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Table 1. EONR, YEONR, and MRTN values for varying fertilizer N prices.
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Figure 1. Locations of the 2025 corn field

CONCLUSIONS

Sulfur fertilization decreased average EONR from 203 to 188 Ib N ac! while increasing YEONR from 225 to 233 bu ac
and MRTN from $261 to $282 ac™! relative to No-S.

No consistent sulfur x N-rate response pattern was observed across sites; sulfur effects on corn grain yield were not
consistently associated with either low or high N rates.

Further research will evaluate how consistently S affects corn grain yield and N response curves across environments. Incorporating these
effects into the lllinois MRTN framework could provide corn growers with more tailored N recommendations.

Acknowledgements
This study was supported by funding from the lllinois Nutrient Research and Education Council (NREC) through Grant No. 2026-3-360165-273.




	Slide 1: Sulfur Fertilization Effects on Corn Yield, Economic Optimum Nitrogen Rate, and Return to Nitrogen

