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Price index

Global commodity price index trends (2000 — 2014)
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I've never [done] cover crop. | can
see some benefits of it. But when
you get looking at the financial
end of it and then in the interim
who's paying for that for the
producer and reduction in yields
or whatever?

We've all identified that, when you
need to put cover crop on, if it’s

after harvest, it’s ... not everybody
has that time.

If you're talking [about] cover
crops...It’s a timing thing...you get such
small windows of time where you can
do something that's a positive thing
rather than a negative thing. | don't
know how you throw that [cover
crops] into the mix when you're trying
to just take care of business.

I've never [done] cover crop. |
can see some benefits of it. But
when you get looking at the
financial end of it and thenin
the interim who's paying for
that for the producer and
reductionin yields or
whatever?

Sources: Upper right from Roesch-McNally et al. 2017; others from Ranjan et al. 2020
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Q: Please indicate how influential the following groups and individuals are when you make decisions about
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agricultural practices and strategies

Source; Davidson et al. 2015, Journal of Environmental Quality; Prokopy etal. 2015 Climatic Change
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Masuda et al. 2021. Rented farmland: A missing piece of the nutrient management
puzzle in the Upper Mississippi River Basin? Journal of Soil and Water Conservation.



Enrolled 2,223 landowners controlling 560k acres of crops
randomized into main experiment.
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But, Linda, you
didn’t talk
about...

Financial incentives

Knowledge
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Rogers’ Diffusion of Innovations curve
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