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CoteNE
Controlled-Release nitrogen

%V CoteNE is a source of controlled-release
nitrogen, based on polymer-coated urea.

)

N e

Contraihod Reto s Fvrtiiine

ﬂ CoteN =

% CoteNE may be blended with
non-coated N, P, or K to create CoteN Mix
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The benefits of CoteNE

WV Single application per season = labor
saving

NV Optimized supply of nutrients

W Minimizes losses through leaching
W% Avallability of nutrients is ensured
% Lower application rates are required

W Minimized contamination of soil and
groundwater
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CoteN™ |s recommended

2 nutrients are easily leached
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CoteN™ |s recommended

pase fertilizers for rainy season crops

fall accelerates nutrient leaching...
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CoteN™ |s recommended

the mud makes side-dressing
ation troublesome
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CoteN™ |s recommended

lhere nitrogen application rates are limited by local
gulations, so high efficiency of nutrient use is desired
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Field Trial: Terre de Gascogne, South West
France, 2004

et

Control 40 kg/ha 150 kg/ha

CoteN (33% coated) 40 kg/ha 128 kg/ha




Field Trial: Terre de Gascogne, South West France,
2004

Yield (ton/ha)

13.2 -
13 -
12.8 - + 6% Yield|
-12% N
12.6
Control CoteN
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Field Trial: South East France, 2004

e

Control 195 kg/ha 105 kg/ha

CoteN (66% coated) 300 kg/ha -




Field Trial: Terre de Gascogne, South West France,
2004

Yield (ton/ha)

152 -
15 -
14.8 - + 5.8% Yield + 6% Yield
1 application
pp |
146 -
14.4 -

14.2 -

14 -

13.8

Control A
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Field Trial: Guanjuato, Mexico, 2006

% Kg/ha N % of gr
coated material | N-P,0.-K,0O practice

Gr ower 0s
practicel : 260-76-60 100
2 applications

Liquid fertilizer : 234-40-27 90

CoteN 1

: 30-0-30 182-70-42 70
‘base dressing only




Field Trial: Guanjuato, Mexico, 2006

Yield (ton/ha)

8.5 1
7.5 A
6.5 1
5.5 1

4.5 -

Grower's practice Liquid CoteN

Conclusions: lower N rate, fewer applications, higher yields
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al: South France, 2003

N kg/ha :
N%of grower O:
At sowing Iig\?fs at 10 leaves practice

|
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| "
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Conclusion: CoteNE is superior to nitrification inhibitors




Field Trial;: South France, 2003

Yield (ton/ha)

16 -
15.5 A
15 -
14.5

14 4
13.5 A

Urea - full rate Urea - reduced Urea + nitrification CoteN
rate inhibitor

Conclusion: CoteNE i s superior to ni
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Field Trial: South France, 2003

Conclusion: CoteNE i s superior to ni.t
Inhibitors:

V% Reduction of N rate resulted in decreased
yields. Addition of nitrification inhibitor could
not make up for this reduction.

WV CoteN did!
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CoteN Trials - conclusions

V% Enables reduction of N application rates

% Results in similar or higher yields
compared to conventional fertilization

V% Requires fewer applications, thus saving
on labor and application costs

Superior to nitrification inhibitors

Hhifo




Application recommendations

N Application Rate
% of local practice

% coated nitrogen

Light soll 60 40

», Heavy soll 70 30




Application recommendations

V% The recommendations should be considered as a
general guide only. Actual application rates and
percentage of coated nutrients may be up to 10%
more or 10% less than the values given in the table

N The exact rates, timing and mode of application

should be determined according to specific crop
needs, soil and water condil t
experience

ult Haifasagrenomist to customize the optimal
zation program for your needs
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South East France, 2004

e

Control 195 kg/ha 105 kg/ha

CoteN (66% coated) 300 kg/ha -




CoteN - Summary

% Polymer coated urea for arable crops
% Improves nitrogen-use efficiency

% Recommended where N application rates
should be reduced or limited

% Applications
ACorn
AWheat
APotato




Thank You
RN o |clge community

www. haifa-group.com/community
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