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experiments (Figure 2). seven sites in lllinois (a; ranges and mean values of measured yield are respectively status and crop yield in the U.S. Midwest by using scenario simulations based on a well-
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* Figure 2. The locations of field experiments used 1n this study. Sites listed e N N S
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responses. Sites listed in red have N cycle related measurements. DSU * Figure 5. Comparison of ecosys simulated and measured multi-year average N-yield 6 Acknow|edgement
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