Groundwater should be considered in crop risk assessments
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Fig. S1. Evaluation of the default (a–d) and improved (e–h) crop models using lysimeter data for cumulative net water flux at the bottom of lysimeter (cumWFb; a, e), cumulative actual evapotranspiration (cumETa; b, f), aboveground biomass (AGB; c, g), and grain yield (GY; d, h). Circles indicate first-year winter wheat, triangles indicate second-year winter wheat, squares indicate third-year winter rye, and crosses indicate fourth-year spring oats. For the bottom water flux, negative values represent deep percolation, while positive values represent capillary rise. d, R2, and NRMSE denote Willmott index of agreement, coefficient of determination, and normalized root mean square error, respectively.
[image: 텍스트, 도표, 라인, 그래프이(가) 표시된 사진

AI 생성 콘텐츠는 정확하지 않을 수 있습니다.]
Fig. S2. Impact of water table decline on winter wheat yield across different soil textures. Twelve USDA soil texture classes were grouped into sandy (sand and loamy sand), loamy (sandy loam, loam, silt loam, silt, sandy clay loam, clay loam, and silty clay loam), and clayey soils (sandy clay, silty clay, and clay). Lines are drawn using generalized additive models.
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