WHEAT
SPECIAL

#* RECOMMENDED DOSES

% COMPOSITION

- e T 4% WINTER CEREALS 100 - 3590 kg/ha
VA LR ( ) 0 CORN 400 - 600 kg/ha
. Sulphur Trioxide (503): 10 % BEET 250 - 350 kg/ha
+ Urea nitrogen (N) 42 % WHEAT 100 - 350 Kg/ha
RAPESEED 200 - 400 kg/ha
@ rPackaGiNG
«25 Kg bags
+500 Kg Big Bag

DESCRIPTION: Nitrogenated granulated fertiliser coated with micronised sulphur. The greatest losses of nitrogen are due
to losses via volatilisation and leaching causing environmental problems, contaminating aquifers and groundwater; in addition,
with this product, losses are reduced wthen compared with conventional ureas, which means that less fertiliser needs to be
applied.

ADVANTAGES

0 Continuous nitrogen supply.

Q Less leaching losses:
v 25% less losses compared to a conventional Urea.
v 10% less losses compared to Urea + Ammonium Sulphate.
v 15% less losses compared to a nitification inhibitor.

v Similar results as with a urease inhibitor.
Reduction in the number of applications

Thanks to sulphur coating
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High grain quality.
Unlocks other elements retained in the soil.

The sulphur intake minimises the formation of acrylamide in wheat
(EU Regulation 2017/2158).
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Mitigation of acrylamide content Nitrogen / Sulphur Ratio
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