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ODbjectives

1. Predict July leaf N % using an April sampling.

2. Develop aleaf sampling protocol representative of CA almond orchards.

3. Develop fertilizer response curves to relate nutrient demand with fertilizer rate and nutrient use efficiency.
4. Develop a phenology and yield based nutrient model for almond.

5. Deploy model in online system

Results

Can we sample leaves In April and Predict The proper way to sample in April Total Nutrient Demand
July?

Overall, great fit between predicted and observed.

1. Sample at 43+/-6 days after full bloom when the
majority of leaves on non-fruiting spurs have reached
full size

2. ldentify six non fruiting spurs around the canopy
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