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Table 1. Summary description of cropping activities available in the mathematical model.”

Production Crop Rotation* Chemical/Nutrient Chemicals
Activity' Application Level Removed
1,1L C/SG-DC (2YR) Medium None
22L i High None
38 & Low None
4 v Medium None
SL & Organic All
6,6L i Medium Atrazine
IsTAE i Medium Metolachlor
1710 i Medium Paraquat
8,8L C/SG-DC-Rye (2yr) Medium None
991 g Medium Atrazine
10,10L T Medium Metolachlor
11L g Organic All
18,18L " Medium Paraquat
12,12L C/SG-DC/FS/SG-DC (4YR) Medium None
1851310 " Medium Atrazine
14,14L i Medium Metolachlor
19,19L " Medium Paraquat
155151 C/SG-DC-Mix (2YR) Medium None
16L i Organic All

“See Diebel (5). Appendix B.1 for a more detailed description of production activities.
'An "L" with the activity number indicates that poultry litter was used as the source of nitrogen;

otherwise, activities with the same number are identical.

*C=corn;

SG=small grains (wheat and barley);
DC=double-cropped soybeans;
FS=full-season soybeans;

Mix=rye and crimson clover.
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