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Abstract

Biochar amendment as agro-management technique could play an important role in
growing crops for high profit, enhancing the availability of water and nutrients in the root
zone environment, and maintaining soil fertility. The present study aims to evaluate the
benefit effects of biochar applications on some soil properties and in mitigating the adverse
effects induced by drought on sugar beet plants grown in salt-affected soils. Therefore, field
experiment was carried out in Demo farm, Faculty of Agriculture, Fayoum University,
Fayoum, Egypt. Three deficit irrigation regimes (i.e. liopo= 100%, Iso= 80% and Iso= 60% of
crop evapotranspiration (ETc) and three application rates of biochar (i.e. Bo = zero addition
(control), Bio =10 (t ha') and B2o= 20 (t ha'') were applied. The experimental treatments were
arranged in a complete randomized block design split-split plot with three replicates. Sugar
beet seeds (Beta vulgaris L., Baraca) was planted in two successive winter seasons along two
years (2019/2020 and 2020/2021) in salt affected soils (Ece =10.94 dS/m). The obtained
results revealed that biochar amendment improved soil moisture retention characteristics.
Biochar addition by 20 t ha! caused significant reduction in soil bulk density, hydraulic
conductivity, soil ECe by 2.94, 16.04 and 12.49 % respectively. Meanwhile under high level
of biochar addition 20 (t ha'), field capacity (FC), available water content (AW), cation
exchangeable capacity and organic matter content were significantly increased by 18.03,
31.10and 11.76% respectively compared with control. In addition sugar beet growth
parameters (root length, root diameter, leaves number, leaves area and dry matter) and
physiological attributes (relative water content, membrane stability index and SPAD) were
significantly affected by the applied deficit water regimes and biochar application levels.
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However, sugar roots yield (t ha') and biomass yield (t ha') were reduced by 11.67 and
15.01% at (Ig0) and by 33.78 and 33.22% at (Ie0), respectively, compared with full irrigation
treatment. However, harvest index (HI) and water productivity (WP) recorded their maximum
values 0.68 and 18.18 (kgm™), respectively, under moderate irrigation regime (Igo). Thus, the
application of biochar treatments could be efficiently used to produce high productivity of
sugar beet crop and reduce the hazardous effects induced by salinity and drought stresses on
both growth and yield of sugar beet crop. In addition, the use of irrigation regime (Igo) in
combination with biochar application rate (B2o) could found to be a favorable agro-
management strategy to save 20% of the applied irrigation water and slightly decrease in yield

of sugar beet crop (11.67%) under Fayoum conditions.
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Introduction

Drought stress and soil salinity are
the most a biotic stress elements that directly
threaten the global food security, especially
in arid and semi-arid regions Yang, et al.,
2016; Yang et al., 2020.

Drought adversely affects leaf water
content and turgor loss, resulting in stomata
close (Sahin et al. 2018; Parkash and Singh
2020). The closure of stomata which is one
of the earliest responses of the plant to
drought stress triggers the accumulation of
the reactive oxygen species (ROS) (He et al.,
2021; Pridgeon et al., 2021. However, under
salinity stress, the plant struggle two key
stresses, (i.e., osmotic stress and ionic stress)
Lamers, et al., 2020. Osmotic stress induced
by the increased accumulation of salts in the
soil solution in the root zone, resulting
decrease in plant water uptake Acosta-Motos
et al., 2017. Ionic stress resulted from the
accumulation of ions in plants’ tissues
beyond the threshold limits at which the ions
cause toxic effects Acosta-Motos et al., 2017.
The detrimental effects on metabolic and
physiological activities metabolic and
physiological induced by the drought and
salinity stresses are similar, such as reduced
enzyme activity, CO assimilation disruption,
protein synthesis inhibition, and decrease in
leaf water status and reduction in
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photosystem. Overall, drought and salinity
stresses produce detrimental effects on plant
physiology, growth, and yield.

Therefore, to mitigate the adverse
effects of drought and salinity stresses, it is
imperative to adopt more efficient agro-
management practices that have a great
potential to improve soil moisture and
nutrient retention capacity, ameliorate and
remove excess of soluble salts from the soil
solution Saifullah et al., 2018; Parkash and
Singh 2020.

Organic soil amendments such as
farm-yard manure, poultry manure, press
mud and compost, are extensively used to
improve the physical, chemical, and
biological properties of the salt-affected soils
to enhance the crop productivity (Srivastava
et al, 2016; Amin and Baque, 2020).
However these organic amendments
incorporate a high amount of decomposable
organic substrates, requiring their frequent
reapplication Pandey et al., 2016; Al-Wabel
et al.,, 2019. Meanwhile the biochar, is a
highly stable organic material, has not yet
extensively used to estimate its ameliorative
impact on salt-affected soils. Biochar is a
carbon-rich material with a strong anti-
decomposability characteristic. Biochar is
ordinarily generated by thermal degradation
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(pyrolysis) of  biomass, especially
agricultural residues under limited supply or
the absence of oxygen in a closed furnace
Wang et al., 2017; Rani et al., 2019. Biochar
could enhance crop productivity via
improving the soil physical properties (bulk
density, porosity, aggregate stability, water
holding capacity and saturated hydraulic
conductivity), chemical properties (cation
exchange capacity (CEC), soil nutrient
retention, pH and EC), and soil biodiversity
Blanco-Canqui, 2017; Haider et al., 2020;
Zhang et al., 2020b. Biochar due to its high
surface area and CEC is a suitable soil
amendment for salt-affected soils (Tomczyk
et al., 2020. Biochar amendments also reduce
heavy metal toxicity in crops (Medy nska-
Juraszeket al., 2020.

Sugar beet is important sugar crop,
provides approximately 35% of the world
sugar needs, which is widely cultivated
particularly in arid and semi-arid regions
(Wu et al., 2013).

3. Materials and Methods

3.1. Field environmental conditions

3.1.1. Climate

The current investigation was implemented at
the experimental farm at Demo of Faculty of
Agriculture, Fayoum University, Egypt,
(29°29 N latitude, 3091 E longitude). From
Table (1) clear that experimental site is arid,
hot in summer months with
high temperatures and little or absent rainfall
in winter. The highest value of maximum
temperature 33.0 °C was observed in Oct.
2020, minimum temperature 8.3 °‘C was
observed in Fib. 2021. The maximum and
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In Egypt the sugar industry is based on
both sugar cane and sugar beet crops
Mehareb, et al., 2021. Sugar beet is one of
the main strategic crops, providing about
50% of sugar production by 1.255 million
tons FAOSTAT, 2016. However, Egypt
faces difficulties to decrease the gap between
sugar production and sugar consumption
which reaches about one million ton/year
Zaida, 2014.

Thus, our study was carried out to
evaluate the ameliorative effect of biochar
application rates on some soil physical and
chemical properties. Also, to determine the
detrimental effects of water stress on growth,
physiological response and yield of sugar
beet crop. In addition, to estimate the
beneficial effects of biochar applications in
mitigating the adverse effects induced by
drought on sugar beet cultivated in salt-
affected soils.

minimum values of Pan evaporation 4.8 and
5.2 (mm day') were achieved in the of Oct.
and Apr. months respectively, while the
lowest 1.45 and 1.55 (mm day!) were
observed in Dec. and Jan. months
respectively, as averages humidity were 43
and 34%, respectively. The pan evaporation
rates were in line with the changes in
temperature, while the maximum mean value

of pan evaporation was 4.80 of two
seasons in April month.
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Table (1). The meteorological data of experimental site.
o
Temperature C Wind

Mean values

Relative Pan

¢ 1. . of pan
October 00 3o ate 273 19 4x 46
Noenter 0 24 DE M2y
LA O R B
January 2020 213 9.4 15.4 43 2.2 1.5 155

2021 204 8.5 14.5 42 1.8 1.6

ORI A (L T
Mah 00 g7 127 w7 v 21 as
Al ot s ise 234 22 sa 4%
3.1.2 Soil

The field work was conducted in newly
reclaimed soils with sandy loam in texture.
Soil salinity (ECe) was 10.98 dS m!. As
shown in Table (2), soil physical properties
were measured as described by Klute 1986.
The soil bulk density and hydraulic
conductivity values were 1.57 Mg m> and
1.93 cm h'l, respectively, as averages in soil
depth (0-60 cm). Soil moisture constants, i.e.,

21.83 and 10.45% respectively at the same
soil depth. Soil chemical analysis were
measured as described by Page et al. 1982,
e.g., soil pH (1: 2.5 soil-water extracts),
organic matter content (Walkley and
Black,s), cation exchangeable capacity and
CaCOs amounted 7.52, 0.68%, 9.29 cmole
kg! and 7.2% respectively, as averages in
soil depth (0-60 cm).

field capacity and wilting point averaged

Table (2). Some initial physico- chemical characteristics of the experimental soil.

Depth g onticlesize Ke FC WP AW EC oM CEC caco
(CeII;’lt) distribution, % 2 1€ Mgpt;n'3 emb? % % % (dsim) PH o, cmole v
Sand Silt Clay kg!

020 758 115 127 SL. 155 204 2263 1076 1187 1121 749 0.75 931 7.54
2040 76.6 125 109 SL. 157 197 2182 1042 114 1054 751 0.65 857 621
40-60 799 9.6 105 SL. 158 177 21.04 1018 10.86 11.19 7.56 0.64 9.99 7.89
Mean 774 112 114 SL. 157 193 2183 1045 1138 1098 7.52 0.68 929 721

EC is the electrical conductivity, O.M = organic matter content, SL= sandy loam, p, = bulk
density, Ksa= hydraulic conductivity, F.C= field capacity, W.P = wilting point and A.W =
Available water.
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3.2. Treatments

The experimental treatments were
implemented in a split plot based on
randomized complete  blocks  design
including three treatments of deficit
irrigation and three application rates of
biochar amendment with three replicates.
Deficit  irrigation  (Lico, Iso and Ieo
representing 100, 80 and 60 of ETc) were
arranged. Main plot area was and bounded
with dikes (2 m width). Each main plot was
divided into 3 sub main plots which
occupied by three biochar application rates
(i.e., Bo, Bio and Bz representing non

addition, 10 and 20 t ha'). Sub main plot
area was 10.5 m? (3 x 3.5 m).
3.3. Irrigation water applications

The three main plots were received,
three different deficit irrigation treatments,
sugar beet plants were irrigated every 10
days' intervals by different amounts of
irrigation water applied (IWA) and was
determined as a percentage of the crop
evapotranspiration (ET.) representing one of
the following three treatments: Ii= 100%,
L= 80% and Is= 60% of ETc. The daily ET,
values were computed according to Eq. (3.1)

(Allen et al., 1998) as follows:
ETo=Epan+Kpan ..ovoovviiiiii, (3.1)
Where: Epan is evaporation from the Class A pan (mm day ') and Kpan is the pan evaporation
coefficient.

The actual amount of water applied to sugar beet plants of each irrigation treatment
depended mainly upon the reference evapotranspiration (ETo). Monthly mean weather data
for years in two seasons were obtained from Agricultural Manager station, Fayoum, Egypt.

The crop evapotranspiration (ETc) values were calculated from the flowing equation
according to Doorenbos and Pruitt (1992), Eq. (3.2).

ETc=EToXxKc ...coiiiiiiii e, (3.2)
Where: ET, is the "Reference ET" (the amount of full water use by a well irrigated, mowed
grass), ET, varies daily with changes in temperature, relative humidity, solar radiation and
wind speed, Kc is "Crop Coefficient" (A factor that is used to convert ETo to potential vineyard
ETc).

The amounts of irrigation water application (IWA) values to each plot during the
irrigation regime were determined by using the following equation (Eq. 3.3), Abd El-Wahed
and Ali (2013).

IWA = ><x—><

Where: IWA is the irrigation water application (m?), A is the area (m?), ETc¢ is the crop
evapotranspiration (mm day '), Ii is the irrigation intervals (day), and Ea is the application
e ciency of irrigation (%). The amount of IWA was controlled through plastic pipe (spiles)
of 50 mm in diameter and 80 cm in length.

One spile per plot was used to convey irrigation water for each plot. The amount of
water delivered through a plastic pipe (spiles) was calculated according to the following
equation (Eq. 3.4), Israclsen and Hansen (1962).

Q=CAJ2gh X103 . (3.4)

Where: Q is the discharge of irrigation water (1 sec.™), C is the coefficient of discharge,
A is cross-section area of irrigation pipe (cm?), g is gravity acceleration (cm s2) and h is the
average of effective head of water (cm) above pipe.
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3.4. Biochar analysis

The wused biochar amendment is
produced by the pyrolysis process of burning

temperature degree (600 — 700). Table (3)
shows the chemical analysis of the applied

trees with plant wastes in the absence of biochar amendment.

oxygen or under limited oxygen at a

Table (3). Chemical characteristics of the biochar.

EC H 0.C. CEC N P C/N K Ca Mg 0
@dS/my P % cmol*kg! % gkg! ratio gkg! gkg! gkg! %
4.10 7.80 45.10 400 0.90 3.05 50.11 5.15 30 36 41

3.5. Plant under study

Biochar amendment was applied
manually to experimental soil before sowing.
Seeds of sugar beet crop (Beta vulgaris L.,
Baraca) was planted in the 1% of Oct. in two
successive winter seasons along two years
2019/2020 and 2020/2021. Sugar beet seeds
were planted manually in hills, 20 cm apart
from each other with 60 cm distance between
rows. Sugar beet plants harvested after 190
days from planting in each season. Nitrogen
fertilization (urea 46.5% N) was added at the
rate of 109 kg N ha! in two equal doses, the
first applied after thinning (at 4 leaves stage
/plant) and the second dose was applied 4
weeks later. At sowing phosphor fertilization
(Supper Phosphate 15.5% P20s) was applied
by rate 70 kg P»Os ha'! Potassium
fertilization (Potassium Sulfate 48% K>0) by
60 kg K>O ha'! was applied after thinning.
However, all the other Agronomic cultural
practices, disease, pest management for sugar
beet crop were carried out as local
commercial sugar beet production.
3.6 Growth parameters and yield of the
sugar beet crop

At harvest, randomly ten plants were
collected from each plot then separated into
tops and roots. Root length, diameter, and
weight were estimated using a meter scale
and digital balance. To measure root and
biological yields, plants of each plot were
harvested. Harvest index (HI) was calculated
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on a dry mass basis by using the following
formula HI = yield of roots (t ha')/ [root
yield (t ha') + top yield (t ha')]. Digital
planometer (Planix 7) was used for measuring
leaf area per plant. Total soluble solids
percentage (T.S.S) was determined by using
Digital Refractometer Model (ATAGO PR-
32). Sucrose percentage (pol %) was
polarimetically determined on a lead acetate
extract of fresh macerated root according to
the method of Mustafa et al. 2013. Potassium
and sodium were determined by Flame
photometer apparatus. Juice purity: was
calculated as the formula Juice purity =
Sucrose % / T.S.S. White sugar yield was
expressed = root yield / white sugar (%) and
loss sugar yield were computed using this
formula loss sugar yield = root yield % loss
sugar (%). According to McGinnus 1971, a-
amino N (meq/100 g of the root) was
determined using automatic sugar polarimeter.
White sugar contents were calculated by
linking the K, Na and a-amino N (meq/100 g
of the root) according to Harvey and Dotton
(1993). The water productivity (WP) values
as kg root yield per m? of applied water.

3.7 Physiological measurements:

3.7.1. The relative
chlorophyll concentration (SPAD
chlorophyll) was  determined  using
(SPAD502, KONICAMINOLTA. Inc.,

Tokyo). At harvest (188 and 186 DFP) in
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both seasons, respectively, 10 individual

RWC (%) = {(FW — DW) x 100} / (TW — DW)

plants of each sub-plot were sampled
randomly.
Where: FW is fresh weight (g) was

determined within two hours after excision
of leaves. TW is turgid weight (g) was
estimated by soaking leaves in distilled water
at room temperature for 16-18 hours then
soaked leaves rapidly and carefully blotted
dry by tissue paper to express turgid weight.
MSI =[1 - (Ci/Cy)] x 100.
Where: MSI% is the membrane stability
index, Ci: is the electrical conductivity of the
solution at 40 °C and C;: is the electrical
conductivity of the solution at 100 °C.

3.7.2 Relative water content (RWC %)
was estimated according to (Hayat et al.,
2007) and calculated using the following
formula:

DW is dry weight (g) obtained after oven dry
for 72 hours at 65 °C.

3.7.3. Membrane stability index (MSI %)
was measured using the method of
Premchandra et al. (1990) and calculated by
the following equation.

Shoots fresh of plants were weighed and then
placed in an oven at 70 + 2 °C till a constant
weight to measure their dry weights.

3.8. Water productivity (WP) of sugar beet crop

The water productivity was expressed as kg
roots yield of sugar beet m> of water
consumed. The values have been used to
evaluate the variation between different
treatments in producing maximum yield

WP (kg m) = Roots yield (kg ha™!)

3.9 Statistical and data analysis

The complete randomized blocks (spilt
plot) design with three replicates was used and
the collected data were statistically analyzed
using the procedures outlined by Snedecor and
Cochran (1980).

4. Results and Discussions
4.1. Effect of biochar on physico-chemical
properties of the studied soils.

From Table (4) showed that the
beneficial effects of biochar amendment
addition on soil physico-chemical properties.
Biochar indeed improved soil bulk density,
pore size distribution, water movement and
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from water unit consumed by the grown
sugar beet plants. The WP values were
calculated according to Jensen et al. (1990)
as following equation:

/ Actual crop ETc¢ (m? ha!) (3.7)

soil moisture retention characteristics.
Increasing the application rate of biochar
amendment from control (Bo) to 10 (B1) and
20 (B,) t ha'! caused significant reduction by
1.15 and 2.94% in soil dry bulk density
values and by 13.37 and 16.04% in soil
hydraulic conductivity values, respectively.
The lower bulk density and higher porosity
of biochar materials than the soil could be
responsible for increasing the pore volume of
soil, resulting decreases in soil bulk density
values, thus, biochar addition probably
reduces soil bulk density through the mixing
or dilution effect. The reduction of soil
hydraulic conductivity in response to biochar
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addition might be caused by the filling or
clogging of soil macro-pores with fine
biochar particles, resulting in an increase in
water holding pores. However, the decrease
in soil bulk density due to biochar
application was associated with an increase
in soil total porosity (TP). The lowest value
of soil TP 40% was determined for non-

amended plots and increased gradually by
1.70 and 4.34% with the gradual increase of
biochar application at 10 and 20 t ha’,
respectively. The increase in TP in
correspondence to biochar addition might be
refer to the reduction of soil packing,
improving soil aggregation and reduction of
soil bulk density.

Table (4). Effect of biochar amendment application rates on physico- chemical
characteristics of the experimental soil.

Biochar

Apbl Pb TP WHP UP F.C AW Ka: ECe H O.M CEC

rz{)tlés. Mgm3 % % % % % cm h'(dS/m) p % cmol kg!
Bo 1.58a 0.40c 12.48c 17.50c 22.18c 11.48c 1.87a 8.57* 7.44> (.85¢ 12¢
Bio 1.56b 0.41b 14.66b 19.09b 24.93b 14.72b 1.62b 7.71° 7.65* 0.88" 14°
Bao 1.53¢c 0.42a 15.51a 21.76a 26.18a 15.05a 1.57c¢ 7.50° 7.65* 0.95% 152

Where: py: bulk density, TP: total porosity %, WHP:

Furthermore, biochar amendment not
only enhanced soil total porosity, but also
caused some alterations in pore size
distribution, which directly linked with
water and air flow in soil domain. Water
holding pores WHP recorded their maximum
value 15.51% with biochar application rate
20 t ha! and by increasing rate 24.33%
higher than control (Bo). The improvement in
WHP due to biochar application, it could be
attributed to the soil particles rearrangement.
Increasing the proportion of meso-pores and
decreasing the ratio of drainable pores
enhances the soil pore homogeneity.
Similarly, the increasing application rates of
biochar from 0 (control) to 10 and 20 t ha!
significantly increased the field capacity (FC)
by 12.40 and 18.03% respectively; also
available water content (AW) increased by
28.22 and 32.10% respectively under the
same biochar application rates as compared
with zero addition of biochar (Bo). The high
specific surface area of biochar particles, as
well as its high ability to retain water, and its
beneficial effect on pore homogeneity could
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water holding pores % and UP: useful pores %.

be responsible for the improvement of
available water content. The obtained results
are in agreement with many researchers
respecting to the positive impacts of biochar
on soil physical properties Omondi et al.
2016; Agbna et al. 2017; Sedlak, 2018; Fu et
al. 2019; Yang et al. 2020.

Furthermore, biochar application
caused significant decrease in soil salinity
(ECe). The ECe value at control of biochar
application was 8.57 dSm™ and this value
decreased to 7.71 and 7.50 dSm?! with
application rates of biochar increased to 10
and 20 t ha'!, respectively. The greatest
reduction in soil ECe by 12.49% was
observed with biochar application level (B2o)
as compared with control (Bo), which
reflecting the ameliorative effect of biochar
on soil salinity. The reduction in ECe may be
attributed to leaching of salts due to the
improvement in soil porosity and hydraulic
conductivity. In addition the decrease in soil
ECe values with biochar applications it
might be refer to the adsorption of soluble
salts, especially Na ions on the surfaces of
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biochar particles, or as a result of physical
capture of salt ions in fine pores of biochar
Hammer et al., 2015. In contrast, soil pH,
cation exchangeable capacity and organic
matter content were significantly increased
by 2.82, 25 and 11.76%, respectively, with
increasing biochar addition from (Bo) to
(B20). The increase in soil pH might be

attributed to the initial high-pH of added
biochar material (pH = 7.80) in comparison
to the soil pH (7.5) Rasse et al., 2017. The
increase in soil CEC could be referring to the
higher surface area and CEC of used biochar
(Rahman et al., 2018). Similarly, biochar
contains high organic carbon resulting in
increases in soil organic carbon content.

4.2. Effect of biochar treatments and water stress on sugar beet growth attributes.

Sugar beet growth attributes (e.g. root
length, root diameter, leaves number, leaves
area and dry matter) were significantly
affected by the applied deficit water regimes
and biochar treatments Table (5). Water
stress under moderate (Iso) and high (Ieo)
intensity levels resulted reduction in root
length by (4.45 and 16.16%), root diameter
by (4.74 and 17.62%), leaves number by (10
and 40%), leaves area by (17.61 and 18.08%)
and dry matter by (20.02 and 63.87%)
respectively, as compared with full irrigation
treatment. However, the biochar applications
mitigated the negative effects induced by
draught  stress.  Application  biochar
amendment enhanced all growth traits of
both water stressed and non-stressed sugar
beet plants. The higher biochar application
rate (B2o) gives the highest values of root
length (27.11 cm), root diameter (16.77 cm),
leaves number (55), leaves area (96.7 dm?)
and dry matter (835 g) respectively. The
above mentioned growth traits under the
high level of biochar amendment (Bzo) were
higher by 29.77, 49.73, 37.50, 29.03 and
131.94%, respectively as compared with
non- amended soil (Bo).

Respecting to  the  observed
detrimental effects of drought stress on
growth of sugar beet plants, it could be
related to the adverse effects of drought on
cell division and enlargement. The lower
turgidity and dehydration of plant cells under
drought disrupts protoplasmic functions and
cell metabolic processes which leads to
decrease in cell division causing suppression
in plant growth rate Abd El-Mageed et al.
2019; Islam et al. 2020; Seleiman et al. 2021.
The improvement of soil water retention and
decrease in soil salinity content induced by
biochar application could be enhanced the
availability of water and nutrients, resulting
in better root water and nutrient uptake under
moderate and high water stress levels. Thus,
the growth of sugar beet plants exhibited
positive response to biochar addition. The
positive effects of the biochar addition under
water stress conditions on growth of several
crops have been widely reported by Durukan
et al.,, 2020 and Haider et al., 2020 who
concluded that the application of biochar
amendment increased growth and biomass of
drought-stressed plants.

Table (5). Effect of biochar amendment application rates and deficit irrigation
treatments on sugar beet growth attributes under two successive seasons.
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Source of Root Root No. of dry Leaves
variation length, cm  diameter, cm leaves matter, g area, dm
Season (S) NS NS NS NS NS
S 24.32 14.44 41.67 0.64 82.62
Sn 24.30 14.40 41.62 0.63 82.60
Irrigation sk sk sk sk sk
Ti00% 26.112 15.60? 502 0.8942 93.78*
I80% 24.95° 14.86° 45°b 0.715° 77.26°
L60% 21.89¢ 12.85¢ 30¢ 0.323¢ 76.82°¢
biochar sk sk sk sksk sk
Bo 20.89¢ 11.20°¢ 40¢ 0.360° 74.94¢
Bio 24.95° 15.34° 45°b 0.737° 76.22°
B2o 27.112 16.77% 552 0.835% 96.702
Sx1 NS NS NS NS NS
SxB NS NS NS NS NS
I X B sk sk sk sksk sk
SxIxB NS NS NS NS NS

Where: Different letters within each treatment indicate significant differences for Fisher
LSD test, (LSD) at p < 0.05. **and * indicate respectively differences at P < 0.05
and P <0.01 probability level, NS indicates not significant difference.

4.3. Effect of water stress and biochar treatments on physiological responses of sugar

beet plants

The leaves relative water content (RWC),
membrane stability index (MSI) and SPAD
showed significant differences (P < 0.05),
respecting to the applied deficit water
treatments and  biochar  amendment
application rates for both seasons (Table, 6).
The RWC, MSI and SPAD were declined by
(12.89, 10.59 and 17.28% at Ig) and by
(28.29, 23.00 and 27.07% at leo) relative to
adequate irrigation regime (Iio0). In contrast,
biochar addition improved the physiological
responses of drought and well watered sugar
beet plants. With high biochar application
level (20 t h''), RWC, MSI and SPAD
increased by 20.57, 14.83 and 12.82%
respectively, higher than control (Bo). The
reduction in plant relative water content
induced by water stress it might be attributed
to some dehydration in protoplasm. In
addition, drought stress stimulates the
synthesis of the reactive  oxygen
species (ROS), which induce the lipid

oxidation and membrane injury, accordingly
increase in leakage of ions Abd El-Mageed
et al. 2019; Hu et al. 2020; Xia et al. 2020.
The reduction in SPAD parameter indicates
photo-disruption induced by draught for
water stressed sugar beet plants. On the other
hand, the improved sugar beet physiological
traits with biochar it might be refer to the
ameliorative effect of biochar amendment
which not only enhanced soil moisture
content but also alleviated the osmotic
pressure of soil solution, thus augmenting
the plant water status and photosynthetic
function. The obtained results respecting the
beneficial effects of biochar amendment on
physiological responses of sugar beet plants
were in line with those reported by (Ali et al.
2017; Abbas et al. 2018; Palansooriya et al.
2019), they found that the application of
biochar enhanced the photosynthesis,
improved the contents of chlorophyll,
photosynthetic rate, stomatal conductance,
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relative water contents (RWC) of drought-
stressed plants.

Table (6). Effect of water stress and biochar amendment application treatments on plant
physiological responses of sugar beet in during two successive seasons.

Source of variation SPAD RWC% MSI%
Season (S) NS NS NS
SI 62.52 73.18 68.17
SII 60.50 72.20 68.15
Irrigation regime(I) * * *
1100% 73.36° 84.832 76.77*
180% 60.68° 73.89° 68.64°
160% 53.52¢ 60.83¢ 59.11¢
biochar * * *
BO 56.62° 65.17¢ 63.09°
B1 61.34° 75.81° 68.98°
B2 63.88* 78.582 72.452
Sx1 NS NS NS
S xB NS NS NS
I X B kk kk kk
SxIxB NS NS NS

Where: Different letters within each treatment indicate significant differences for Fisher
LSD test (LSD) at p < 0.05. **and * indicate respectively differences at P < 0.05
and P<0.01 probability level, NS indicates not significant difference.

4.4. Effect of water stress and biochar application treatments on sugar beet yield, yield

components and water productivity
Water stress and soil organic amendment
of used biochar caused significant effect on

yield parameters of sugar beet crop Table (7).

The greatest root yield 67.07 t ha'! and
biomass yield 111.01 t ha! were produced
with full irrigation regime. Root yield and
biomass yield were reduced by 11.67 and
15.01% at (Iso) and by 33.78 and 33.22% at
(Iso) respectively, comparable with control.
However, harvest index (HI) and water
productivity (WP) recorded their maximum
values under moderate irrigation regime.
Harvest index was insignificantly differed
between high irrigated and severely stressed
sugar beet plants. Also, WP showed
insignificant differences between Igo and Ieo.
However, sugar beet yield, HI and WP

significantly increased as well as biochar
application dose increased. The reduction in
yield of sugar beet under drought stress
could be attributed to the negative effects of
drought on plant growth, water and nutrient
uptake and activity of photosynthesis which
depressing the yield and quality of sugar beet
crop Moosavi et al. 2017; Abd El-Mageed et
al. 2019; Aksu & Altay 2020a; Islam et al.
2020. Meanwhile, biochar amendment could
be enhanced water holding capacity and soil
nutrient retention. Furthermore enriching soil
with biochar improves soil microbial
activities, resulting in better environment for
crop production of drought affected sugar
beet plants.
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Table (7). Effect of water stress and biochar application treatments on yield, yield
components and water productivity of sugar beet plants grown in salt
affected soils during two successive seasons.

Root fresh weight Root yield Biomass yield

Source of variation (kg plant™) (t ha) (t ha'l) HI WP

Season (S) NS NS NS NS NS
Si 1.61 64.54 97.94 0.66 17.61
Su 1.59 64.60 97.86 0.66 17.60

Irrigation sk sk sk sk sk
T100% 2.229° 76.07° 116.712 0.65° 16.47°
Iso% 1.789° 67.19° 99.19° 0.682 18.182
Ts0% 0.800° 50.37¢ 77.93¢ 0.65° 18.17%

biOChar sk sk sk sk sk
Bo 0.894¢ 43.29¢ 71.65¢ 0.60° 11.71¢
Bio 1.835° 72.11° 107.41° 0.67° 19.51°
Boo 2.089° 78.24° 114.772 0.68* 21.17°

Sx1 NS NS NS NS NS

S xB NS NS NS NS NS

I X B sk sk sk sk sk

SxIxB NS NS NS NS NS

Where: Different letters within each treatment indicate significant differences for Fisher
LSD test (LSD) at p < 0.05. **and * indicate respectively differences at P < 0.05
and P<0.01 probability level, NS indicates not significant difference.

4.5. Effect of water stress and biochar treatments on sugar technological properties
and quality of sugar beet

Data presented in Table (8) showed that
the measured sugar technological quality of
sugar beet crop were remarkably effected via
the applied irrigation treatment and/or
biochar application. Increasing deficit
irrigation level caused significant reduction
in TSS, sodium content of beet roots, as well
as purity percentage Abd El-Mageed et al.
2019; Aksu & Altay, 2020b; Abd El-Mageed

et al. 2021. On the other hand, sucrose
percentage, beet roots potassium content and
Alpha amino nitrogen were positively
influenced under water stress compared with
control. Biochar amendment enhanced TSS
and sucrose percentage, but decreased the
percentage of sugar purity Durukan et al.
2020; Zhang et al. 2020a.
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Table (8). Effect of water stress and biochar treatments on sugar technological
properties and quality of sugar beet grown during two successive seasons.

Alpha amino

Sucrose Sodium  Potassium . Purity
Source of variation  T.S.S percentage (meq/100 (meq/100 nitrogen percentage,
(pol %) g of beet). g of beet) (meq/ 100 %
’ *  gofbeet)
Season (S) NS NS NS NS NS NS
SI 36.74 21.25 2.67 4.81 3.75 55.71
NI 36.70 21.24 2.65 4.80 3.76 55.70
Irrigation regime (I) * * * * * *
Lioo% 48.552 20.74¢ 2.69° 4.13¢ 3.27¢ 58.48°
Iso% 31.28° 21.27° 2.78 5.11° 3.77° 57.23°
Lso% 30.39¢ 21.732 2.55° 5.18 4.21° 51.42¢
biochar * * * * * *
Bo 25.37° 18.81¢ 2.89* 5.042 3.52¢ 79.342
Bio 38.96° 21.74° 2.65° 4.55¢ 3.89° 50.49°
Bao 45.892 23.202 2.48¢° 4.84° 3.84° 37.29¢
Sx1 NS NS NS NS NS NS
SxB NS NS NS NS NS NS
IxB kek kek kek kek ksk ksk
SxIxB NS NS NS NS NS NS

Where: Different letters within each treatment indicate significant differences for Fisher
LSD test (LSD) at p < 0.05. **and * indicate respectively differences at P < 0.05
and P<0.01 probability level, NS indicates not significant difference.

Conclusion

With increasing water scarcity, the
biochar amendment as agro-management
technique could play an important role in
growing crops for high profit, enhancing the
availability of water and nutrients in the root
zone environment, and maintaining soil
fertility. The applied biochar amendment

led to an improvement in sugar beet growth,
yield, yield quality and physiological
attributes. Sugar beet growth parameters (i.e.,
root length, root diameter, leaves number,
leaves area and dry matter) and physiological
attributes  (i.e., relative water content,
membrane stability index and SPAD) were

improved soil moisture retention  significantly affected by the applied deficit
characteristics. Biochar addition caused water regimes and biochar application levels.
significant reduction in soil bulk density, Enriching soil with biochar application rate
hydraulic conductivity and soil ECe, 20 (t ha') and applying irrigation according

meanwhile increased field capacity (FC),
available water content (AW), cation
exchangeable capacity and organic matter
content. As a result of the improvement of
some physical and chemical properties of the
salt affected soil due to biochar application
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