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Decision Point #1: Total Nitrogen Load
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- This provides loading rates for the major land-use categories.



Decision Point #2: Develop Relative Loading Rates
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- This provides global loading rates for land-uses.

- There is a process in place to further break out loading rate spatially. >
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Map the land uses

Crop

Hay

Pasture

W

1.2.2 Fall smgrain

2.1.3.1S Dbl Crop Beans

3 Si

2.2 1.1 Alfalfs and Other Legumes with manure

.2 Alfalfs and Other Legumes withoutmanure]

2 legume Forage withoutmanuwe
2 3 Pasture and pastured cropland
3 7
¢ D
trientinput
g D
e
eq

3.1.1 High nufrientin

3.2 1 High nutrientinput
3.2.2 Medium and low nutrient input

-2

2

2.3.1.2 Mediumand low nufrient input
3

4

2.2 Non-
[2.3.3.1 High nu
1.1.C




Charge to this group
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