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Soybean field location Soybean fields per year

State 2014 2015 Total
= A 368 431 799
. IL 41 47 88
l IN 51 56 107
KS 68 70 138
M 150 173 323
MN 31 38 69
ND 257 267 524
NE 430 494 924
OH 124 165 289
WI 130 177 307
Total 1650 1918 3568
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Average dryland soybean yield (bu/ac)

Average irrigated soybean yield (bu/ac)
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% of no-tilled fields

% of fields with drainage system

Proportion of tillage system

No-till adoption (%) No-till (48%)
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% of fields with irrigation | - Proportion of tillage system
rrigate

field (%) Dryland (63%)
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Prevalent previous crop

Average planting date

2z May 1st | |May 4th
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Most common
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Prevalent row spacing (in) Row spacing (in)
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Average maturity group

Maturity group

MG I

Maturity group
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MG | MG IV

MG Il (37%)
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% of herbicide-treated fields Herbicide application
|Herbicide application (%)
=1 Jeo-so[jfjso-100

both (76%)

\: none (1%)
pre- emergent (2%)

post-emergent (20%)

Fungicide and insecticide application
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% of phosphate-treated fields % of starter-treated fields
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Average phosphate rate (Ib P,O./treated acre) Phosphate rate (lb P,O./treated acre)
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% of fields with known presence of soy cyst nematode (SCN)

=

% of fields with iron deficiency Chlorosis (IDC)
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Fields with soy cyst nematode (SCN)

unknown (41%)

yes (19%)

Fields with iron deficiency chlorosis (IDC)

unknown (1%)
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