUJUX MaKpOeIeMeHaTa, Be3HBa-
BeM y okIynoBaHe ooiuke ca Al u Fe moctaje Temko npuctynayas 3a ousbke (Barber,
1995). C npyre cTpane moBehaHa pacTBOPJFMBOCT HEKMX MHUKpoeleMeHaTa (Hmp. Zn)
IpHU HUCKUM pH BpeqHOCTHMA 3eMJBHIITHOT PACTBOPA MOXKE YCIOBUTH BUXOBO YOP3aHO
ucnupamne U3 30HE KOPCHOBOT CUCTEMA U TUME Y3POKOBATH HEIOCTATAK XaHJbUBUX MATC-
puja 3a 6usbke. LlITeTHn MUKpoeneMeHTH y yciioBuMa nosehane konueHTpanuje H' jona
npenase y takonpuctynadne oonuke (Sauerbeck and Lubben, 1991).

CrerneH 0CeTIJbUBOCTH 3€MJBHIITA ITpeMa aliAn(UKaIUjH, YCIOBJbEH je y IPBOM
pe/y TEeOOIIKOM TOJTIOTOM, OJJHOCHO THIIOM K CTOTIOM pa3iiararmba MaTHYHOT CYTICTpa-
ta (Bergholm, 2003), cBojcTBUMA 3eMJbHUIITA (PEAKI[HjOM 3EMJBHIIHOT PacTBOpa, 3a-
cuhenoct 6azama (BS), kanauurerom katjoHcke uzmene (CEC), TeKCTypoM 3eMIbHIITA,
caJip>KajeM opraHcke MaTepuje) U HaunHoOM Kopumihewma (Misson ef al., 2001).
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V nocapammum uctpaxusamuma (Cakmak, 2013) yrepheHo je 1a cy 3eMbu-
mrTa Ha moapy4jy Ommrtuae JbyOoBwuja, 300 n3pakeHe KMCEIOCTH, y BEINKOj MEpH Orpa-
HUYEHUX MOJHONPUBPEAHNUX CIIOCOOHOCTH (58% MOBPIIMHA YMHE JaKO KHCEa U KHCcena
3emspnInTa). Ca eKOJOMIKOT acrekTa, HaMehe ce moTpeda aenoBama y MpaBIily 09yBarmba
moctojehe MI0AHOCTH 3eMJBUIITA M OJarOBPEeMEHOT CIIpedaBara Jajber Mpoleca 3aKu-
ceJpaBama. Y TOM IHJBY, OMJIO je HEOMXOAHO Ae(PUHUCATH OCETIEUBOCT THX 3EMJBHIITA
Ha JTaJbU TpoIieC annuanpuKanmje.

Ilusb paga je na ce yTBpAau reorpadcka pacipocTpambeHOCT THIIOBA 3€MJBUIITA
pasIUYMTOr CTEIeHA OCET/BMBOCTH Ha anuaudukanujy y onmtunu Jbybosuja npume-
HOM pa3/IMYUuTUX METO/A. praBJ’baH)e MOJbONIPUBPEAHNUM 3€EMJbUIITHUM ITPOCTOPOM Ha
M3/IBOjEHUM IIOBpIIMHAMA, Tpeba yCMEpUTH Ha u30alaHcupany npumeny hyOpusa kao
U arpoTeXHHUKe, y3 0a0up 3acana/yceBa paay IOCTH3amba ONTUMAIHOT Kopuinhema 3e-
MJbUIITA U OAPKHUBE MPOAYKTHBHOCTH.

2. MATEPNJAJI U METO/J PAJA

2.1. Moapyuje mpoy4yaBama

IMoapyuyje Omurune JbyGoBuja 0OyxBara MOBPIIUMHY O OKO 356 km?, a ykym-
Ha moJpornpuBpeaHa noppirraa uzHocu 20.890 ha (58,7%), myme 3ay3umajy 12.220 ha
(34,3%). OnrruHa JbyOoBHja criaia y OpICKO-INIAHUHCKO TOIPYYje U JACJIOM paBHUYAP-
cko y monuHama peka Jpune, Jbyoosuje u Tpemmuiie. Hajsehe moBprHe 3ay3umajy
OpaHHUIle ca KyKypy30M M JIyBaHOM Ha MarbMM HaIMOPCKMM BHCHHaMa, a Ha BehuM HaI-
MOPCKHM BHCHHAaMa OpaHHIIC Ca OBCOM M jeUMOM. 3HauajHe MOBPIIHHE CY MOJ 3acaiu-
Ma Bohaka: IJbuBa, MaJHHA U KyIHHA,
Ka0 U Mallbauma.
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2.2. IlIpoyyaBama 3eM/bHIITA

V3opuu 3emibuIlTa y3€TH CY
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Cauka 2. Tlemononika KapTa Ipoy4aBaHOT OAPYja
Figure 2. Soil map of the study area

A ncopnituBau komiuteke 3emipumita (CEC, BS) onpelen je metogom mo Kaneny.
Xemujcka peakiiyja 3eMJbHINTA je oxpelhena nexamerpom u3 pactsopa 1:2,5 y Boau u'y
IN KCI. Canpxaj CaCO, onpehen je BomyMETPHjCKOM METOIOM MoMoly KaalMMeTpa
(SRPS ISO 10693/2005), a canpkaj usmenssuor Al ekcrpaknujom y 1M KCl n mepe-
weMm Ha [CP-y.

3acTynJBEHOCT MOjeAMHNX THITOBA 3eMJBHINTA IpHKa3aHa je Ha cauiy 2 (Ilemorno-
mka kapta P Cpouje 1:50.000). Anctpruuno cmele 3emspumTe je 3acTynsbeHo Ha 65,07%
MIOBPIINHA, peH/I3HHE Ha 24,28% MoBpIINHA, aJIyBHjaIHO 3eMJbHIITE Ha 6,31% moBpmIu-
Ha, paHKepH Ha 2,4% ToBpIINHA, eyTpUdIHO cMelhe 3emubnmre Ha 1,43% 1 KOITyBHjaITHO
3emspninte Ha 0,51% nospmnna (Ciuka 2.).

2.3.IIpoueHa cTeneHa 0CeT/bHBOCTH 3eM/bHIITA PeMa auuaAnGuKanuju

2.3.1. Meton Holowaychuk & Fessenden (1987)

[IpoueHa oceT/bMBOCTH 3eMJbMIINTA Ha auuaudukanujy, npema merony Holo-
waychuk & Fessenden (1987), kao KJbyyHa CBOjCTBAa 3€MJBHILITA yKJbydyje BpPEIHO-
crtu kananurera katjoncke usmeHe (CEC) u pH Bpemnoctn y Boau. KomOuHaiujom
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BpPETHOCTH OBa JIBa CBOjCTBA 3e€MJBHINTA HacTaje 16 KOMOMHAIMja 32 TPH KaTEropwHje
OCETJBUBOCTH 3€MJBUILTA: OCETIFHMBOCT HA I'yOHTaK 0a3a, OCETIBMBOCT HAa MPOLEC allu-
nudHuKannje, OCETIFIBOCT Ha PaCTBOPJEUBOCT alyMHUHHjyMa. Ha 0CHOBY oBe Tpu TrpyTie
mapaMeTapa OCeTJFMBOCTH Ha KPajy ce yTBphyje YKyITHa OCETIJEUBOCT 3€MJBHIITA HA ITPO-
nec anuaudukamnyje (tadena 1).

Ta6exna 1. Kputepujym 3a onpehuBame 0CeT/bUBOCTH 3¢MJBHINTA TPEMa alAn(pUKaIIjH IpeMa
Holowaychuk & Fessenden (1987)
Table 1. The criterion for defining the susceptibility of the soil to acidification according to
Holowaychuk & Fessenden (1987)

OcetsbuBocT Ha / Susceptibility to:
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CEC pH Tyburakx A ol p Al OceTbel/IBOCT
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ases

<4.6
4.6-5.0
5.1-5.5
5.6-6.0
6.1-6.5

>6.5

<6

<4.6
4.6-5.0
6-15 5.1-5.5
5.6-6.0

>6.0

N el alieNik-dale

o

£

<4.6
4.6-5.0
>15 5.1-5.5
5.6-6.0

>6.0

z T L—'EZEE F-ZITIT T

ol onll onll M ot

9
<
3
Z
ol -l B e I-d-qlas Bl o i=s il siiasiiasiias

-l vl --dl vl [l e i asliaslia sl

=
=

Jlerenpna / Legend: L-nucka, M-cpenma, H-Bucoka / L-low, M-medium, H- high

2.3.2. Metona Cinderby (1998)

Meton Cinderby (1998) je Meton rimobaiHe IMPOICHE CTaTyca aluIupUKaImje.
KamanureT HeyTpanusanuje KHCceIocTH (Mypepcku KamamuTeT) y OBOM METOAY Ipe-
CTaBJBbCH je caJipkajeM 0a3a M KamalMTETOM KaTjOHCKe u3MeHe. Ha OCHOBY perpeseH-
TatuBHUX BpenHoctu BS (3acuhienoct 6a3zama) u CEC (kamanuTeT KaTjOHCKEe W3MEHE)
3a CBaKM THII 3eMJBHINTA NCPUHUCAHE Cy KJIACe OCETJLUBOCTH IIPEMa TUITY 3EMJBUIIITA.
Jedunncame 0BUX BPEIHOCTH M3BPILIEHO je HAKOH BETUKOT Opoja aHaIM3a y30paka 3a
CBAKH THIT 3eMJBHIITA.
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2.3.3. Meron Kuylenstierna (2001)

Kuylenstierna (2001) MeTOx Kao KpPUTEPHjyM OCETJEHBOCTH 3EMJBHINTA IIpeMa
anuandukannju ykipydyje kanmanuret katjoucke nsmene (CEC) u 3acuhenoct 6a3ama
(BS). Ha ocnoBy Tpu xareropuje CEC n 5 xareropuja BS nepunucano je 5 kiaca
OCCTJBUBOCTH 3EMJBHIIITA HA TIpoIiec anuaudukanmje, on I (Beoma ocetspuBa) 10 V (cia-
00 oceTbuBa), (Tabena 2).

Tadena 2. Kpurepujym 3a onpelhuBame 0CETIHUBOCTH 3EMJBHIITA MTPeMa allIUPHUKALI]H TpeMa
Kuylenstiern memoou (2001)
Table 2. The criterion for defining the susceptibility of the soil to acidification according to the
Kuylenstiern method (2001)

CEC (cmol/kg)

<10 10-25 >25

0-20 1 I I

© 20-40 1 I 11

=

- 40-60 1I 11 v
< 60-80 11 v \Y%
80-100 \Y% \Y \Y%

2.3.4. I'eocTaTHCTHYKE aHAJIN3€E

Kaprorpadcka obpana mogaraka ob6aBibeHa je ymorpedbom I'MC mporpama Arc
View 8.3. I'eonpocTropHa ArCTPUOYyIMja CBOjCTaBa 3€MJBHIITA BpIICHA j¢ MPHUMEHOM
obuunor kpurunra (Ordinary Kriging) kao MHTEpIoJamjcke MeTo/Ie.

3. PE3YJITATH

3.1. XemHujcka cBOjCTBA MPOYYABAHUX 3eM/BHINTA

XeMHjcKa CBOjCTBa MIPOYYaBaHMUX 3eMJBHUINTA IPHKA3aHa cy y Tabesu 3.

Kiaca jako xucenux 3emspuinta (pH mo 4,5 y IN KCl-y) koja HUCY MOBOJbHA
3a rajeme BehMHe MOJONPHUBPENHUX KYITypa, 3acTynsbeHa je Ha 9,81% mnopiinHa,
YIJIaBHOM Ha HajpaclpoCTpameHHjeM THUITy 3eMJBHINTAa — JIUCTPHYHOM cMehem
3eMJBHLITY Ha KHCEJIUM CTeHaMa (TpaHUTHUMa, IIKPUJBIIMMA U TTeIIYapuMa). 3eMJbHIITA
kucene peakuuje (pH 4,5-5,5) 3actymbena cy Ha 47,92% mnoBpminHa, a 3eMJbUIITA
ciabo xucene peakuuje (5,5-6,5) Ha 34,82% noBpinHa. 3eMJbUIITA HEYTPATHE U 1200
aJIKaJTHE peakItje 3acTyIJbeHa cy Ha 7,45% MoBpIlIMHA yTJIaBHOM Ha €y TPUYHUM cMehum
3eMJBMLITHMA, HJIM ajlyBHjaTHUM 3€MJbUIITHMA, Koja Hajuenihe canpxe CaCO,.

Kucena 3emsbuiITa CE jaBibajy yIJIABHOM Y LIEHTPAJIHUM JIEJIOBUMA [TPOYUYaBaHOT
moapydyja, Ha 17.066 ha. 3emspnmita cnabo Kucese 10 HeyTPaJIHE Peakiije Cy MOBOJbHA
3a BeliMHY TOJbONPUBPEIHNX KYJITYpa U 3aCTyIJbEHA C€ YTIIaBHOM Ha 00OIHUM JEJI0BHU-
ma omruHe (15.056,6 ha).
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Tabesa 3. ONITH CTATUCTUYKH ITOKA3aTeJbH UCITMTUBAHUX napamMeTapa 3€eMJbULITa

Table 3. General statistical indicators of the studied soil parameters

CTaTucTuuKu wsmen. Al
napamerpu / pH pH BS CEC Caco, exchangey;ble Al
Statistical (yH,0) | (Y KCD) | (%) | (cmolkg™) | (%) (mg100g)
parameters &8
Mus / Min 3.91 3.30 0.44 7.9 0 0
Max / Max 8.54 7.60 100 100 12.22 43.89
Cr. [leBujaruja /
Standard deviation 1.14 1.12 | 31.14 26.88 1.96 4.54
Mpocex/ 620 | 530 | 280 | 3548 0.96 132
Average

Cazprkaj MOOHITHOT alyMHHHjyMa y MpOyYaBaHUM 3eMJbUIITHMA Kpehe ce ox
0-43,89 mg100g™! (rabena 4). Ha noapyujy Omrune Jby6osuja, Ha 5,4% npoydaBaHUX
3eMJpHIITA cajpxaj MoouiHor Al Behu on 5 mg/100g.

Ta6ena 4. Cagp:xaj MobmtHOT Al y 3eMibHIITY
Table 4. Mobile Al content in the soil

Al (mg'100g™) ha %
105 33.693,79 94,60
5-10 1.545,71 434
10-34 377,91 1,06

35.617,41 100,00

3.2. OceT/bUBOCT 3eMJBHIIITA NMPeMa Npouecy anuanpuranuje

Kopucrehu Hampen momeHyTe KpUTEpHjyMe 3a OIEHY YKYITHE OCETJbBMBOCTH
3eMJBHINTA Ha Ipouec anuiaudukanuje, MPOCTOPHO cy jAedUHHCAHE IOBPIIUHE ca
03HAUCHUM KaTeropujamMa OCeTJbHUBOCTHU IIPpeMa aHAIU3UPaHUM METOaMa.

IIpema Holowaychuk & Fessenden vetronu (1987), yKyIiHa OCETIbUBOCT Ha alv-
nudukanujy nepruHUCaHA je HA OCHOBY TPH KaTeropHje OCETIbHBOCTH: OCETIHUBOCT 3€-
MJBMINTA Ha TyOWTak 6a3a, OCETJPUBOCT Ha IMpoOIeC anmuan(uKaIuje, 0OCeTHUBOCT Ha
pacTBOPJBUBOCT aJIyMUHH]jyMa.

OceT/bMBOCT HA TyOHMTaK 0a3a 1OIpa3yMeBa OCETIBMBOCT Ha HCITHPamke 0a3HUX
Katjona, pe ceera Ca?, Mg?" u K' jouuma H'. IToBehame KHCENOCTH 3eMIBUIITA yTHYE
Ha cMameme KOHIeHTpanuje 6azHux karjona (Ca, Mg, K) u muxpoenemenara (Zn,
Mo). Ha cnunu 3, nprkasaHa je OCeTJBHBOCT Ha TyOuTaK 0a3a u3 3emspuinTa ONIITHHE
JbyOoBuja, rae ce BUOM Ja MOCTOje 3HAYajHE MOBPILIMHE y IIEHTPATHOM, JY)KHOM H
JYTOMCTOYHOM JIeTy ONIITHHE ca jakOM MM YMEPEHOM OCeTJpHBOIIhy Ha ryouTak 0asa.
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Osetljivost na acidifikaciju

§ § Py

P em—

Ciuxka 3. OceTJpHBOCT 3eMJBHIITA HAa TYOUTAK
6a3a

Figure 3. Susceptibility of the soil to the loss
of bases

Cunka 4. CreneH 0CTeJbUBOCTH 36MJbUIITA HA
npoiiec anuauduKamje

Figure 4. Degree of susceptibility of the soil to
acidification

OceTbUBOCT NMpeMa anuAnUKANUjH (Kao IpyTu NapaMeTap yKyInHE OCETJbU-
BOCTH 3eMJBbHIITA) Ha ozipyy4jy Onmrune JbyOoBuja Huje moceOHO M3pakeHa (ciauka 4).
YcTaHOBJBCHE Cy caMo JBe Kareropuje: ciada u cinabo-yMepeHa anuaudpukanmja, Mehy
KOjuMa IOMHHUpA ci1aba 0CeTIbUBOCT.

OceT/bHBOCT Ha PACTBOP/HLHBOCT AJIYMHHHUjyMa je BPJIO BajkaH Iapamerap 3a
olpehuBame yKyIHe OCeT/bUBOCTH Ha auuandukanujy. Ha ocCHOBY npHKa3aHHX IOBp-
mrHa (CTrKa 5), Mojke ce KOHCTATOBATH JIa je Ha IPOyYaBaHOM MOAPYYjy HajBUIIE U3pa-
JKEHA jaKa U yMepeHa OCETJHUBOCT 3¢MJBHUILITA Ha M0jaBy PaCTBOPJEHBOT allyMHHHUjyMa.

VYKyIHa OCETJ/PHMBOCT 3€MJBHIITA TIpeMa anmuaudukanuju npema Holowaychuk
& Fessenden metonu (1987) je yrmaBHOM
cnaba u cimabo-ymepeHa (caunmana 64%
TEPUTOPH]E), a OCTAIH IO TEPUTOPHUje Cy
MOBPIIMHE ca yMepeHoM (25%) u jakom
(10,8%) ocetmuBomhy (Tabema 5, cnuka
6). Y 30HU cnabo u cmabo-yMepeHe oce-
TIBUBOCTH Cy PACHPOCTPABbCHA €y TPHYHA
n kapOoHaTHa cMelha 3eMJBHINTA, PEHJ-
3uHe, (hIyBHjaJiHA W ICIIOM IHCTPUYHA
cmeha 3emspuIITa. 30HE yMEpeHEe oce-
TJBUBOCTH Ha aluIu(UKAIN]y HU3ABajajy
ce Yy OKBHUPY 36MJBUIITA THUIIA JUCTPUIHO
cMmelhe 3emIpuIITe HA BehUM HaIMOPCKUM
BHUCHHAaMa, JIOK CE 30HE jaKe OCETIBHBOCTH
jaBJbajy Ha 3eMJBUIITHMA TUIIA PaHKEP U
CHPO3EM.

Cuauka 5. OceTJpHBOCT 3€MJBHINITA HA PACTBO-
PIBPHOBOCT alyMUHHjyMa

Figure 5. Susceptibility of the soil to Al
solubility
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[Ipumenom metona Cinderby (1998)
M3IIBOjeHe Cy 4 KIlace OCETJBHBOCTHU (CIIH-
ka 7). Hajsehe moBpmmne 3aysumajy 3e-
MJBHIITA THMA JUCTPUYHO cMmehe 3eMIbu-
mre (Dystric Cambisol) koju cy cBpcTanu
y Il kmacy oceTsbUBOCTH (OCETIHHBA 3EMJbU-
mrta). [To obony n3yuaBaHor moapydja (or-
mITHHE) pacmopeljeHa Cy 3eMJBHINTA THIA
PEH/3MHA, ANyBHjallHO 3EMJBUINTE H €Y-
TpU4YHA U KapOoHaTHA cMel)a 3emubHIITa KO-
ja mpunaaajy IV u V kiacu oceT/buBOCTH
(cmabo oceTsbHBa M BeoMa C1ab0 OCETIbHBA)
Ha TIporec anuaudukanije. MecTHUMHUYHO,
Ha cBepozamnalny U jyrOUCTOKY, pacropele-
Ha Cy 3eMJBHILTA THIIA PAaHKEP U CHPO3EM,
KOjU ce cBpcTaBajy y | Kiracy oceTJbuBOCTH
Ha MpoIleC aluIu(uKaImje.

TaGesa 5. YKyIHa 0CETIbUBOCT 3eMJBHILTA
Ha anuanuKanujy
Table 5. Overall soil susceptibility to

acidification
KaTel“Opf’l]e ha %
Categories
Craba 11.47891 | 32,23
Low
Cnabo — ymepena 11.326,45 | 31,80
Low - moderate
Ymepena
Moderate 8.993.06 M
Jaka
High 3.857,00 10,83
35.617,41 | 100,00

IIpema Kuylenstierna metonu (2001), Haj3acTyIJb€HHUja Cy 3€MJBHINTA Ca Clia-
00M U c1aboyMepeHOM YKYITHOM oceTsbuBoIIhy Ha anuaudukanujy (84% repurtopuje),
3HAaTHO Mame j€ 3eMJBHIITA ca yMEPEHOM oceTsbuBouIhy (15,67%) n Beoma Maiio ca jakom
oceTsprBoIIThy Ha mporec anuaudukamnuje (0,26%), Tadbena 6, cnuka 8.

3one cmabo u cmabo-yMepeHe OCeTJbUBOCTH CE jaBJbajy HA €yTPUIHOM, KapOo-
HaTHOM ¥ JJUCTPUYHOM cMel)eM 3eMIBHIITY, PEHA3HMHH U aJyBHjaTHOM 3eMJBUINTY. 30HE
YMEpEHE U jake 0CETIbMBOCTH Ha alluIN(HUKAIN]y U3/Bajajy Y OKBHPY THIIA TUCTPHYHUX

cMelux 3eMIBHINTA, pAaHKEepa U CHPO3eMa.

Cumka 6. YKynHa 0CeTJbUBOCT 3eMJBHIITA Ha
npoiiec anuauduKarmje

Figure 6. Overall susceptibility of the soil to
acidification according to the Holo-
waychuk &Fessenden (1987) model
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Cauka 7. Kiace 0CcTe/bUBOCTH 3eMJBHINITA HA TIPO-

nec ammmudukanygje (Cinderby 1998)

Figure 7. Soil susceptibility classes according to

Cinderby (1998)
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Tabena 6. YKynHa 0CeTJbUBOCT 3€MJBUINITA
Ha aluAnGHUKALN]Y
Table 6. Overall susceptibility of the soil to

acidification
KaTeropf/lJe ha o,
Categories
Veoma jaka
Very high 0,68 0,00
Jaka
High 92,38 0,26
Yuepena 558300 | 15,67
Moderate T ’
Cnabo —ymepena | 15 176 73 | 4347
Low - moderate
Crada 14.814,61 | 41,59
Low
35.617,41 | 100,00

4. JTUICKYCHJA

[MoBehame KHCEIOCTH 3EMJBUIITA
yTHYC HAa CMamCHE KOHICHTpanuje Oa-
3HuX KatjoHa (Ca, Mg) u MUKpoelieMeHaTa
(Zn, Mo), a na noBehame canprkaja MoOUII-
Hor Al, Fe u Mn. Ca cmamemem pH ucmon
4,5 3HauajHO ce moBehaBa caapikaj uzMe-
wuBor Al, a mpema Huang-y (1988), npu
pH BpenHocTH ucnon 4 TOMUHHPA MOHO-
Mepau Al¥" 06MK, KOjU je HajIITETHHjU
3a ousbke. Foy (1988) HaBoau na cMameme
kucenoctu 3a camo 0,1 pH jequnuiry, moxe
Ja YABOCTPYYH KOHIICHTPAIHjy HU3MCH-U-
Bor Al*"y 30uu kKopenosor cucrema. [pe-
ma Clark-y (1981) 3emspuinra ca pH< 5,
npencTasiba TIMMUTHPajyhu hakTop pacra
3a MHore ousbke. M3mely pH BpenHocT n
cajJipkaja MOOHMJIHOT aJyMUHHUjyMa y 3e-

MJBHINTY yTBphEHa je HeraTnBHa M BHCOKa JIMHeapHa Kopenanuja, R=-0,795 (Sikirié
et al., 2009). YV kuceanM 3eMJbUIITHMA CaJ[pKaj YKYIHOT aJJyMHHUjyMa y 36MJbUIITHOM
pacTBopy, Ipe cBera, MOHOMEPHOT 00JIMKa aJlyMUHHUjyMa, Ma Make IITeTaH edexaT Ha
KOPEHOB CHCTEM, YKOJIMKO CE OBa 3€MJBUIIITA OJIMKY]y BehUM KananuTeToM KaTjoHCKe
U3MeHe u caapxkajem 6a3za (Mrvié et al., 2012).

Ukupna osetljivost prema acidifikaciji
Veama joka

2
il =
B s

sl Tha EZ) £ ook

Cuamnka 8. OceT/bHBOCT 3€MJbUIITA HA  IPO-
nec amuaudukanuje (Kuylenstierna
2001)

Figure 8. Susceptibility of the soil to acidifica-
tion according to the Kuylenstierna
(2001) model
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[IporieHoM oceT/pMBOCTH TIpeMa
nporecy anuauduKanuje MmpoydyaBaHUX
3eMJBHINTA TpUMEHOM Metone Holo-
waychuk & Fessenden (1987), youaBa ce
Be3a m3Mely oceThMBOCTH Ha TyOHTaK
6aza M PacTBOPJBMBOCTH AJTYMHUHHjyMa
ca yKyITHOM OceTJbuBOIIhy Ha anuangu-
kanujy. IloBpmmHe O3HaueHE ca jaKoM,
OJTHOCHO yMEpEHOM, oceT/puBolIhy Ha
ryOuTaxk 6a3a M pacTBOPJBHBOCT alyMHU-
HjIyMa,CKOpPO Cy HJICHTHYHE TOBPITMHAMA
ca jakoM (OJHOCHO YMEpPEHOM) OCCTJhH-
Bourhy Ha anuauduKanmjy.

Hajseha ocetssmBOCT 3eMIbHINTA
je ycTaHOBJbCHA y Tipenennma Behux Haj-
MOPCKUX BUCHHA, TJI€ CY 3€MJBHILTA [N T-
Ka, JJAKOI' TeKCTYPHOI' cacTaBa, HacTaja
Ha PaHUTHMA U MMajy HU3aK KanaluuTeT
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aJICOpIIIIM]je KaTjoHa, TIOTO/IaH 3a JIaKO HCTTHpamke 0a3a, a ITO 3Ha4ajHO yTHYE HA YKYTIHY
OCETJBUBOCT Ha allUIU(PUKALIA]Y.

YrBplheHo je na 3emsbniita Ha 5,5% teputopuje OnmtuHe JbyOoBuja caapxe Bu-
we ox 5 mg100g™! 3embHIITa H3MEHJBUBOT alyMUHHUjyMa. KOHIIEHTpanuje M3MEHIbHBOT
anymunujyma sehe ox 6-10 mg100g™" Mory uMaru mreTHO aejcTBo Ha 6uibke (Dugalid,
1997). IIpema TomMe, y 3aBUCHOCTH O] TCHICHIIM]C JaJbel 3aKUCE/baBambha, MOCTOJH IOTCH-
nujaiHa MmoryhHoct ociiodaharma H3MCHIBHBOT ATy MUHJHYMa, a Taj Iporec Ou Morao Ou-
TH orpaHn4aBajyhu GakTop nmosbonpuBpeHe TPOU3BOAKHE OUIBHUX KYITYpa.

Ipema metonu Holowaychuk & Fessenden (1987) noBpiinHaMa ca jako KHCEIOM
peaxujom (9,8%) ckopo y MOTIYHOCTH oAroBapajy nospiiune ca jakom (10,83%) mo
YMEPEHOM YKYITHOM OCeTJbUBOIINY Ha aluaAn(pHUKaIHUjy, T0K CE MOBPIIMHE ca KUCEIOM
peaxuujom (47,92%) yrinaBHOM IOKJamnajy ca MOBpIIMHAMa KOje KapakTepuiue ciado-
ymepena (31,80%), cinaba, a Mambe yMEpeHa yKYITHA OCETJbUBOCT Ha anuaupukanujy. Y
onHocy Ha meton Holowaychuk & Fessenden (1987), Tae je ycTaHoBJbeHa onpeleHa Beza
usmelly pH 1 yKyIHe 0CeT/bHBOCTH MpeMa anuaudUKaIHj1, HCTa Ce HEe MOXKE KOHCTATO-
Batu y ogHocy Ha Kuylenstierna meton (2001).

W3melhy HaBeneHHX MeToJa IOCTOje 3HayajHE pas3iMKe Y BPEIHOCTHMA yKYyITHE
0CeTJbMBOCTH Ha anuaudukanujy. I[locebHO cy ymanpuBe pasyinKe y MOBpIIMHAMA ja-
K€ 0CeTJbMBOCTH Ha anuaudukanujy (tademne 4 u 5), kojux xon Kuylenstierna merone
(2001), cxopo n Hema (< o 1% Ttepuropuje). 3emipHiTa ca HUCKOM pH n MamoMm 3acu-
henonrhy 6azama, Beh cy 3HauajHO 3aBpiIMIIA CBOj IpolleC alAN(UKAIINje U TEIIKO Ce
MOT'y Jajbe 3aKucesbaBaTH. 300r Tora je u Kuylenstiern meron (2001), koju yKJbydyje
CEC u BS kao mapameTpe, 00Jb1 1 TAUHUJU METOJ y Ae(DUHICAY TOBPIIMHA HA YKYITHY
OCETJPHBOCT NpeMa aluInUKAIH]jH.

W3nBojere kmace nmpema meronu Cinderby (1998) mokasyjy cmarame oxpeleHor
CTEIeHa ca OCTaJie JABEe METOJE, OJHOCHO jaCHO Ae(HHUCAKE OCSTIHUBHX U HEOCETIbU-
BHUX, Ka0 U EKCTPEMHO OCETJBHBHX 3eMJBUINITA Ha IpoLec anuaudukanuje. Moxe ce yo-
YHTH Jla C€ OBOM METOJOM He M3J1Bajajy 3eMJBbUILITA yMEPEHO OCCTIbHBA Ha IIPOLEC allu-
nuukanuje (111 xmaca), koja cy mpuUMEHOM IpyTe IBE METOAC U3BOjeHA Y OKBHPY THIIA
JUCTPUYHO cMele 3eMIBHIITE.

5.3AK/bYUYAK

VY unpy nepuHHCcama NOAPYYja ca H3PaKEHOM OCETJBHBOIINY IpeMa anuandu-
kanuju, onpehena je ocetspuBocT 3eMibnmTa Ommtrae JbyOoBHja Ha mpomec anuIu-
¢bukanuje npumenoM tpu moaena (Holowaychuk & Fessenden meton (1987), Cinderby
(1998) u Kuylenstiern meton (2001)).

IIpema metoau Holowaychuk & Fessenden (1987), youaBa ce Be3a usmel)y oce-
TJBMBOCTH Ha TyOuMTak 0a3a u pacTBopsbMBOCTH Al ca ykymHOM oceTsbuBolIlly Ha
anuIupUKaImjy.
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MeTox Cinderby (SEI) ce y okBupy ri06a1He MpoIeHe OCTEJFIBOCTH MOXKE CMa-
TPaTH NOTOJHHUM 32 F€OIPOCTOPHO e(UHICAbE EKCTPEMHO OCETIBMBUX-OCETIBHBHX 3€-
MJBHIITA ¥ 3MJBULITA BEJTHKOT ITy(pEepHOT KaraluTeTa, Kao IPBH KOPaK MPOLICHE PU3HKA.

VY ognocy Ha Holowaychuk & Fessenden-meton (1987) meton Kuylenstiern (2001),
koju ykisyuyje CEC u BS kao nmapameTpe, 00JbM je ¥ MpEUU3HUU Y JepUHNCAY TIOBP-
IIMHA Ha YKYITHY OCETJEUBOCT MpeMa aruan(uKauju.

Ipema Kuylenstiern metony (2001) jaka yKymmHa OCET/bUBOCT Ha alluIUPUKALIH]Y
semubnita Omnmrune JbyOoBuja, 3actymibena je y 0,26% (92,38 ha), ymepena y 15,67%
(5.583 ha). Takole, mpumerom meroze Cinderby (1998) He uzaBajajy ce 3eMJbHINTA yMe-
peHo oceTsprBa Ha mporiec anuandukamuje (111 kiraca), koja cy mpuMeHOM IpyTe 1BE Me-
TOJIe M3ABOjHA Y OKBUPY THITa AucTpudHO cMmele 3emsprmnte (Dystric Cambisol).
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SOIL ACIDIFICATION AS A LIMITING FACTOR TO AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTION
IN THE MUNICIPALITY OF LJUBOVIJA

Summary
The process of acidification can be considered the primary cause of a reduced productivity
of agricultural land (M rvi¢, 2012), which had previously been significantly accelerated by anthro-
pogenic factors, especially increased emissions and deposition of acidic pollutants.

In previous studies (Cakmak, 2013) it was found that the land of the Municipality of
Ljubovija has greatly limited agricultural capacity (58% of the area are very acid and acid soils) due
to its strong acidity. From an environmental point of view, there is a need to act in order to preserve
the existing soil fertility and timely prevent further acidification processes. For that purpose, it was
necessary to define the susceptibility of the soils to the further process of acidification.

In order to define areas with high susceptibility to acidification, the susceptibility of the
soil in the Municipality of Ljubovija was defined by using three models (the Holowaychuk & Fes-
send-method (1987), Cinderby (1998) and the Kuylenstiern method (2001)).

According to the Holowaychuk & Fessend (1987) method (1987), the overall susceptibil-
ity to acidification is generally weak and weak-moderate (constitutes 64% of the territory), and the
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rest of the territory consists of areas with moderate (25%) and severe (10.8%) susceptibility (Table
6, Figure 7).

The classes defined according to the Cinderby method (1998) show a certain degree of
agreement with the other two methods, i.e. a clear definition of susceptible and non-susceptible
soils, as well as soils that are extremely sensitive to acidification processes. In those terms, the Cin-
derby method (SEI) can be considered useful in the global assessment of susceptibility, as the first
step in the assessment of the risk of acidification.

According to the Kuylenstiern method (2001), a strong susceptibility to the acidification of
soils in the Municipality of Ljubovija, is present in 0.26 % (92.38 ha) and moderate susceptibility
in 15.67% (5583 ha) of the area. In addition, the soils that are moderately susceptible to acidification
processes (class I11) can not be defined using the Cinderby method (1998). These soils were defined
using the other two methods within the dystric brown soil type (Dystric cambisol).

The highest susceptibility of the soil to acidification was found in the areas of higher alti-
tudes, where the soil is shallow, built on granite substrates, characterized by a light textured struc-
ture and a low adsorptive complex suitable for an easy rinsing of bases. All these factors signifi-
cantly affect the overall susceptibility to acidification.
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