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Background Results

* A current focus in soil research is ‘soil health’, which is the ability of soil | |Comprehensive Assessment of Soil Health (CASH)
to function as a sustainable vital ecosystem.
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CTO -Conventional organic CPS - Chisel - Spring CTC - Conventional chemical

CTX -Conventional fallow CPF - Chisel - Fall
CPDS - Chisel/Disk - Spring
CPDF - Chisel/Disk - Fall
MPDS - Moldboard/Disk - Spring
MPDF - Moldboard/Disk — Fall

* No-till organic production in the mountains had better soil health scores than conventional production, but yielded less
corn because of weed competition (instead of soil constraints).

Cover Crop Annual wheat and crimson None Sudangrass, clover, vetch (org) I .- - | 3 i
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Soil Type Delanco silt loam Wedowee sandy loam Wickham sandy loam; Tarboro of soil from the top 0-15 cm O n C u S I O n S

was collected for soil testing by
NCDA&CS.

* CASH soil health indicators lack sensitivity to quantify differences in long-term agronomic systems in southern soils.

* Soil health management recommendations for agronomic systems need to be adjusted to account for differences in
intrinsic soil properties and agroecological regions.

* There is no relationship between crop vyields and current soil health indicators.
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