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EFFECT OF BIOCHAR CHARACTERISTICS ON SOIL PROPERTIES
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Table 1. Soil particle size distribution and texture of Khorat and Wahiawa soils

Soil particle size distribution Soil Texture

Corn biomass (g pot™)
=
o

% Sand % Silt % Clay

6 - LA
Khorat soil 79.85 17.64 2.51 Loamy sand . @//;/ v M “* Biochar properties varied significantly depending on pyrolysis conditions.
Wahiawa soil 7.94 35.61 56.45 Silty Clay Loam . &/ ° ° o Bioc:'har effects were more pronounced in the sandy Khorat soil than in clay
. Wahiawa soil.
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