Soil Moisture Process Controls
and Variability At Large Scales
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Process Controls on Soil Moisture
Variability at the Regional Scale
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Till

Impacts of Land-use Practices
Tillage
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Impacts of Land-
use Practices:

Tillage

Difference in Mean Volumetric Water Content in Tilled and Non-Tilled Soils Over Time
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Design of Representative Monitoring
Networks

* Some difficulties in the
development
monitoring networks

— Stable long-term
measurement locations ;-
are difficult to place in ~

the actively managed
areas that represent

the largest area.

Field Soll Moisture %vol
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