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Effects of application of scallop shell powder on apple orchard soil
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Fig.1 Comparison of sugar content between “scallop
application” and “control” sites
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Fig.2 Vertical distribution of pH of soil solution (2 month
after the start of leaching test)
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Fig.3 Vertical distribution of Calcium ion concentration in
soil solution (2 month after the start of leaching test)
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Fig.4 Vertical distribution of soil pH (2 month after the start
of leaching test)



