Can Supplementary Irrigation Offset a 50% Reduction in Fertilizer Application?
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Result

Cumulative flow and nutrient transport from the four plots
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%\ Metropolitan Water » The highest flows were from the irrigated plots, likely

f’ Reclamation District as a result of extra water in the form of irrigation.
of Greater Chicago > The highest nutrient loads were from the non-irrigated

plot with full fertilizer application.
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» Nutrient losses from the irrigated plot with full

Fulton County -Flow Fulton County-NO3 I 2019 - Before Treatments Indicators Year DWR-B DWR-C
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