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Cover crops planted after wheat
e 2013/14: planted 8/8 and terminated 5/8-9
e 2014/15: planted 8/15 and terminated 5/4

1 (Cover crop transpiration reduces soil plant available water (PAW) if spring rains are inadequate

k 2 (Cover crop N provisioning reduces maize drought stress and N immobilization increases drought stress>/ Silage corn planted after plow-down
e 2014: planted 6/2 and harvested 9/17

e 2015: planted 5/28 and harvested 9/21-22
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o « & 4 2 Final SPAD Reading 1) Corn height (weekly)
Method: Konica Minolta SPAD Meter 2) Leaf area index (weekly)

3) Leaf stomatal conductance (weekly)
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