
1 

 
   pp 389-412 
 

Chapter 13 
Subsurface soil acidification in farming systems: its 
possible causes and management options 
 
Caixian Tang, Chandrakumara Weligama and Peter Sale 
Department of Agricultural Sciences, La Trobe University, Melbourne Campus, Bundoora, 
Vic 3086, Australia 
 
1. Abstract 
Subsurface soil acidity is widespread and its amelioration is costly and often practically 
infeasible. This paper summarises recent research on the causes and management of 
subsurface soil acidity in farming systems. The development of subsurface soil acidity 
depends largely on acid production by plant roots due to excess cation uptake, particularly 
under legume-based agriculture. The deposition and decomposition of plant residues do not 
cause subsurface soil acidification but contribute to the development of subsurface soil acidity 
profiles through their liming effect on the topsoil. Nitrification from ammonium-based 
fertilizers or from organic N in plant residues, and subsequent leaching of nitrate, contribute 
mainly to topsoil acidification. In contrast, the uptake of leached nitrate and denitrification in 
deeper layers may decrease subsurface soil acidity. Various application methods and liming 
materials have been studied for their effectiveness in ameliorating subsurface soil acidity. 
These include application of lime, gypsum and organic materials, and growing acid-tolerant 
crops. Biological amelioration through managing excess anion (nitrate) uptake has been tested 
in the field and is a promising method to ameliorate subsurface soil acidity. The major 
challenge for the biological amelioration method is to synchronize nitrate movement and root 
capture in the subsurface soil for maximal alkalization and minimal nitrate leaching loss. 
 
Key words: Biological amelioration, C cycle, cation-anion uptake, N cycle, crop residues, 
subsoil acidity 
  
2. Introduction 
Approximately 50% of the world’s potentially arable land area consists of acid soils (pH≤5.5) 
(Kochian et al. 2004) and many soils have acidity below the plough layer (Sumner 1995). 
Topsoil acidity is commonly ameliorated with liming. However, lime movement down into 
the subsurface soil is slow, especially in variable charge soils and hence surface application of 
lime is often inefficient at ameliorating subsurface soil acidity. Although heavy top dressings 
with lime may have an ameliorating effect on subsurface soil acidity (see below), such high 
rates have adverse effects on some crops in the rotation (McLay et al. 1994a) or cause lime-
induced deficiencies of nutrients such as Mn and Zn. Deep placement of lime into acid 
subsurface soil through injection and/or ripping is generally considered to be uneconomic.  
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Unfortunately, subsurface soil acidification (below the plough layer) is a continuing process 
under many farming systems, especially legume-based systems. Soil acidification can occur 
in soil profiles to a depth of more than 80 cm (Williams 1980; Coventry and Slattery 1991; 
Dolling and Porter 1994; Conyers et al. 1996; Moody and Aitken 1997; Noble et al. 1997b). 
In many soil profiles, acidification rates are greater in the subsurface soil than in the topsoil. 
For example, in the central wheatbelt of Western Australia, soil pH increased with increasing 
soil depth at uncleared (native vegetation) sites, whereas at cleared (farmed) sites the lowest 
pH occurred in the 10 to 30 cm layers. In southern New South Wales, even fertile red earth 
soils are showing the development of an acidic layer below the normal plough depths 
(Conyers et al. 1996). 
 
Subsurface soil acidity is associated with toxicities of aluminium and manganese, and 
deficiencies of calcium and phosphorus. It primarily decreases root elongation, resulting in a 
poor root system and hence a decrease in the uptake of nutrients and water, particularly for 
acid-sensitive crops (Tang et al. 2002). Moisture in the topsoil is often depleted late in the 
growing season as temperatures and growth rates increase. Plants are therefore forced to rely 
on the supply of water and nutrients from deeper soil layers. However, the poor root systems 
of crops grown with subsurface soil acidity will limit reproductive growth and final grain 
yields.  
 
There are several excellent reviews on the general topic of soil acidification and the 
management of soil acidity (e.g. Helyar and Porter 1989; Bolan and Hedley 2003; Coventry et 
al. 2003) which do not cover much on subsurface soil acidity and will not be the focus of this 
chapter. Instead, the chapter will review current knowledge on possible causes of subsurface 
soil acidification, especially under legume-based farming systems. It will then discuss 
management options for subsurface soil acidity with an emphasis on the biological 
amelioration through managing cation/anion uptake. This chapter does not attempt to review 
causes of subsurface soil acidification as a result of natural weathering processes (see Sumner 
1995) or acid precipitation (see Alewell 2003). 
 
3. Causes of subsurface soil acidification 
 
Soil acidification in farming systems is attributed to a number of processes. The major causes 
in farming systems are the removal of alkalinity in farm products in the carbon cycle, and 
release of protons during N2 fixation and nitrate leaching in the nitrogen cycle. Subsurface 
soil acidification, on the other hand, appears to be mainly caused by spatial separation of acid 
and alkali produced in these cycles (Figure 1). Tang and Rengel (2003) described the 
processes which contribute to this separation and to the development of acidity in deeper soil 
layers. In the carbon and nitrogen cycles, the acid produced by the roots due to excess uptake 
of cations over anions is distributed through the rooting zone, with the amount and 
distribution of the acid being proportional to the root length distribution. Plant residues in the 
carbon cycle however, are mainly oxidised in the surface soil. This oxidation of organic 
anions present in the residues is an acid-consuming process (increases pH), and thus the 
acidity generated by roots is neutralised in the topsoil, but still remains in the subsurface soil. 
In the nitrogen cycle, mineralization and nitrification mainly occur in the topsoil. When these 
processes are accompanied by nitrate uptake in the topsoil, then there is no change in topsoil 
pH. However, if nitrate is leached from the topsoil, then there will be a surplus of protons in 
the topsoil (Figures 1 & 2) resulting in topsoil acidification. The leaching of nitrate 
originating from the topsoil is unlikely to cause subsurface soil acidification. In contrast, 
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uptake of nitrate by roots and denitrification in subsurface soil layers may reduce the net 
production of acid by the roots. These processes are discussed in detail below. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 1. A simplified diagram illustrating the production and consumption of protons (H+), 
in the nitrogen (left) and carbon (right) cycles. +H+ indicates acidification (decrease in pH); -
H+, alkalization (increase in pH) and ±H+, unknown effects.  
 
 
3.1. Excess uptake of cations over anions 
Plant roots take up nutrients from soil solutions to satisfy their growth requirements. The 
uptake of cations across the plasma membrane is associated with H+ extrusion while uptake of 
anions is associated with OH-/HCO3

- release (or H+ consumption). If plants take up more 
cations than anions, then there is an overall net extrusion of H+ around the roots. If plants take 
up more anions than cations, there is a net alkalization along the roots (Marschner 1995; Paul 
et al. 2003; Tang and Rengel, 2003; references therein).  
 
The form of nitrogen plays a prominent role in the cation-anion balance (see detailed 
discussion below). NH4

+ nutrition leads to an excess uptake of cations over anions and to 
strong acidification, whereas NO3

- nutrition results in a rhizosphere alkalization. By 
comparison, legumes that are actively fixing N2, take up more cations than anions, and hence 
release H+ and acidify their rhizosphere (van Beusichem 1981; Jarvis and Hatch 1985; Loss et 
al. 2003b; Tang and Rengel 2003). A close linear relationship was found between the amount 
of H+ released and the excess of cations over anions taken up by N2-fixing plants from various 
legume species (Tang et al. 1997).  
 
Plant species differ substantially in their acid production and their capacity to acidify soils 
(Tang and Rengel 2003; references therein). Legumes generally cause more soil acidification 
than non-leguminous species. This may be attributed to the following likely causes. The first 
is that legumes excrete large amounts of protons due to excess cation uptake during N2 
fixation. Second, legume residues contain high N, resulting in large amounts of nitrate 
produced during residue decomposition. Finally, legumes generally have a restricted rooting 
system, with a poor ability to take up soil nitrate during growth, and this can lead to nitrate 
leaching from the root zone and to acidification due to a net proton surplus (Figure 1).  
 
Tropical legumes generally have lower excess uptake of cations over anions than temperate 
legumes, and thus have a lower acidifying effect on the rhizosphere and the bulk soil (Andrew 
et al. 1973). In addition, the products of N assimilation in tropical legumes appear to be 
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ureides (allantoin and allantoic acid, which have high pKa values) and are unlikely to be 
dissociated to donate protons at physiological pH values in the cytoplasm and the xylem 
(Bolan et al. 1991). 
 
The release of acid produced by excess cation uptake from the soil depends on the distribution 
of the roots and nutrients, the pattern of nutrient uptake and H+ extrusion along the roots. In 
an experiment using 1-m soil columns (Tang et al. 2000), where nutrients were applied 
uniformly throughout the column, root length density of NH4

+-fed lupin and subterranean 
clover plants tended to increase with depth, and relatively uniform decreases of soil pH 
occurred in the soil profile. Where nutrients were applied only in the top 10-cm layer, then 
50-70% of the roots of N2-fixing plants were distributed in this layer and the soil pH 
decreased most in this top layer. The decrease of pH in different soil layers was proportional 
to the root length density (Tang et al. 2000). In the field, deeper-rooted legumes appear to 
cause subsurface soil acidification to greater depths than shallower-rooted legumes. For 
example, Loss et al. (1993a) observed more soil acidification in deeper layers of soil profiles 
under a deep-rooted lupin-wheat rotation than under shallow-rooted clover-based pastures. 
The results do suggest that excess cation uptake by plant roots plays an important role in 
subsurface soil acidification. 
 
3.1. Role of plant residues 
The accumulation of organic matter has been suggested as one of the causes of soil 
acidification. Two reasons for this explanation have been proposed: (i) organic matter forms 
soluble complexes with cations such as Ca and Mg and thus facilitates the leaching loss of 
these cations, and (ii) organic matter contains functional groups which can be a source of H+ 
ions after dissociation (Brady and Weil 2002; Bolan et al., 2003). Organic matter is also 
thought to lower soil pH by releasing H+ ions that are associated with organic anions, by the 
mineralisation of its N and the subsequent nitrification or by an increased cation exchange 
capacity and corresponding increase in exchangeable acidity (Williams 1980).  
 
However, in many soil profiles the most acidified layers were below 10 cm, even though 
organic matter generally accumulated in the top 10 cm of the soil (Williams 1980; Dolling 
and Porter 1994). Indeed, in some farmed soils, the pH increased in the topsoil compared to 
the nearby uncultivated bushland soils (e.g. Dolling and Porter, 1994). Similarly, in a field 
survey, Griffin et al. (2003) examined the impact of land use on soil organic carbon and pH 
across various agro-ecosystems in Western Australia. It was found that soil pH was 
consistently lower at soil depths of 10-100 cm at sites that had been farmed for many years, 
compared to the corresponding uncleared ‘native vegetation’ sites.  It was also shown that the 
organic carbon in the topsoils from uncleared bush sites tended to be less than those from 
farmed sites, but the reverse occurred in the subsurface soil, where the organic carbon in 
uncleared sites was generally greater than that in farmed sites.  This indicates that organic 
matter accumulation may not be always associated with soil acidification. 
 
The addition of organic matter to soil has been found to increase, decrease or have no effect 
on soil pH (Ritchie and Dolling 1985; Yan et al. 1996; Tang and Yu 1999; Tang et al. 1999; 
Marx et al. 2002; Paul et al. 2003; Xu et al. 2006b). These conflicting accounts of the effect of 
organic matter on soil acidification have probably resulted from differences in (i) composition 
of organic matter present in or added to soil, (ii) soil characteristics and (iii) decomposition 
resulting from different experimental conditions, such as temperature, water regime and 
leaching, that were used in the different experiments.  
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Our recent studies have shown that addition of plant residues increased the pH of acidic soils. 
Furthermore, the amounts of alkalinity produced in the soil correlated positively with 
concentrations of excess cations and total nitrogen in the added residues, and negatively with 
the initial pH of the soil (Tang and Yu 1999; Xu et al. 2006b). Thus, the amount of alkalinity 
produced in soil decreased with an increase in the initial pH of the soil. The studies also 
demonstrated that the effects of the plant residue on alkalinity production were less under 
sterile conditions than under non-sterile conditions, and changes in soil pH were related to 
CO2 release, and the dynamics of NH4

+ and NO3
- in the soil. Xu et al. (2006b) suggested that 

there were at least four components responsible for soil pH changes after plant residues were 
added to the soil: (i) mineralisation of organic anions (balanced by excess cations) from added 
plant residues, (ii) ammonification (organic N  NH4

+) of the residue N, (iii) nitrification 
(NH4

+  NO3
-) of mineralised residue N, and (iv) association/dissociation of protons from 

organic compounds. Processes (i) and (ii) result in an alkalization of the soil while Process 
(iii) acidifies the soil.  The influence of Process (iv) on soil pH change depends on the initial 
pH of the soil and the pKa of the organic compounds present. The overall effect of plant 
residue addition on soil pH therefore depends on the extent of each of these processes.  
 
From above studies and those published earlier, it is suggested that the deposition and 
subsequent decomposition of plant residues do not necessarily cause subsurface soil 
acidification. Rather they contribute to the development of the pH variation in soil profiles 
through their effect on the topsoil. The addition of plant materials to acidic soils generally 
increases soil pH. While the extent of proton excretion from roots during plant growth is 
proportional to the root distribution, the oxidation of organic anions during decomposition of 
the shoot residue mainly occurs in the topsoil since residues are generally not incorporated 
into deeper layers. Thus, the decomposition of shoot residues neutralises the acid created 
during plant growth in the topsoil. In some soils where subsurface soil acidification has 
occurred, an increased soil pH with time of farming has been observed in the topsoil (e.g. 
Dolling and Porter 1994). Root residues usually have lower concentrations of excess cations 
than shoot residues and have a lesser "liming" effect (Tang and Yu 1999; Tang et al. 1999). 
Therefore, root residue decomposition will not fully neutralize the acidity created along the 
roots in the soil profile and this acidity, produced during growth, will persist in the subsurface 
soil layers.  
 
3.3. Nitrification and nitrate leaching 
Nitrification and the subsequent leaching of nitrate have often been suggested as a major 
cause of soil acidification. However, such processes do not appear to be a cause of subsurface 
soil acidification. Mineralization and nitrification of plant residue N have been shown to 
occur mainly in the topsoil due to the relative immobility of NH4

+ and deposition of plant 
residues on the soil surface. For example, 64% of N mineralisation and 50% of nitrification in 
the soil profile of a loamy sand, and 78% of N mineralisation and 41% of nitrification in a 
sandy clay loam occurred in the top 5-cm soil layer (Murphy et al. 1998). More recently, Dear 
et al. (2009) showed that while NH4

+ was mainly concentrated in the topsoil of two Red 
Kandosols over the growing season, the concentration of NO3

- decreased in the topsoil and 
increased below 30 cm, with annual pasture legumes. Thus, acidification caused by 
nitrification, and the subsequent leaching of nitrate, occurs mostly in the topsoil. There will be 
no net acidification in the topsoil if plant roots utilize all of the nitrate generated in situ. 
Nitrate uptake enhances excess anion uptake, and thus decreases extrusion of H+ or increases 
extrusion of OH-/HCO3

-. However, if the nitrate is leached, then the topsoil will acidify 
because of the net increase in H+ ions (Figure 2) and because the leaching of nitrate is 
accompanied by the leaching of cations other than H+ ions (Di and Cameron 2005). If plant 
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roots take up the leached nitrate below the topsoil layer, it is expected that alkalization (or less 
acidification) will then occur in the subsurface soil. These processes are illustrated in Figure 
2.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 2. Schematic illustration of nitrogen transformations, and nitrate leaching and uptake, 
in relation to acidification in the soil profile.   
 
 
The hypothesis that nitrification in the topsoil, and the subsequent leaching of nitrate into the 
subsurface soil, can decrease subsurface soil acidification, was tested in two column 
experiments with a sandy soil by Tang et al. (2000). These experiments examined the effect 
of nitrate and ammonium addition to the topsoil on subsurface soil acidification under wheat 
and the N2-fixing legumes, lupin and subterranean clover.  Nitrate leaching was achieved by 
adding excess water to the surface of the columns 18 days after sowing. In the first 
experiment, the addition of Ca(NO3)2 to the topsoil layer increased nitrate concentration in 
soil profiles but did not affect the growth of shoot and roots, or the N concentration in shoots 
of either species. It caused alkalization or reduced acidification at all depths, compared to the 
treatment without Ca(NO3)2.  
 
In the second experiment, the addition of (NH4)2SO4 to the top 10 cm significantly increased 
NO3

- concentration in all layers with NH4
+

 being mainly retained in the top 20-cm layer. 
Compared to the plants receiving no (NH4)2SO4, lupin grown with (NH4)2SO4 in 0-10 cm of 
the column, caused more acidification in the top 10 cm but less acidification in 10-40 cm of 
the column. Similarly, subterranean clover grown with added (NH4)2SO4 in the 0-10 cm layer 
caused more acidification in the top 10 cm and less acidification in the 20-50 cm layer. 
Growing wheat with (NH4)2SO4 in the topsoil decreased soil pH in top 20 cm but slightly 
increased soil pH in the deeper layers (Tang et al. 2000). Clearly, leaching of nitrate from 
topsoil is unlikely to cause subsurface soil acidification. In contrast, the uptake of nitrate by 
the roots reduces net acid production in subsurface soil layers. Further research is needed to 
validate the results under field conditions. 
  
3.4. Acid movement 
The downward movement of H+ and soluble Al, and NH4

+ may contribute to subsurface soil 
acidification (Hue and Licudine 1999) but the magnitude of the downward movement is 
unknown. It is expected that such acid movement would be small because of the high affinity 
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of H+ and Al3+ ions for negatively charged surfaces of soil colloids. In many soil profiles, pH 
is also higher in topsoil than in the subsurface soil so that little acid is able to move downward 
via mass flow or diffusion. Another consideration is that although the highest concentration of 
acids (lowest pH) is generally present in the subsurface soil layer, there is no evidence that 
this high concentration of acid moves lower over time. For example, the lowest soil pH in a 
deep yellow sand always remained between 10-30 cm irrespective of the years of farming 
(Dolling and Porter 1994). If the acid had moved deeper in the profile, this low soil pH should 
have moved into the lower layers with time. Further studies are required to verify this view. 
 
4. Current methods for ameliorating subsurface soil acidity 
 
Various application methods and liming materials have been studied for their effectiveness in 
ameliorating subsurface soil acidity. Some of these methods will be briefly discussed below. 
The first method that should be mentioned is surface liming. It may partially ameliorate 
subsurface soil acidity while direct liming into acidic subsurface soil has generally produced a 
quicker and greater yield response. Field trials have demonstrated yield advantages in 
growing acid-tolerant wheat varieties in soil with subsurface soil acidity (Scott et al. 2001). 
Modelling work has indicated that growing acid-tolerant wheat partially eliminates the 
adverse effects of acidity on crop yields in soils with severe subsurface soil acidity and almost 
fully eliminates the effect in soils with shallow/moderate subsurface soil acidity (Tang et al. 
2003a). 
  
4.1. Application of ground limestone 
The surface application or otherwise shallow incorporation (0-10 cm) of lime is the most 
common practice to combat soil acidity in agriculture. Short-term yield responses to surface 
liming of soils with acid subsurface soils are often lacking or vary greatly, depending on 
application rate, lime quality, crop species, rainfall, acidity profile, soil type and the severity 
of acidity (Conyers and Scott 1989; Conyers et al. 1991; Scott et al. 1997; Whitten et al. 2000; 
Tang et al. 2003). Normally, the response to lime application by plants starts slowly and 
diminishes over the time (Mahoney and Uren 1982). The impact of liming is mainly restricted 
to the depth of its application because lime is a relatively insoluble material. The alkalinity-
producing products in the form of OH-, HCO3

- and CO3
2-, move slowly in soil profiles (Farina 

1997, Scott et al.1997; Conyers et al. 2003). Furthermore, the increase in the surface soil pH 
by liming is likely to increase the negative charge (CEC) thereby increasing the retention of 
Ca, especially in variable-charge soils. Therefore, the effect of surface-applied lime on 
increasing subsurface soil pH can be limited with realistic lime application rates (2 t ha-1) 
(Conyers and Scott 1989; Scott et al. 1997).  
 
Many reports have therefore stated that surface liming gives no yield increase under different 
crops and soil types with subsurface soil acidity (Helyar 1991; Conventry 1992; Farina 1997). 
This problem can be partially overcome by applying high rates on the soil surface or 
incorporating lime into deep soil layers (Pinkerton and Simpson 1986; Conyers et al. 2003).  
Application of large doses of lime cannot be justified due to problems associated with over-
liming including trace element deficiencies (Porter 1984; Bolland et al. 2001; Tang et al. 
2003b). On the other hand, lime application is becoming a costly endeavour in many countries 
due to the transportation cost (Conyers et al. 1996). In addition, the cost of liming can be 
much higher compared to the returns from liming in low rainfall areas (Helyar et al. 1988). 
Nevertheless, a limited number of studies have showed that surface liming may partially 
ameliorate subsurface soil acidity in the long term (e.g. Sumner 1995; Whitten et al. 2000; 
Tang et al. 2003a). 



8 

 
Direct liming into the acidic subsurface soil layer through injection and/or ripping results in 
quicker and greater yield responses than surface lime applications (e.g. Coventry 1991; 
Sumner 1995; Scott et al. 1997). However, deep incorporation of lime is impractical due to 
lack of suitable machinery and high energy cost (Sumner et al. 1986; Scott et al. 1997).  
 
Liming increases mineralisation and nitrification in acidic soils and hence can increase the 
likelihood of NO3

- losses from leaching (Ridley et al. 2001). This in turn reduces the effect of 
the lime application on increasing the pH in the topsoil because NO3

- leaching contributes to 
topsoil acidification. However, if the leached NO3

- ions are taken up by the plants in the 
subsurface soil, then it is likely that the plant roots in the deeper soil layers will release OH- 
and therefore counteract subsurface soil acidification and reduce subsurface soil acidity (as 
shown in Figure 2).  
 
4.2. Application of gypsum 
Surface-applied gypsum has been recognised as an economically viable, alternative method 
for combating subsurface soil acidity (McLay et al. 1994a).  Gypsum (CaSO4

.2H2O, Ksp 
2.1×10-5) is more soluble than lime (CaCO3, Ksp 8.7×10-9) and thus moves faster in soil 
profiles. Additionally, the increase in pH in the surface layer increases the retention of Ca (see 
above). Gypsum was previously used in agriculture because of its ameliorating qualities in 
sodic soils, its ability to act as a soil conditioner, and its high content of Ca and S enabling it 
to act as a source of nutrients for plants (Shainberg et al. 1989). Yield responses to gypsum 
addition to acid soils, in most cases, were due to either improvement of Ca status or to a 
decrease in bioavailable Al in subsurface soil, which in turn stimulated root growth (Sumner 
1993; Farina et al. 2000). As a result, plants can have better access to water and nutrients in 
acid soils. The effect of gypsum lasts longer in heavy-textured than light-textured soils. In a 
loamy sand profile surface-applied gypsum can be leached out from the profile in 5 years 
(Sumner 1990).  
 
There are a number of explanations for the ameliorating effect of gypsum in acid soils. The 
first explanation is that the sulphate ions displace hydroxide ions from soil surfaces into the 
soil solution, which in turn react with free Al3+ (Reeve and Sumner 1972). The second 
suggestion is that sulphate can form non-toxic AlSO4

+ ion pairs or non-soluble aluminium 
hydroxy sulphate (Alva et al. 1988). Thirdly, leaching of gypsum can increase ionic strength 
in the subsurface soil, which in turn reduces Al3+ activity (Ritchie 1989). Displacement of Al 
from soil colloids and the subsequent leaching of Al from soil is another suggestion (Oates 
and Caldwell 1985).  
 
There is however conflicting evidence relating to the effect of gypsum on soil pH.  Smith et 
al. (1994) found that the gypsum treatment (2.5 t ha-1) reduced pH by 0.2 units in the 5-10 and 
10-15 cm soil layers compared to the control. Probable displacement of Al3+ and H+ from 
cation exchange sites by soluble Ca2+ appears to be a possible reason for the pH decrease. In 
contrast, the application of gypsum increased soil pH in other experiments (Sumner 1995). In 
these situations, the pH increase was attributed to the ligand exchange process in which the 
SO4

2- ions replaced OH- ions (Smith et al. 1994). The above two processes are likely to 
happen simultaneously and so the final pH in a gypsum-amended soil would be the net effect 
from both processes.  
 
There are some implications for gypsum use as an ameliorant of acid soils. Gypsum 
application, especially at high rates can have adverse effects on the yield of some crops such 
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as lupins (McLay et al. 1994a) and can cause Mg and K to leach from the upper layers in 
sandy soils (McLay et al. 1994b). The application of gypsum can also be costly as more than 
5 t ha-1 may be required to get a significant benefit (Farina 1997). 
 
4.3. Application of plant residue and animal manure 
The application of plant residues and animal manures to soil is considered to be a good 
agricultural management practice. This is because of the positive impacts on plant growth by 
providing plant nutrients (Bessno and Bell 1992; Naramabuye and Haynes 2006) and by 
improving soil structure. Organic acids are released during the decomposition process of 
organic materials. These acid ligands are known to be effective in binding toxic Al3+ (Hue et 
al. 1986). The organically-complexed Al species are less toxic to plant roots (Wong and Swift 
2003). For example, in an experiment with highly acidic mine-spoil material (pH below 3.5) 
high rates of compost provided sufficient Al sorption capacity to keep the Al3+ activity in soil 
solution low enough for plant growth (von Wilert and Stehouwer 2003).  
 
Apart from the effect of CaCO3 in some animal manures, the addition of organic materials can 
also increase soil pH at least in the short term (Haynes and Naramabuye 2001; Wong and 
Swift 2003). This pH increase can be mainly due to decarboxylation of water-soluble organic 
anions in the materials (Yan et al. 1996; Rukshana et al. 2010). Other mechanisms that have 
been suggested to account for an increase in soil pH include: (i) adsorption of H+ onto the 
surface of the organic materials (Hoyt and Turner 1975), (ii) production of OH- ions by ligand 
exchange between the terminal OH- on the sesquioxide surfaces and organic anions (Hue and 
Amien 1989), (iii) accumulation of NH4

+ and hydrolysis of NH3 during the decomposition of 
organic N (Hoyt and Turner 1975; Naramabuye and Haynes 2006), (iv) increase of soil base 
saturation through the replacement of protons and aluminium from exchange sites by cations 
added with organic matter (Bessho and Bell 1992), and (v) development of reducing 
conditions and associated denitrificaiton due to stimulated microbial activity during the rapid 
decomposition of the added organic matter (Hue 1992).  
 
The composition and the degree of decomposition of organic materials may affect the amount 
of alkalinity released during decomposition (Noble et al. 1996, Tang et al. 1999; Tang and Yu 
1999; Marschner and Noble 2000; Haynes and Mokolobate 2001; Xu and Coventry 2003; Xu 
et al. 2006a, b). For example, Noble et al. (1996) showed that the application of leaf litter 
neutralised soil acidity, and the extent of neutralisation was related to the content of their ash 
alkalinity. Similarly, Xu et al. (2006b) found that the amounts of alkalinity produced in soil 
correlated positively with concentrations of excess cations and total N in the added materials. 
The N concentration in organic materials influences whether the organic N is mineralized or 
immobilised which is crucial towards its effect on soil pH (Bolan et al. 1991). 
 
Relatively little information is available on the movement down the soil profile of the 
alkalinity, released from the addition of organic materials. Lund and Doss (1980) showed that 
repeated applications of dairy manure at 135 t ha-1year-1 for three years increased the pH and 
concentrations of exchangeable Mg and K in the subsurface soil of a Plinthic Paleudult. 
Similarly, Wright et al. (1985) found that the combined application of cow manure (44.8 t ha-

1) and dolimite (8.4 t ha-1) to the topsoil increased subsurface soil pH and decreased 
exchangeable Al in a Typic Paleudult. However, in a soil column experiment, the presence of 
plant residues had little effect on the mobilization of the reaction products of surface-applied 
lime in the profile of an acidic Red Latosol (Moraes et al. 2007). Recently, Butterly et al. 
(2009) showed that the soluble fraction of residues is important for alkalinity release during 
the initial stages of decomposition. It is expected that the organic compounds in the soluble 
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fraction can move down in the soil profile before they are decomposed by microbes. 
Depending on residue and soil type, significant amounts of the alkalinity moved below the 
soil layer in which the crop residue was applied, within 3 months of the application (C 
Butterly and C Tang, unpublished).  
 
An alternative strategy that should have potential in alleviating subsurface soil acidity is the 
practice known as subsoil manuring.  This involves the deep incorporation of high rates of 
organic manures in subsurface layers to improve the physical properties of dense clay 
subsurface soils that restrict root growth, water uptake and crop yields in dry years (Gill et al. 
2009). The marked improvement in macroporosity and hydraulic conductivity in subsurface 
soil layers with subsoil manuring, were attributed to the increased microbial activity 
associated with the breakdown of the organic amendment (Clark et al. 2007) and the 
breakdown of exudates from the increased mass of roots in the organic-amended subsurface 
soil layers. Not surprisingly, there were large increases in crop yields following this 
subsurface soil intervention. Given that the organic acids released from the decomposing 
organic amendments should alleviate any toxic Al species that might be present in acidic 
subsurface soils (Wong and Swift 2003) then one would expect that subsoil manuring would 
have an additional benefit of ameliorating subsurface soil acidity, if the subsurface soils being 
treated with the deep-placed manures, are also constrained by subsurface soil acidity.  
 
4.4. Addition of coal-derived organic materials 
The humic materials produced during oxidation of coal have been used for ameliorating soil 
acidity in general, and subsurface soil acidity in particular, in recent years (van der Watt et al. 
1991; Noble and Randall 1998; Inoue et al. 2001; Imbufe et al. 2004; 2005). These materials 
are soluble in water and can leach down the soil profile in contrast to lime. The humic 
products are rich in carboxylic and phenolic groups, which provide reactive sites for cation 
exchange, bind phytotoxic elements, increase pH buffering and promote the penetration and 
retention of Ca in soils (Imbufe et al. 2004). Potassium humate is one of humic materials and 
is produced by the alkaline treatment of Victorian brown coal. It can effectively increase pH 
and levels of K, Mg and Ca in soil (Imbufe et al. 2004; 2005). In a column experiment, 
calcium fulvate increased soil pH to a depth of 100 cm in soils with a clay content of 6-32%, 
after columns were leached by two pore volumes of water (van der Watt et al. 1991). Use of 
coal-derived organic materials as an ameliorant of acid subsurface soils is promising. Further 
research is required to validate their effectiveness and economics in the broad-acre 
agriculture. 
 
5. Biological amelioration through managing cation-anion uptake by crops 
 
5.1. Impact of the form and uptake of N on rhizosphere pH  
Nitrogen uptake has a marked influence on the cation–anion uptake balance and rhizosphere 
pH due to the high demand for N by plants (Marschner 1995; Mengel et al. 2001). This is 
because total N uptake can be responsible for 70 to 80% of the total ion uptake by plants (van 
Beusichem et al. 1988; Neumann and Romheld 2002). Moreover, plants can take up the N 
either in the cation (NH4

+) or anion (NO3
-) form. In addition, legumes assimilate N in its 

neutral gaseous N2 form. Some plants even take up organic forms of N such as amino acids 
(Jones and Darrah 1994) and urea (Harper 1984). Therefore, the role of N in cation-anion 
balance depends on the form of the available N in the soil as well as the crop or pasture 
species. It follows that a predominant supply of nitrate would lead to a greater anion uptake 
than cations while a predominant ammonium and uncharged N (i.e. biological N2 fixation) 
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supply would result in greater cation uptake than anions (Marschner 1995; Tang and Rengel 
2003; references therein).  
 
The metabolic assimilation of the N ions following the uptake into root cells produces H+ or 
OH- ions which in turn contribute to pH changes in the rhizosphere. For example, the 
assimilation of NO3

- results in the production of OH-, which is released into the rhizosphere 
during NO3

- reduction in root tissue, in order to stabilize intercellular pH (Neumann and 
Römheld 2002). In contrast, assimilation of NH4

+ by roots produces H+ ions which can result 
in lower pHs in soil (Marschner 1995). 
 
5.2. Factors affecting nitrate uptake  
Nitrate uptake occurs via H+ co-transport system which requires energy (Taiz and Zeiger 
2006). This process depends on the trans-membrane H+ gradient generated by the H+-ATPase 
in the membrane. The pH decrease in the growth medium increases the H+ gradient between 
the cell and external environment favouring NO3

- uptake.  However, the uptake of NO3
- is 

regulated by the availability of NO3
-. Indeed, a key factor for generating enzymes that are 

required for NO3
- transportation and assimilation is the presence of NO3

- in the environment 
(Taiz and Zeiger 2006).  
 
Plants prefer to take up NH4

+ compared to NO3
- when they have access to NH4

+ ions (Colmer 
and Bloom 1998). However, the diffusion coefficient of NO3

- is much higher than that of 
NH4

+ (Miller and Cramer 2004). In addition, NO3
- ions are not adsorbed onto soil colloidal 

surfaces with negative charges and thus freely move in the soil profile. These two 
characteristics have contrasting consequences on nitrate availability and access to the root 
system. Nitrate can be more available to roots via diffusion or mass flow than ammonium, 
and this increases the possibility of its interception by roots. On the other hand, nitrate can be 
easily lost from the soil profile by leaching (Black 1992). As a result, the timing of root 
proliferation is important for interception and take up nitrate from the soil (Diggle et al. 
1990). 
 
Plant species differ greatly in their demand for N and in root morphology and root distribution 
in the soil profile. They therefore differ in their ability to intercept and to take up NO3

- in the 
soil profile (see Tang and Rengel 2003). Generally, perennial species can take up more NO3

- 
than annual species, and non-leguminous species take up more than legumes. In the field, 
NO3

- leaching was much greater under the grain legume Lupinus angustifolius than under 
wheat (Anderson et al. 1998). Also, the concentrations of NO3

- in soil profiles were higher 
under subterranean clover and yellow serradella than under the mixed culture of subterranean 
clover and perennial grass species at a low and medium rainfall site of south-eastern Australia 
(Dear et al. 2009). Genotypes within the same species may also differ in utilizing soil NO3

-. 
For example, less NO3

- was leached under deep-rooted than shallow-rooted genotypes of 
bentgrass (Bowman et al. 1998). Furthermore, growing acid-tolerant species and genotypes, 
compared to acid-sensitive ones, on acidic soils usually leads to increased root growth in 
these soils, particularly in acidic subsurface soils, and this will increase the capacity of roots 
to absorb NO3

-. Selecting genotypes that intercept and take up more soil NO3
- may provide an 

option for minimizing subsurface soil acidification and ameliorating subsurface soil acidity.  
 
Nitrate availability in soil will influence root growth, which in turn affects NO3

- uptake. 
Localised sources of NO3

- are known to increase root proliferation in the soil where they 
occur (Robinson 1994). The enhanced root proliferation results from increased root 
elongation and initiation of lateral roots. The localised stimulatory effect of root growth by 
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NO3
- supply occurs due to specific signalling property of NO3

- ions themselves. It has also 
been suggested that the concentration of NO3

- in the plant affects the expression of the NO3
--

inducible MADS-box gene (ANR1). This gene encodes “a component of the signal 
transduction pathway linking external NO3

- supply to increased rate of lateral root elongation” 
(Zhang and Forde 2000). Selection of varieties that can over-express the NO3

--inducible 
MADS-box gene would benefit rhizosphere alkalization through improved root proliferation 
and NO3

- capture and uptake in acid subsurface soils. 
 
5.3. Excess nitrate uptake and subsurface soil alkalization  
As discussed earlier, differences in anion/cation uptake by roots can lead to the release of 
protons or hydroxyl ions, resulting in acidification or alkalization in the rhizosphere (Tang 
and Rengel 2003). There needs to be an excess of anion uptake over cation uptake in order to 
increase rhizosphere pH. Therefore, a large amount of anions should be supplied to roots to 
encourage excess anion uptake in order to combat the acidity. Given that the magnitude of N 
uptake by plants, it follows that a large supply of nitrate anions, that will result in excess 
anion uptake (Mengel et al. 2001) and subsequent rhizosphere alkalization, will be required in 
the acidic soil layer. Root-induced rhizosphere alkalization can be extended to the bulk soil 
depending on soil pH buffer capacity (Hinsinger et al. 2003). 
 
There is evidence that subsurface soil alkalization can occur following N fertilizer 
applications to the soil surface. This has occurred both in glasshouse experiments (Black 
1992; Tang et al. 2000) and under field conditions (Adams and Pearson 1969; Noble et al. 
2008; Tang et al. 2011). In soil-column experiments, Tang et al. (2000) showed that the 
columns receiving Ca(NO3)2

 in the topsoil layer had pH 0.1-0.2 units higher in deeper soil 
layers than columns receiving no Ca(NO3)2, after growing N2-fixing lupin and subterranean 
clover plants for 105 days. Although N2 fixation itself causes soil acidification, a net 
alkalization occurred below 20 cm with lupins and below 30 cm with clover plants. 
 
Similar findings were observed in a four-year field experiment where coastal bermudagrass 
was grown in an irrigated sandy loam soil. In this study, Adams and Pearson (1969) applied 
NH4NO3 at an annual rate of 896 kg N ha-1 year-1.  This resulted in a decline in soil pH of 
around 1.3-1.4 units in the surface 0-15 cm, and a decline of 0.3-0.5 of a unit in the 15-30 cm 
soil layers, compared to the initial soil pH. However, there was either no pH decline or an 
increase of about 0.3 units in 30-45, 45-60 and 60-75 layers. The effect of Ca(NO3)2 was also 
investigated (Figure 3), with the Ca(NO3)2 being supplied at rates of 448, 896 and 1344 kg N 
ha-1 to the surface 0-20 cm layer. Changes in pH and exchangeable Ca in the soil profile were 
measured after 4 years of N application. The alkalizing effect of Ca(NO3)2 was evident in all 
soil layers compared to the initial soil pH (Figure 3A). Exchangeable Ca data indicate an 
increased Ca movement in the deeper layers with increasing N rates. Calcium movement is 
generally accompanied by an anion, which most likely would be the NO3

-
 anion. Therefore, it 

appears that NO3
- leaching increased with increasing N rates which in turn led to increased 

NO3
- uptake by bermudagrass roots in deeper layers, resulting in alkalization in these soil 

layers. The increased movement NO3
- ions facilitated the movement of Ca to subsurface soils, 

thereby helping in mitigating subsurface soil acidity. 
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Figure 3. Effect of application rates of Ca(NO3)2 (kg ha-1 year-1) to the surface on pH (A) and 
on exchangeable Ca (B) changes with soil depth after 4 years of application  in a sandy loam 
soil (Adopted from Adams and Pearson 1969, with kind permission of Soil Science Society of 
America). 
 
In another field study with Gamba grass (Andropogon gayanus), a significant pH increase was 
observed in 0-30 cm soil layer when N was supplied in the NO3

- form compared to the control 
and the NH4

+ treatments (Noble et al. 2008). The study was conducted in an acid sandy soil 
and the grass was given three different N treatments; these were no N, KNO3 or (NH4)2SO4 
with the N applications totalling 287 kg N ha-1 over a three-year period. The supply of KNO3 
increased the pH by 0.2 to 0.3 units in the 0-30 cm soil layers after three years. This 
alkalization was a direct result of excess anion uptake by plants as there was a little possibility 
for denitrification in this lightly textured soil. In contrast, the supply of decreased pH by 0.4 
units, the acidity likely resulting from plant uptake and nitrification of ammonium 
 
Biological amelioration of subsurface soil acidity by managing the supply and uptake of 
nitrate from the subsurface soil, has recently been examined in more detail at two field sites 
using acid-tolerant and acid-sensitive wheat varieties. The results collated from the 2006 trials 
show the potential for ameliorating subsurface soil acidity using nitrate fertilizers (Tang et al. 
2011). Similar yields and N-use efficiency were achieved with the supply of nitrate, compared 
to the supply of urea. Application of nitrate increased rhizosphere pH up to 0.5 units and the 
bulk soil pH to 0.3 units, to a depth exceeding 30 cm at both sites (Figure 4). The placement 
of nitrate fertilizer in the 10-15 cm soil layer increased subsurface soil pH more than the 
surface application. The treatment effects on the bulk soil pH became more significant in the 
second and third season. In contrast, the application of urea (as the most common N fertilizer) 
acidified the soil in the 5-10 cm soil layer by up to 0.4 units compared to the control, and up 
to 0.7 units in the 10-15 cm layer, compared to the nitrate treatment, after 3 years of treatment 
(Conyers et al., 2011). Nitrate application markedly increased nitrate concentration in soil 
profiles, particularly at the 10-20 cm depth (Figure 4), whereas urea application increased the 
NH4

+ concentration. The majority of the nitrate was retained in the top 30-cm layers in the 
medium rainfall region. In the soil-induced process, the net effect of urea (ammonification 
followed by nitrification) is a decrease in pH, whereas nitrate source does not contribute to 
this process at all. More field work is required to assess the impact of nitrate leaching, and 
uptake from deeper soil layers, in different soils under different climatic conditions.  
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Figure 4. Changes in rhizoshere pH and NO3 concentration in profiles of Kandosol and 
Chromosol soil under a wheat crop supplied with no N fertilizer, Ca(NO3)2 or urea at 10-15 
cm. Bars are LSD values at P=0.05 (adopted from Tang et al. 2011). 
 
 
Root proliferation in acid subsurface soils is important if the biological amelioration of 
subsurface soil acidity is to occur. Localised application of N and P can play a vital role in the 
stimulation of root growth either in the surface or subsurface soil layer, whereas localized 
applications of K had relatively little effect on root growth (Robinson 1994). A later study 
demonstrated that localised supply of nitrate and P together was required to maximise 
alkalization in an acid subsurface soil (Weligama et al. 2008). This alkalization resulted from 
an increased uptake of NO3

- and stimulated root proliferation in the fertilizer-applied layer, 
which in turn enhanced shoot growth due to efficient exploration of resources in the acid 
subsurface soil. While nitrate supply alone increased root growth, P placement alone did not 
stimulate root proliferation in the acid soil (Weligama et al. 2008). The study suggests that P 
fertilizer should be applied together with nitrate to achieve maximal benefits in extra root 
growth and pH increase.  
 
An alternative fertilizer strategy for ameliorating subsurface soil acidity was proposed by 
Noble et al. (1997). This involved providing the ingredients of Ca(NO3)2 in the soil surface 
layer by applying lime and an NH4

+-based fertilizer (apart from nitrate fertilizers) at the 
surface. The subsequent nitrate leaching into the subsurface soil, and the uptake of nitrate 
from the subsurface soil layers, were thought to offer a feasible and practical method to 
address subsurface soil acidity. This proposal has been verified in a number of studies. Poss et 
al. (1995) reported an alkalization that occurred in subsurface soil of a red Kandosol in a 
semi-arid climate with mean annual rainfall of 539 mm.  The soil was limed (2.5 t ha-1) two 
years before the start of the experiment and urea was applied to the surface at 140 kg N ha-1. 
The study showed that a net acidification of 1.8 kmol H+ ha-1 occurred in the topsoil whereas 
a net alkalization of 0.9 kmol OH- ha-1 occurred in the 25-90 cm layer. Nitrate uptake by 
wheat roots and denitrification were postulated as possible reasons for the alkalization in the 
subsurface soil. Tang et al. (2000) showed that the addition of (NH4)2SO4 in the top 10 cm of 
1-m soil columns significantly increased NO3

- concentration in all layers with NH4
+ being 

mainly retained in the top 20-cm layer, and that growing wheat decreased soil pH in top 20 
cm but increased soil pH in the deeper layers. Similarly, Black (1992) observed that the 
application of urine or a urea solution resulted in acidification in the 2-8 cm deep layer and 
significant alkalization in the 8-10 cm layer. Uptake of NO3

- by plants was the most likely 
reason for the alkalization that occurred in the deeper soil layer. However, in another 
experiment, the supply of urea with surface liming was not successful in rhizosphere 
alkalization in the subsurface layer. One explanation was that the severe acidity of the soil 
reduced the population of nitrifying microorganisms resulting in limited nitrification 
(Weligama et al. 2010b). 
 
There are several key requirements for optimizing the use of the biological amelioration in 
addressing subsurface soil acidity. These are that the crop should be tolerant of soil acidity, 
that a large amount of NO3

- needs to be supplied to the surface soil, and that sufficient water 
or rainfall is supplied to the soil surface to leach the NO3

- into the subsurface soil layers. 
However, there is a delicate balance required between the NO3

- supply and the rain events that 
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supply water to the surface. Insufficient water supply with high NO3
- will restrict deep root 

growth and plants may not be able to capture any of the NO3
- that is subsequently leached. 

Similarly, insufficient NO3
- supply and adequate water may also fail to produce sufficient 

deep roots to capture the leached NO3
- (Weligama et al. 2010a). There also needs to be 

synchrony in timing, such that the root system has time to develop to capture NO3
- from 

subsequent leaching events. The major challenge for the biological amelioration method is to 
minimize NO3

- leaching loss, especially in sandy soils and in high rainfall environments. 
Modeling work is needed to study the feasibility of the biological method and how to 
maximize alkalization effects while at the same time minimizing NO3

- leaching losses under 
different scenarios (e.g. Dunbabin et al. 2003). 
 
6. Conclusions 
 
There is strong evidence that root activity due to excess cation uptake is a major cause of 
subsurface soil acidification in many farming systems. Nitrification of ammonium, from the 
ammonification of organic N, and the subsequent leaching of the nitrate, appear to be the 
major causes of topsoil acidification. However, they are not likely to cause subsurface soil 
acidification. Subsurface soil acidification appears to be mainly caused by the spatial 
separation of acid and alkali produced by the C and N cycles. While much emphasis has been 
given to the amelioration of soil acidity, minimizing or preventing subsurface soil 
acidification should receive more attention. This may be achieved through selection of lower 
acid-producing species with less excess cations in their tissue, and managing cation/anion 
uptake in soil profiles. 
 
Surface liming is currently the most common strategy to combat soil acidity, and may 
partially ameliorate subsurface soil acidity in long-term (Sumner 1995; Whitten et al. 2000, 
Tang et al. 2003b). Direct liming into the acidic subsurface soil produced a quicker and 
greater yield response, but is generally considered to be uneconomic. Field trials have 
demonstrated yield advantages of growing Al-tolerant wheat cultivars in soil profiles with 
subsurface soil acidity (Scott et al. 2001). The use of Al-tolerant cultivars now forms part of a 
different strategy to deep liming, known as biological amelioration, for combating subsurface 
soil acidity.  
 
Biological amelioration operates by enabling roots in the subsurface soil to take up nitrate 
ions. The approach has been tested in the field and appears to be a promising method to 
counteract subsurface soil acidification and to ameliorate subsurface soil acidity. This is 
certainly the case where rainfall is low and profit margins from farming are small. Based on 
current N application rates of 30-150 kg ha-1year-1, with an N-use efficiency of 40%, the 
application of the N in the nitrate form would generate alkalinity equivalent to 42-214 kg lime 
ha-1year-1. This should be able to stop and reverse the acidification process (Porter et al. 
1995). The major challenge for the biological amelioration method is to synchronize NO3

- 
movement and root capture, in order to minimize NO3

- leaching loss and maximise 
alkalization in the subsurface soil.  
 
7. Acknowledgements 
We thank Professor Nanthi Bolan (University of South Australia) for his constructive 
comments and Dr Mark Conyers for enjoyable discussions. Financial support from the 
Australian Research Council (LP0562504, DP0877882) and the Grains Research, 
Development Corporation (Australia) are greatly acknowledged. 



16 

 
8. References 
Adams F, Pearson RW (1969) Neutralizing soil acidity under Bermudagrass sod. Soil Sci Soc Am  Proc 33: 737-

742. 
Alewell C (2003) Acid inputs into the soils from acid rain. In: Rengel Z (ed) Handbook of soil acidity. Marcel 

Dekker, Inc, New York. 
Alva AK, Sumner EM, Noble AD (1988) Alleviation of aluminium toxicity by phospho-gypsum. Commun Soil 

Sci Plant Anal 19: 385-403. 
Anderson GC, Fillery IRP, Dunin FX, Dolling PJ, Asseng S (1998) Nitrogen and water flows under pasture-

wheat and lupin-wheat rotations in deep sands in Western Australia. II. Drainage and nitrate leaching. 
Aust J Agric Res 49: 345-361. 

Andrew CS, Johnson AD, Sandland RL (1973) Effect of aluminium on the growth and chemical composition of 
some tropical and temperate pasture legumes. Aust J Agric Res 24:325-339. 

Bessho T, Bell LC (1992) Soil solid and solution phase-changes and mung bean response during amelioration of 
aluminium toxicity with organic-matter. Plant Soil 140: 183-196. 

Black AS (1992) Soil acidification in urine and urea affected soil. Aust J Soil Res 30: 989-999. 
Bolan NS, Hedley MJ (2003) Role of carbon, nitrogen and sulfur cycles in soil acidification. In: Rengel Z (ed) 

Handbook of soil acidity. Marcel Dekker, Inc, New York. 
Bolan NS, Hedley MJ, White RE (1991) Process of soil acidification during nitrogen cycling with emphasis on 

legume based pastures. Plant Soil 134: 53-63. 
Bolan NS, Adriano DC, Curtin D  (2003) Soil acidification and liming interactions with nutrient and heavy metal 

transformation and bioavailability. Adv Agron 78: 216-272 
Bolland MDA, Rengel Z, Paszkudzka-a-Baizert L, Osborne LD (2001) Responses of subterranean clover and 

Italian ryegrass to application of lime Aust J Exp Agric 41: 177-185. 
Bowman DC, Devitt DA, Engelke MC, et al. (1998) Root architecture affects nitrate leaching from bentgrass turf 

Crop Sci 38: 1633-1639. 
Brady NC, Weil RR (2002) The nature and properties of soils, 13th Edition. Prentice Hall, New Jersey. 
Butterly CR, Baldock JA, Xu JM, Tang C (2009) Is the alkalinity within agricultural residues soluble? In: Xu 

JM, Huang (eds) Molecular environmental soil science at the interfaces in the earth’s critical zone. 
Springer/Zhejiang University Press.   

Clark GJ, Dodgshun N, Sale PWG, Tang C (2007) Changes in chemical and biological properties of a sodic clay 
subsurface soil with addition of organic amendments. Soil Biol Biochem 39: 2806-2817. 

Colmer TD, Bloom AJ (1998) A comparison of NH4
+ and NO3

- net fluxes along root of rice and maize. Plant 
Cell Environ 21: 240-246. 

Conyers MK, Scott BJ (1989) The influence of surface incorporated lime on sub surface acidity. Aust J Exp 
Agric 29: 201-207. 

Conyers MK, Poile GJ, Cullis BR (1991) Lime responses by barley as related to available soil aluminium and 
manganese. Aust J Agric Res 42: 379-390. 

Conyers MK, Heenan DP, Poile GJ, Cullis BR, Helyar KR (1996) Influence of dryland agricultural management 
practices on the acidification of soil profile. Soil Til Res 37: 127-141. 

Conyers MK, Mullen CL, Scott BJ, Poile GJ, Braysher BD (2003) Long term benefits of limestone application 
to soil profiles and to cereal crop yields in Southern and Central NSW. Aust J Exp Agric 43: 71-78. 

Conyers MK, Tang C, Poile GJ, Liu DL, Chen D, Nuruzzaman M (2011) A combination of biological 
activity and the nitrate form of nitrogen can be used to ameliorate subsurface soil acidity 
under dryland wheat farming. Plant Soil DOI 10.1007/s11104-011-0827-6. 

Coventry DR (1991) The injection of slurries of lime, associated with deep tillage, to increase wheat production 
on soils with subsurface soil acidity. In: Wright R, Baligar V, Murrman R (eds). Plant-soil interaction at 
low pH, Kluwer Academic Publishers, Dordrecht, The Netherlands.  

Coventry DR (1992) Acidification problems of duplex soils used for crop-pasture rotations. Aust J Exp Agric 
32: 901-914. 

Coventry DR, Slattery WJ (1991) Acidification of soil associated with Lupins grown in a crop rotation in North-
Eastern Victoria. Aust J Agric Res 42: 391-397. 

Coventry DR, Farhoodi A, Xu RK (2003) Managing soil acidification through crop rotations in southern 
Australia. In: Rengel Z (ed) Handbook of soil acidity. Marcel Dekker, Inc, New York. 

Dear BS, Virgona JM, Sandral GA, Swan AD, Morris B (2009) Changes in soil mineral nitrogen, nitrogen 
leached, and surface pH under annual and perennial pasture species. Crop Pasture Sci 69: 975-986. 

Di HJ, Cameron KC (2005) Reducing environmental impacts of agriculture by using a fine particle suspension 
nitrification inhibitor to decrease nitrate leaching from grazed pastures. Agric Ecosyst Environ 109: 
202–212. 



17 

Diggle AJ, Bowden JW, D'Antuono MF (1990) A comparison of the effects of mineral and organic nitrogen 
sources on the distribution of wheat roots in a leaching environment. Aust J Soil Res 28: 963-971. 

Dolling PJ, Porter WM (1994) Acidification rates in the central wheatbelt of Western Australia. I. On a deep 
yellow sand. Aust J Exp Agric 34: 1155-1164. 

Dunbabin V, Diggle A, Rengel Z (2003) Is there an optimal root architecture for nitrate capture in leaching 
environments? Plant Cell Environ 26: 835-844. 

Farina MBW (1997) Management of subsurface soil acidity in environments outside the humid tropics. In: 
Moniz A (ed) Plant-soil interaction at low pH: Sustainable agriculture and forestry production, 
Campains, Brazil. 

Farina MPW, Channon P, Thibaud GR (2000) A comparison of strategies for ameliorating subsurface soil 
acidity: II. long-term soil effects. Soil Sci Soc Am J 64: 652-658.   

Griffin EA, Verboom WH, Allen DG (2003) National Carbon Accounting System Technical Report No. 38, 
Australian Government. 

Gill JS, Sale PWG, Peries RR, Tang C (2009) Changes in soil physical properties and crop root growth in dense 
sodic subsurface soil following incorporation of organic amendments. Field Crop Res 114: 137-146. 

Harper JF (1984) Uptake of organic nitrogen forms by roots and leaves. American Society of Agronomy, 
Madison WI.  

Haynes RJ, Mokolobate MS 2001 Amelioration of Al toxicity and P deficiency in acid soils by additions of 
organic residues: a critical review of the phenomenon and the mechanisms involved. Nutr Cycl 
Agroecosyst 59: 47-63  

Helyar KR (1991) The management of acid soils. In: Wright R, Baligar V, Murrman R (eds) Plant-soil 
interaction at low pH, Kluwer Academic Publishers, Dordrecht, The Netherlands. 

Helyar KR, Porter WM (1989) Soil acidification, its measurement and process involved. In: Robson AD (ed) 
Soil acidity and plant growth. Academic Press, Sydney 

Helyar KR, Hochman Z, Brennan JP (1988) The problem of acidity in temperate area soils and its management. 
In: Loveday J (ed) National soil conference review papers. Aust Soc Soil Sci Inc. University of Western 
Australia, Perth. 

Hinsinger P, Plassard C, Tang C, Jaillard B (2003) Origins of root mediated pH changes in rhizosphere and their 
resposes to environmental constrains: a review. Plant Soil 248: 43-59. 

Hoyt PB, Turner RC (1975) Effects of organic materials added to a very acid soil on pH, aluminium, 
exchangeable NH4

+, and crop yield. Soil Sci 119: 227-237. 
Hue NV (1992) Correcting soil acidity of a highly weathered ultisol with chicken manure and sewage-sludge. 

Commun Soil Sci Plant Anal 23: 241-264. 
Hue NV, Amien I (1989)  Aluminium detoxification with green manures Commun Soil Sci Plant Anal 20:1499-

1511  
Hue NV, Licudine D (1999) Amelioration of subsurface acidity through surface application of organic manures. 

J Environ Qual 28: 623-632. 
Hue NV, Craddock GR, Adams F (1986) Effect of organic acids on aluminium toxicity in subsurface soils. Soil 

Sci Soc Am J 50: 28-34. 
Imbufe IU, Patti AF, Surapaneni A, Jackson R, Webb JA (2004) Effects of brown coal derived materials on pH 

and electrical conductivity of an acidic vineyard soil. In: Singh B (ed) SuperSoil 2004: 3rd Australian 
New Zealand Soils Conference, 5-9 December 2004.University of Sydney, Australia. 

Imbufe IU, Patti AF, Burrow D, Surapaneni A, Jackson WR, Milner A (2005) Effects of potassium humate on 
aggregate stability of two soils from Victoria, Australia. Geoderma 125: 321-330. 

Inoue K, Kondo S, Tamano Y, Yokota H (2001) Amelioration of subsurface soil acidity in a Nonallophanic 
Andosol by surface application of organic calcium solts. Soil Sci Plant Nutr. 47: 113-122. 

Jarvis SC, Hatch DJ (1985) Rates of hydrogen efflux by nodulated legumes grown in solution culture with 
continuous pH monitoring and adjustment. Ann Bot 55: 41-51.  

Jones DL, Darrah PR (1994) Amino-acid influx and efflux at the soil-root interface of Zea Mays L. and its 
implications in the rhizosphere. Plant Soil 163: 1-12. 

Kochian LV, Hoekenga OA, Pineros MA (2004) How do crop plants tolerate acid soils? - Mechanisms of 
aluminum tolerance and phosphorous efficiency. Ann Rev Plant Biol 55: 459-493. 

Loss SP, GSP Ritchie, AD Robson (1993a) Effect of lupins and pasture on soil acidification and fertility in 
Western Australia. Aust J Exp Agric 33: 457-64. 

Loss SP, Robson AD, Ritchie GSP (1993b) H+/OH- Excretion and nutrient uptake in upper and lower parts of 
lupin (Lupinus angustifolius L.) root systems. Ann Bot 72: 315-320. 

Lund ZF, Doss BD (1980) Coastal bermudagrass  yield and soil properties as affected by surface-applied dairy 
manure and its residue. J Environ Qual 9: 157-162. 

Mahoney GP and Uren NC 1982 The long term effect of lime on soil pH. In: Norman MJT (ed) Australian 
Agronomy Conference, Wagga Wagga, Australia. 

http://0-apps.isiknowledge.com.alpha2.latrobe.edu.au/full_record.do?product=WOS&search_mode=GeneralSearch&qid=6&SID=S1lEPAN7jNP@a593pJd&page=1&doc=2
http://0-apps.isiknowledge.com.alpha2.latrobe.edu.au/full_record.do?product=WOS&search_mode=GeneralSearch&qid=6&SID=S1lEPAN7jNP@a593pJd&page=1&doc=2


18 

Marschner H 1995 Mineral Nutrition of Higher Plants. 2nd ed. Academic Press, London.  
Marschner B, Noble AD (2000) Chemical and biological processes leading to the neutralization of acidity in soil 

incubated with litter materials Soil Biol Biochem 32: 805-813. 
Marx M, Marschner B, Nelson P (2002) Short-term effects of incubated legume and grass materials on soil 

acidity and C and N mineralisation in a soil of north-east Australia. Aust J Soil Res 40: 1231-1241. 
McLay CDA, Ritchie GSP, Porter WM (1994a) Amelioration of subsurface acidity in sandy soils in low rainfall 

regions. I. Responses of wheat and lupins to surface-applied gypsum and lime. Aust J Soil Res 32: 835-
846. 

McLay CDA, Ritchie GSP, Porter WM, Cruse A (1994b) Amelioration of subsurface acidity in sandy soils in 
low rainfall regions. II. Changes to soil solution composition following the surface application of 
gypsum and lime. Aust J Agric Res 32: 847-865. 

Mengel K, Kirkby EA, Kosegrten H, Appel T (2001) Principles of plant nutrition. Kluwer Academic Publishers, 
Dordrecht, The Netherlands. 

Miller AJ, Cramer MD (2004) Root nitrogen acquisition and assimilation. Plant Soil 274: 1-36. 
Moody PW, Aitken RL (1997) Soil acidification under some tropical agricultural systems .1. Rates of 

acidification and contributing factors. Aust J Soil Res 35: 163-173. 
Moraes MF, Cantarella H, Quaggio JA, Coscione AR (2007) Ion mobility in acid soils with surface application 

of lime, organic acid and crop residues. Revista Brasileira de Ciencia do Solo 31: 673-684. 
Murphy DV, Sparling GP, Fillery IRP (1998) Stratification of microbial biomass C and gross N mineralisation 

with soil depth in two contrasting Western Australian agricultural soils. Aust J Soil Res 36: 45-55. 
Naramabuye FX, Haynes RJ (2006) Effect of organic amendments on soil pH and Al toxicity and use of 

laboratory indices to predict their liming effect. Soil Sci 171: 754-763. 
Neumann G, Römheld V (2002) Root induced changes in the availability of nutrients in the rhizosphere. In: 

Waisel Y, Eshel A, Kafkafi U (ed) Plant Roots: The hidden half. Marcel Dekker, New York. 
Noble AD, Randall PJ (1998) Ameliorating acidic soils with organic materials: Effect of amendments derived 

from coal on yield and composition of young wheat plants grown on an acid red podzol. Commun Soil 
Sci Plant Anal 29: 3023-3043. 

Noble AD, Zenneck I, Randall PJ (1996) Leaf litter ash alkalinity and neutralisation of soil acidity. Plant Soil 
179: 293-302. 

Noble AD, Bramley RGV, Wood PM, Hurney AP (1997)  Sugarcane and soil acidity- why should we be 
worried? In: Proceedings of Australian Society of Sugarcane Technologists. pp 187-199. 

Noble AD, Suzuki S, Soda S, Ruaysoongnern S, Berthelsen S (2008) Soil acidification and carbon storage in 
fertilized pastures of Northeast Thailand. Geoderma 144: 248-255. 

Oates KM, Caldwell AG (1985) Use of by-product gypsum to alleviate soil acidity. Soil Sci Soc Am J 49: 915-
918. 

Paul KI, Black AS, Conyers MK (2003) Development of acidic subsurface layers of soil under various 
management systems. Adv Agron 78: 187-214.  

Pinkerton A, Simpson JR (1986) Interactions of surface drying and subsurface nutrients affecting plant growth 
on acidic soil profiles from an old pasture. Aust J Exp Agric 26: 681-689. 

Porter WM (1984) Causes of acidity. J  Agric West Aust 25: 119-120. 
Porter WM, McLay CDA, Dolling PJ (1995) Rates and sources of acidification in agricultural systems of 

southern Australia. In Date RA et al. (eds) Plant soil interactions at low pH. Kluwer Academic 
Publishers, The Netherlands. 

Poss R, Smith CJ, Dunin FX, Angus JF (1995) Rate of soil acidification under wheat in a semi-arid environment. 
Plant Soil 177: 85-100. 

Reeve NG, Sumner EM (1972) Amelioration of subsurface soil acidity in Natal Oxisols by leaching of surface 
applied amendments. Agrochemophysica 4: 1-6. 

Ridley AM, White RE, Helyar KR, Morrison GR, Heng LK, Fisher R (2001) Nitrate leaching loss under annual 
and perennial pastures with and without lime on a duplex (texture contrast) soil in humid southeastern 
Australia. Europ J Soil Sci 52: 237-252. 

Ritchie GSP (1989) The chemical behavior of aluminium, hydrogen and manganese in acid soils. In: Sobson AD 
(ed) Soil acidity and plant growth. Academic Press London.  

Ritchie GSP, Dolling, PJ (1985) The role of organic matter in soil acidification. Aust J Soil Res 23: 569–576.  
Robinson D (1994) The responses of plants to non-uniform supplies of nutrients. New Phytol 127: 635-674. 
Rukshana F, Butterly CR, Baldock JA, Tang C (2010) Model organic compounds differ in their effects on pH 

changes of two soil differing in initial pH. Biol Fert Soil DOI 10.1007/s00374-010-0498-0. 
Scott BJ, Conyers MK, Poile GJ, Cullis BR (1997) Subsurface acidity and liming affect yield of cereals. Aust J 

Agric Res 48: 843-854. 
Scott BJ, Fisher JA, Cullis BR (2001) Aluminium tolerance and lime increase wheat yield on the acidic soils of 

central and southern New South Wales.  Aust J Exp Agric 41: 523-532. 

http://0-apps.isiknowledge.com.alpha2.latrobe.edu.au/full_record.do?product=WOS&search_mode=GeneralSearch&qid=5&SID=R2GhIHd4okhNj@kILOA&page=1&doc=2
http://0-apps.isiknowledge.com.alpha2.latrobe.edu.au/full_record.do?product=WOS&search_mode=GeneralSearch&qid=5&SID=R2GhIHd4okhNj@kILOA&page=1&doc=2
http://0-apps.isiknowledge.com.alpha2.latrobe.edu.au/full_record.do?product=WOS&search_mode=GeneralSearch&qid=7&SID=R2GhIHd4okhNj@kILOA&page=1&doc=4
http://0-apps.isiknowledge.com.alpha2.latrobe.edu.au/full_record.do?product=WOS&search_mode=GeneralSearch&qid=7&SID=R2GhIHd4okhNj@kILOA&page=1&doc=4
http://0-apps.isiknowledge.com.alpha2.latrobe.edu.au/DaisyOneClickSearch.do?product=WOS&search_mode=DaisyOneClickSearch&db_id=&SID=Q2A11ObgpJkI76I2@AL&name=Moraes%20MF&ut=000249458800008&pos=1
http://0-apps.isiknowledge.com.alpha2.latrobe.edu.au/DaisyOneClickSearch.do?product=WOS&search_mode=DaisyOneClickSearch&db_id=&SID=Q2A11ObgpJkI76I2@AL&name=Cantarella%20H&ut=000249458800008&pos=2
http://0-apps.isiknowledge.com.alpha2.latrobe.edu.au/DaisyOneClickSearch.do?product=WOS&search_mode=DaisyOneClickSearch&db_id=&SID=Q2A11ObgpJkI76I2@AL&name=Quaggio%20JA&ut=000249458800008&pos=3
http://0-apps.isiknowledge.com.alpha2.latrobe.edu.au/DaisyOneClickSearch.do?product=WOS&search_mode=DaisyOneClickSearch&db_id=&SID=Q2A11ObgpJkI76I2@AL&name=Coscione%20AR&ut=000249458800008&pos=4
http://0-apps.isiknowledge.com.alpha2.latrobe.edu.au/full_record.do?product=WOS&search_mode=GeneralSearch&qid=2&SID=Q2A11ObgpJkI76I2@AL&page=1&doc=2
http://0-apps.isiknowledge.com.alpha2.latrobe.edu.au/full_record.do?product=WOS&search_mode=GeneralSearch&qid=2&SID=Q2A11ObgpJkI76I2@AL&page=1&doc=2
http://0-apps.isiknowledge.com.alpha2.latrobe.edu.au/full_record.do?product=WOS&search_mode=GeneralSearch&qid=3&SID=T1alI1D62jjaiciP8Nk&page=1&doc=1
http://0-apps.isiknowledge.com.alpha2.latrobe.edu.au/full_record.do?product=WOS&search_mode=GeneralSearch&qid=3&SID=T1alI1D62jjaiciP8Nk&page=1&doc=1
http://0-apps.isiknowledge.com.alpha2.latrobe.edu.au/full_record.do?product=WOS&search_mode=GeneralSearch&qid=9&SID=R2GhIHd4okhNj@kILOA&page=1&doc=7
http://0-apps.isiknowledge.com.alpha2.latrobe.edu.au/full_record.do?product=WOS&search_mode=GeneralSearch&qid=9&SID=R2GhIHd4okhNj@kILOA&page=1&doc=7


19 

Shainberg I, Sumner ME, Miller WP, Farina MPW, Pavan MA, Fey M V (1989) Use of gypsum on soils: a 
review. In: Stewart  BA (ed) Advances in soil science. Springer-Verlag, New York. 

Smith CJ, Peoples MB, Keerthisinghe G, James TR, Garden DL, Tuomi SS (1994) Effect of surface application 
of lime, gypsum and phosphogypsum on the alleviating of  surface and subsurface acidity in a soil 
under pasture. Aust J Soil Res 32: 995-1008. 

Sumner ME (1993) Gypsum and acid soils: The world scene. Adv Agron 51: 1-32. 
Sumner ME (1995) Amelioration of subsurface soil acidity with minimum disturbance. In Jayawardane NS, 

Stewart BA (eds) Subsurface soil management techniques. Advances in Soil Science series. CRC Press, 
Florida. 

Sumner ME, Shahandesh H, Bonton J, Hammel J (1986) Amelioration of acid soil profile through deep liming 
and surface application of gypsum. Soil Sci Soc.Am J 50: 1254-1258. 

Taiz L, Zeiger E (2006) Plant Physiology, 4th ed. Sinauer Associates Inc, Sunderland, MA. 
Tang C, Yu Q (1999) Impact of chemical composition of legume residues and initial soil pH on pH change of a 

soil after residue incorporation. Plant Soil 215: 29-38. 
Tang C, Rengel Z (2003) Role of plant cation/anion uptake ratio in soil acidification. In: Rengel Z (ed) 

Handbook of soil acidity. Marcel Dekker, Inc, New York. 
Tang C, McLay CDA, Barton L (1997) A comparison of proton excretion of twelve pasture legumes grown in 

nutrient solutions. Aust J Exp Agric 37: 563-570. 
Tang C, Sparling GP, McLay, Raphael C (1999) Effect of short-term legume residue decomposition on soil 

acidity. Aust J Soil Res 37: 561-573. 
Tang C, Raphael C, Rengel Z, Bowden JW (2000) Understanding subsurface soil acidification: effect of nitrogen 

transformation and nitrate leaching. Aust J Soil Res 38: 837-849. 
Tang C, Rengel Z, Abrecht D, Tennant D (2002) Aluminium-tolerant wheat uses more water and yields higher 

than aluminium-sensitive one on a sandy soil with subsurface acidity. Field Crop Res 78: 93-103. 
Tang C, Asseng S, Diatloff E, Rengel Z (2003a) Modelling yield losses of aluminium resistant and aluminium-

sensitive wheat due to subsurface soil acidity: Effects of rainfall, liming and nitrogen application. Plant 
Soil 254: 349-360. 

Tang C, Rengel Z, Diatloff E, Gazey C (2003b) Response of wheat and barley to liming sandy soil with 
subsurface soil acidity. Field Crop Res. 80: 235-244. 

Tang C, Conyers MK, Nuruzzaman M, Poile GJ, Liu DL (2011) Biological amelioration of subsurface soil 
acidity through managing nitrate uptake by wheat crops. Plant Soil 338: 383-397. 

Toma M, Sumner ME, Weeks G, Saigusa M (1999) Long-term effects of gypsum on crop yield and subsurface 
soil chemical properties. Soil Sci Soc Am J 39: 891-895. 

van Beusichem ML (1981) Nutrient absorption by pea plants during dinitrogen fixation. 1. Comparison with 
nitrate nutrition. Netherl J Agric Sci 29: 259–73. 

van Beusichem ML, Kirkby EA, Bass R (1988) Influence of nitrate and ammonium nutrition and the uptake, 
assimilation and distribution of nutrients in Ricinus communis. Plant Physiol 86: 914-921. 

van der Watt HVH, Barnard RO,Conje IJ, Dekker J, Croft GJB,van der Walt, Maria M  (1991) Amelioration of 
subsurface soil acidity by application of coal derived calcium fulvate to the soil surface. Nature 350: 
146-148. 

von Willert FJ, Stehouwer RC (2003) Compost and calcium sulface treatment effects on subsurface soil 
chemistry in acidic minespoil columns. J Environ Quality 32: 781-790. 

Weligama C, Tang C, Sale PWG, Conyers MK, Liu DL (2008) Localised nitrate application together with 
phosphorus enhances root proliferation of wheat and maximises rhizosphere alkalization in acid 
subsurface soil. Plant Soil 312: 101-115. 

Weligama C, Sale P, Conyers MK, Liu DL, Tang C (2010a) Nitrate leaching stimulates subsurface root growth 
of wheat and increases rhizosphere alkalization in a highly acidic soil. Plant Soil 328: 119-132. 

Weligama C, Tang C, Sale P, Conyers MK, Liu DL (2010b) Application of nitrogen in NO3
- form increases 

rhizosphere alkalization in the subsurface soil layers in an acid soil. Plant Soil 333: 403-416. 
Whitten MG, Wong MTF, Rate AW (2000) Amelioration of subsurface acidity in the south-west of Western 

Australia: downward movement and mass balance of surface-incorporated lime after 2-15 years. Aust J 
Soil Res 38: 711-728. 

Williams C (1980) Soil acidification under clover pasture. Aust J Exp Agric 20: 561-567. 
Wright RJ, Hern JL, Baligar VC, Bennett OL (1985) The effect of surface applied soil amendments on barley 

root-growth in an acid subsurface soil. Comm Soil Sci Plant Anal 16:179-192. 
Wong MTF, Swift RS (2003) Role of organic matter in alleviating soil acidity. In: Rengel Z (ed) Handbook of 

soil acidity. Marcel Dekker, Inc, New York. 
Xu JM, Tang C, Chen Z (2006a) Chemical composition controls residue decomposition in soils differing in 

initial pH. Soil Biol Biochem 38: 544-552. 
Xu JM, Tang C, Chen Z (2006b) The role of plant residues in pH changes of acid soils differing in initial pH. 

http://0-apps.isiknowledge.com.alpha2.latrobe.edu.au/DaisyOneClickSearch.do?product=WOS&search_mode=DaisyOneClickSearch&db_id=&SID=S2jfaAHH2e7Jkg4eNi6&name=WRIGHT%20RJ&ut=A1985AJC7900003&pos=1
http://0-apps.isiknowledge.com.alpha2.latrobe.edu.au/DaisyOneClickSearch.do?product=WOS&search_mode=DaisyOneClickSearch&db_id=&SID=S2jfaAHH2e7Jkg4eNi6&name=HERN%20JL&ut=A1985AJC7900003&pos=2
http://0-apps.isiknowledge.com.alpha2.latrobe.edu.au/DaisyOneClickSearch.do?product=WOS&search_mode=DaisyOneClickSearch&db_id=&SID=S2jfaAHH2e7Jkg4eNi6&name=BALIGAR%20VC&ut=A1985AJC7900003&pos=3
http://0-apps.isiknowledge.com.alpha2.latrobe.edu.au/DaisyOneClickSearch.do?product=WOS&search_mode=DaisyOneClickSearch&db_id=&SID=S2jfaAHH2e7Jkg4eNi6&name=BENNETT%20OL&ut=A1985AJC7900003&pos=4


20 

Soil Biol. Biochem 38: 709-719. 
Xu RK, Coventry D (2003) Soil pH changes associated with lupin and wheat plant materials incorporated in a 

red-brown earth soil. Plant and Soil 250: 113-119. 
Yan F, Schubert S, Mengel K (1996) Soil pH changes during legume growth and application of plant matter. 

Boil Fert Soil 23: 236-242. 
Zhang H, Forde BG (2000) Regulation of Arabidopsis root development by nitrate availability. J Exp Bot 51: 

51-59. 

http://0-apps.isiknowledge.com.alpha2.latrobe.edu.au/full_record.do?product=WOS&search_mode=GeneralSearch&qid=14&SID=Q2pA@lJ5Igc7p83ff3k&page=1&doc=4
http://0-apps.isiknowledge.com.alpha2.latrobe.edu.au/full_record.do?product=WOS&search_mode=GeneralSearch&qid=14&SID=Q2pA@lJ5Igc7p83ff3k&page=1&doc=4

	1. Abstract
	2. Introduction
	3. Causes of subsurface soil acidification
	3.1. Excess uptake of cations over anions
	3.1. Role of plant residues
	3.3. Nitrification and nitrate leaching
	3.4. Acid movement

	4. Current methods for ameliorating subsurface soil acidity
	Various application methods and liming materials have been studied for their effectiveness in ameliorating subsurface soil acidity. Some of these methods will be briefly discussed below. The first method that should be mentioned is surface liming. It ...
	4.1. Application of ground limestone
	4.2. Application of gypsum
	4.3. Application of plant residue and animal manure
	4.4. Addition of coal-derived organic materials
	5.1. Impact of the form and uptake of N on rhizosphere pH
	5.2. Factors affecting nitrate uptake

	5.3. Excess nitrate uptake and subsurface soil alkalization
	There are several key requirements for optimizing the use of the biological amelioration in addressing subsurface soil acidity. These are that the crop should be tolerant of soil acidity, that a large amount of NO3- needs to be supplied to the surface...
	6. Conclusions
	7. Acknowledgements
	8. References

