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No significant differences (o < 0.05) were observed in NO5-N losses
over three years of monitoring N in surface runoff (N was not measured

across the entire six years of runoff monitoring).

The Subsurfer consistently increased corn yields when
compared to all other treatments even when moisture levels
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followed by different letters were significantly different (ax < 0.05)
according to Tukey’s mean separation.

PAN LYSIMETERS WERE BURIED ALONG LOWER

For the most part, no differences were observed in N leaching between
litter application treatments. However, disking in poultry litter did
increase total N leaching losses relative to the un-amended control
where TN losses were significantly higher for the disk treatment when
compared to the un- amended control .
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For additional information about this study, please contact Nancy Chepketer
(nchepketer@Qumes.edu) or Dr. Arthur L. Allen (alallen@umes.edu).

ODOR ASSESSMENT TEAMS USED NASAL OLFACTOMETERS TO ASSESS INTENSITY OF ODOR FROM LITTER.

- i
THE SUBSURFER WAS TO SURFACE APPLY AND BROADCAST DRY POULTRY LITTER.
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