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The Diagram for Eh — pH in Soil Chemistry is Open to Question
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Abstract; The Eh — pH diagram plays an important role for studying nutritional elements in soil chem-
istry. However, the old Eh — pH diagram for Lewis acid-base action ( non-oxidation-reduction action )
isn’t correct. According the new theory of generalized oxidation and reduction, the correct Eh — pH Di-
agram 1is given.
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