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APPENDIX C 

Schematic layout of the WFD trial- Hatfield Experimental Farm showing only the treatment plots; border plots are excluded. 
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Legend 

FS1 - FuliStop 1 
FS2 - FuliStop 2 
MACH - Machingilana 
SWB - SWB model 
NP - Neutron probe 
CF - WFD generated crop factor N 
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APPENDIX D 

The irrigation controller configuration of WFD experiment at Hatfield experimental farm showing the flow rates as well the stations that 

controlled each solenoid valve. 

Treatment FS1 FS1 FS1 FS1 FS1 FS2 FS2 FS2 FS2 FS2 NP SWB CF Machingilana Main 

rep rep rep rep rep rep1 rep rep rep rep meter 

1 2 3 4 5 2 3 4 5 

Solenoid 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 

valve 

Water 

meter 1 1 1 1 1 6 6 6 6 6 2 3 5 4 7 

number 

Control 
1 2 3 8 9 10 11 12 4 5 6 7 

station 

Number 
*8 *8 4 4 4 4 4 4 5 5 5 5 

of plots 

Flow 
*544 *544 272 272 272 272 272 272 340 340 340 340 

rate 
- - - - ­ - --­ - -

N:B * Indicates that the solenoid valves for this replicates where connected to a common control station although each one shuts-off irrigation 

separately. 
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