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has high potential to double-dip P loss reduction

efforts among point and non-point sources:

1. Reducing point source P losses when generated

2. Reducing non-point P losses when used as a
fertilizer

3. Offering a slow-release P fertilizer - =

Objectives

1. Integrate struvite into no-till & fertilizer timing best
management practices (BMPs)
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2. Assess field-based P losses via plant uptake, R e e e Tl b el T b feit e thadbic ot Tl e — ,
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i. ng_ntlfy the contribution of S.OI| erosion vs. i g i
fertilizer sources to P losses in lllinois




