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» Develop guidelines for SJV growers about optimum doses and forms of CaSO, were measured through HPLC.

for effective management of salt stress and soil health. Landsat8 imagery:
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 Gypsum at 2.5 t/acre « Gypsum at 5.1 t/acre
Biweekly measurements of stem water potential and leaf gas-exchange sh

« Gypsum at 5.1 t/acre « Gypsum at 5.1t/acre + 2 severe water stress but did not evidence significant differences across
water status, carbon assimilation, stomatal.conductance, or water use efficiéncy.

t/acre compost had similar values in grape squbIe solids, &I\tltratable acidity, or the anthaogy

¢ Gypsum at 10.2 t/acre « Anhydrite at 5.1 t/acre Yield was higher in the 10.2 t/ac gypsum and the's.1 t/ac gypsum + compost. Fo

indices measured from Landsat 8§, the Normallzea\alfference Vegetation Index
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Fig. 3 (right) effect of sodicity on plant and soll We expect more differences across treatments to manifest inwear two as
amendments in the soil is a slow process. |
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