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Secondary Nutrients
Calcium (Exch) 8180  Lbs/AF | 6200 - 8300
Calcium (Sol) 524 Lbs/AF 180 - 660 47

HASS SOIL ANALYSIS

Test Description Result Units  Optimum Range Graphical Results Presentation

Satisfactory Possible Moderate Increasing
Others Problem Problem Problem

Soil Salinity 1.16 dS/m
SAR 1.9
Limestone < 0.10 %

Lime Requirement 0 Tons/AF
Gypsum Requirement < 0.50 Tons/AF
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Avocado lrrlin‘iuu Suitability Analysis

Resull

Crraphical Results Presentation
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Avocado Irrigation Suitability Analysis

Test Description Result Graphical Results Presentation
Possible Muoderate Increasing Severe

Cations % Lbs/AF Good Problem Problem Problem Problem
Calcium 47 470 e
Magnesium 150 b
Potassium 45 ok

Sodium 330
Anions
Carbonate 0

Bicarbonate
Sulfate
Chloride
Nitrate 0
Fluoride : 0.8
Minor Elements
Boron 1.4
Copper 0.11
Iron L,
Manganese 0.84
Zinc 0.14
Other
pH ; units

E. C. umhos/cm |
SAR ; mg/L
Crop Suitability
No Amendments
With Amendments

Amendments
Gypsum Requirement ! Tons/AF | Do not apply if Sulfuric Acid amendment is applied.
Sulfuric Acid (98%) 0z/1000Gal [Or 36 0z/1000Gal of urea Sulfuric Acid (15/49).
Leaching Requirement %o
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Copyright 2005-2006 Tiger-Sul Products

© 2011 Holden Research & Consulting. All rights reserved.




.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
. -
. -
.

L.

|

K

e -

K(() ((("

K+

-
-
-
-
-
-
e
e
-
-
-
-
-
- -

-
- .. .
%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%




!2 |

(




)y O %
O .
o 1B

s ot § 4
|
%c; xS %



Chart 2: Tigersul Program for Lemon Planting Establ
County, Summer 2010 Tree Growth

ishment - Ventura
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10/26/2010
@ Untreated 17.6%
B Tiger 90 1 Ib/tree 21.9%
" Tiger 18% Zinc 1/2 Ib/tree 26.8%
™ Tiger 90 w/Humic Granules 1/2 Ib/tree 29.6%
¥ Tiger 18% Zinc 1 Ib/tree 33.2%
= Tiger 90 1/2 Ib/tree 34.0%
" Tiger 18% Zinc w/Humic Granules 1/2 Ib/tree 41.2%
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Chart 6: Tigersul Program for Lemon Planting Establ ishment - Ventura

County, Summer 2010 Tree Growth
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Trunk Diameter Percent Change

70.0%

65.0%
10/26/2010
B Untreated 73.9%
M Tiger 90 w/Humic Granules 1/2 Ib/tree 76.3%
" Tiger 90 1 Ib/tree 76.4%
H Tiger 18% Zinc 1 Ib/tree 77.5%
H Tiger 18% Zinc 1/2 Ib/tree 82.0%
" Tiger 90 1/2 Ib/tree 86.5%
¥ Tiger 18% Zinc w/Humic Granules 1/2 Ib/tree 87.1%




Chart 8: Tigersul Program for Lemon Planting Establ iIshment - Ventura
County, Summer 2010 - Soil pH
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10/16/2009 1/20/2011
B Tiger 18% Zinc 1 Ib/tree 7.4 6.3
B Tiger 90 w/Humic Granules 1/2 Ib/tree 7.3 6.6
" Tiger 90 1/2 Ib/tree 7.4 6.7
B Tiger 18% Zinc w/Humic Granules 1/2 Ib/tree 7.3 6.7
®Tiger 90 1 Ib/tree 7.3 7.0
¥ Untreated 7.4 7.2
" Tiger 18% Zinc 1/2 Ib/tree 7.3 7.2




'E 9 |

Chart 9: Tigersul Program for Lemon Planting Establ iIshment - Ventura
County, Summer 2010 - Soil Zinc Level
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10/16/2009 1/20/2011

B Untreated 36.9 17.4
B Tiger 90 w/Humic Granules 1/2 Ib/tree 41.2 24.8
" Tiger 90 1 Ib/tree 43.8 26.3
® Tiger 90 1/2 Ib/tree 43.0 27.0
H Tiger 18% Zinc w/Humic Granules 1/2 Ib/tree 25.8 87.9
" Tiger 18% Zinc 1 Ib/tree 21.1 171.0
" Tiger 18% Zinc 1/2 Ib/tree 26.9 191.0
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Chart 13: Tigersul Program for Lemon Planting Estab  lishment -
Ventura County, Summer 2010 - Leaf Zinc Level
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10/16/2009 11/9/2010
B Untreated 36 22
B Tiger 18% Zinc 1/2 Ib/tree 44 22
" Tiger 90 1 Ib/tree 47 26
H Tiger 18% Zinc 1 Ib/tree 51 25
¥ Tiger 90 w/Humic Granules 1/2 Ib/tree 55 23
" Tiger 18% Zinc w/Humic Granules 1/2 Ib/tree 55 29
= Tiger 90 1/2 Ib/tree 57 29
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Chart 1: Multi Participant Trial on Celery in Ventu
2012 -2013 Season - Whole Plant Weight

ra County, California
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12/17/2012 | 1/3/2013 2/1/2013 2/26/2013 | 3/27/20134/1/2013(trimme
——Grower Standard 0.01 0.03 0.13 0.59 2.14 2.56
—®-GS.at75% N 0.01 0.02 0.13 0.54 2.62 2.63
5 ;
G.S.at75% Nlocfa” Organics Exp 0.01 0.03 0.13 0.61 2.88 273
G.S. at 75% N/Kelpgrow 0.01 0.03 0.13 0.55 2.86 2.84
=*=G.S. at 75% N/Algamin XT 0.01 0.03 0.14 0.49 2.87 2.86
G.S. at 75% N/Global Organics
Program 0.02 0.03 0.13 0.53 281 2.78
G.S. at 75% N/Steric P-S-K Program 0.13 0.55 2.80 2.63
G.S. at 75% N/Steric S-S-K Program 0.13 0.52 2.83 2.66
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Chart 4: Multi Participant Trial on Celery in Ventu

ra County, California

2012 -20132580%81%8n - Net Return per Acre after Harves t Costs - Pre
' Cultural Costs
20000.00
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0.00 - =
18's 24's 30's 36's 48's Total
Return/acre
B Grower Standard $8,566 $3,919 $5,102 $823 $0 $18,410
BG.S.at 75% N $3,777 $9,787 $1,166 $1,694 $0 $16,424
OG.S. at 75% N/Ocean Organics Exp 3 $7,845 $9,571 $1,211 $0 $0 $18,626
O0G.S. at 75% N/Kelpgrow $12,221 $8,697 $629 $0 $0 $21,547
B G.S. at 75% N/Algamin XT $13,675 $8,132 $634 $0 $0 $22,441
G.S. at 75% N/Global Organics
Program $11,961 $7,296 $1,847 $0 $0 $21,103
G.S. at 75% N/Steric P-S-K Program $8,790 $6,896 $2,908 $0 $0 $18,594
G.S. at 75% N/Steric S-S-K Program $10,154 $6,388 $2,939 $0 $0 $19,482
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