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 SOIL CONSERVATION TECHNOLOGIES OF CROP PRODUCTION

AND QUALITATIVE COMPOSITION OF ORGANIC MATTER IN

CHERNOZEMS

O.L. TONKHA, E.V. PIKOVSKA,

The results of studies of mobile humic substances content and fractional

composition of typical chernozem at different tillage methods and fertilizer  are

presented in the article. It was established that the use of deep soilconservation

tillage compatible with organic-mineral fertilizer system contributed to the increase

of content of labile humic substances and improvement of group-fractional

composition of humus.

Keywords: mobile humic compounds, group composition of humus, water-

soluble organic matter,humus typical, plowing, soilconservation tillage.


