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Abstract

:

Mineral fertilization through irrigation (fertigation) could optimize resource allocation and eliminate wastes in agriculture. Nevertheless, the fertigation of almond plantations is currently inefficient (50% nitrogen (N) recovery by yields) due to the limited empirical data to support field applications. For precise fertigation in horticulture, we aimed to determine the trees’ actual mineral uptake. We hypothesized that the mineral requirements depend on physiological development and would vary during the growing season as phenology shifts. To investigate this, we tracked the water, N, phosphorus (P), and potassium (K) mass-balances of almond trees in 1 m3 lysimeters and monitored their physiological performances. By canopy coverage (leaf area index—LAI)) and radial stem growth, we determined that almond trees invest in biomass between April and July (northern hemisphere). Then, for August until November, the almond trees accumulated metabolites and minerals for the succeeding winter dormancy. Annually, almond trees can utilize major N applications (~180 kg h−1) in early summer for vegetative growth, extract P (~50 kg h−1) by mid-summer for metabolic translocations, and accumulate K (>250 kg h−1) in late summer, possibly for osmotic compensations. Converting these realizations for farm conditions requires the further characterization of the mineral availability at the root zone, and the nutritional status of trees, under various field fertigation applications.
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1. Introduction


Intensive farming relies on the precise and sustainable use of resources that optimizes productivity and protects the environment. Mineral nutrient application, the hallmark of the ‘green revolution’ and industrialized farming [1] need to adjust to new market demands [2]. Nutrients are becoming expensive, while their residues wash away from the farms and threaten the surrounding natural or urban habitats. This leads to profit losses, alarms communities, and forces regulators to act [3]. However, in industrialized farming regions, nutrient applications are often suboptimal, and therefore maximizing crops while eliminating runoffs is difficult. To achieve it, the applications of water and nutrients should advance and fit the crops’ actual requirements. For that matter, the use of mineral nutrition through irrigation (i.e., fertigation) has great potential to minimize farming contamination and improve yields. Nevertheless, to date, fertigation is not exceptionally efficient or optimized [4]. There is no high-resolution information on crops’ mineral uptake, and the concentration of nutrients in irrigation typically remains constant throughout the growing season, independent of plants’ actual requirements. The technical challenge is that in fertigation, minerals are readily available for the plants, or to wash away, at the time of application. For instance, poplar trees acquire nutrients early in the light period (in growth chambers with artificial light [5]), and later applications may be impractical. On the other hand, tomato plants require more nutrients in the afternoon [6], presumably to reserve osmolytes for early morning stomata apparatus. Seasonally, perennial trees accumulate K and microelements in late fall to support bloom [7]. Fertigation regimes should account for the variability in nutrient uptake, yet the current empirical data might mislead such applications. High P concentrations in roots may infer that P fertilization is critical in late winter when only roots grow, or it could be the mineral’s last resort, and irrelevant to precise fertilization. Hence, there is a need to develop differential fertigation (DF) regimes that account for phenological stages in major crops.



Plants’ mineral requirements depend on developmental phases. There is temporal variability in plants’ nutritional needs, which could guide mineral applications in multiple crops (e.g., vegetables [8] or cotton [9]). The variability is probably related to shifts in tissue development. Plant tissues have 0.5–4% nitrogen (N; per dry mass, DM) constituting the nuclei material and functional proteins. Specifically, plants incorporate minerals into biomass according to their functionality. N concentrations in almond leaves remain above 1.3% at low N conditions [10], probably because plants downregulate photosynthesis or cease growth in N deficiency. However, roots extend to extract residual minerals at <0.5% N to mitigate mineral deficiency [11]. P is prominent in nucleic acids, yet in low concentrations that accumulate to just ~0.5% of the DM [12]. Otherwise, P-esters make the available energy for cellular metabolism, regulating numerous enzymatic processes. Therefore, P levels are high in expanding tissues with fast metabolism and high turnover rates. P can accumulate to 85% of the vacuoles’ volume, and then buffer the extreme demands of phosphorylated intermediates of photosynthesis [12]. K is the most abundant cation in the cytosol, and it facilitates osmoregulation and hydraulic imbalances inside plants [13]. K is also critical in cellular carbohydrate management through enzyme synthesis and activation or sugar transport in phloem [14], and therefore its concentrations can fluctuate markedly throughout the growing season [7]. Hence, the potential of trees’ nutrients uptake depends on the growth phenology. Accordingly, there are indirect seasonal demand curves for nutrient uptake that rely on the mineral composition of the reproductive and vegetative growth of apple [15], pistachio [16], and citrus trees [17].



Transpiration governs plants’ actual mineral uptake. Primarily, water availability determines trees’ daily productivity. For instance, infrequent irrigations or rare rain events result in periodic droughts and low water potential in plants [18]. In such conditions, plants shut stomata, reduce photosynthesis, and inhibit development. It implies that they do not require nutrients either. On the seasonal scale, a short irrigation period limits fall photosynthesis and mineral acquisition, rendering trees to rely solely on spring mineral uptake. High humidity limits the transpiration, lowers productivity and therefore reduces the plants’ nutrient uptake. Temperature also affects transpiration, photosynthesis, and carbohydrate transport, limiting development at both the cold and warm ends of the spectrum [19]. Finally, atmospheric conditions interact with soil conditions, e.g., precipitation changes the soil properties and its mineral distribution in the root zone [20]. This makes the soil–plant–atmosphere continuum a challenging system to characterize and yet emphasizes that linking nutrient uptake to water uptake could set an empirical framework for a precise mineral application through irrigation.



Mass balances are a useful tool to study plants’ resource uptake. Lysimeters (weighing potted plants, or only their drainage) is a common mass-balance application to determine transpiration. More advanced and precise systems can also measure daily biomass accumulation and account for growth [21]. Alternative mass-balance applications monitor the gas composition (often labeled 13C and 17O) surrounding enclosed plants to determine their photosynthesis and respiration rates. However, it is challenging to determine the mass-balances of large perennial plants (e.g., trees) due to the size of the soil–plant system and the duration of their phenological cycles. Occasionally, there are robust initiatives to track the water-balances of trees, e.g., date palms [22], apples [23], and even forest trees (Douglas fir [24]). In the case of citrus trees, there were even measurements of the leakage mineral composition [25], which zero-tension plate lysimeters below the root zone can also determine [26]. Hence, we determined that the mass-balance would be the most effective tool to assess temporal changes in plants’ nutrient uptake.



We postulated that phenology dictates the nutrient requirements of trees and therefore changes the ratio between water, and N, P, or K uptake. We considered almond trees (Prunus dulcis) a model species for domesticated fruit trees due to their economic dominance, nutritional contribution, and historical importance. People found edible almonds by 17,000 BC in Israel [27] and by 2020, intensive almond farming expanded to California (1.5 Million tons in 2014), southern Europe (200,000 tons), and Australia (160,000 tons). Almond cultivation is conventional in arid climates (200–500 mm winter precipitation) by ~1200 mm irrigation. Farmers apply 240 kg N hectare−1 (the majority by July) and 300 kg K hectare−1 (distributed between early summer and a September application) annually [28]. Farmers also adjust the multiannual fertilization regimes, and consider P or microelement applications, through July leaf mineral analyses [29]. Hence, we aimed to study almond trees and establish precise fertilization in tree-crops by (1) directly characterizing the temporal changes in nutrient uptake by trees and (2) associating fertilization efficiency to phenology shifts and transpiration activity.




2. Methods


2.1. Big Lysimeters


In March 2017, 72 1 year-old almond trees of the Israeli commercial variety (Um-El-Fahem grafted on a commercial almond and peach hybrid-GN) were planted in 1 m3 containers (105 cm high and 55 cm in radius) filled with inert soilless media (4–6 mm perlite) that drained through a single 20 mm outlet. Commercial 16 mm irrigation lines reached each container and supplied water at 16 L h−1 through four pressure-compensated drippers. The trees were fertigated with 6 N concentrations (2, 10, 30, 60, 100, and 150 mg N L−1 by a 9:1 ratio between NO3− and NH4+) with 10 mg P L−1 and 60 mg K L−1, 6 P concentrations (0, 1, 3, 6, 10, and 15 mg P L−1) with 60 mg N L−1 and 60 mg K L−1, or 6 K concentrations (2, 10, 30, 60, 100, and 150 mg K L−1) with 60 mg N L−1 and 10 mg P L−1. Otherwise, all trees received the remaining macroelements and essential microelements similarly. Each treatment consisted of 4 trees randomly distributed in a 2500 m2 field at the Gilat Research Center (31°34′ N, 34°67′ E). The climatic conditions at the research site were semi-arid, with a dry and hot summer (August is the warmest with mean temperatures of 33 °C, 40% relative humidity at noon, and no precipitation between May and October) and mild winter (January is the coldest with 11 °C mean, 50% relative humidity at noon, and up to 250 mm between November and April). Fertigation electrical conductivity and pH were similar in all the treatments through designated stoichiometry computations for soluble fertilization by commercial-grade salts (KH2PO4, H2PO4NH4, NH4NO3, KNO3, MgNO3, MgSO4, and NaNO3).




2.2. Tracking Phenology


For two consecutive growing seasons, 2018–2019, light penetration (LP−80, Decagon, Pullman, WA, USA) was measured monthly for the south, west, north, and east faces of the canopy, and averaged for the leaf area index (LAI). Additionally, in 2019, the stem circumference of the trees was measured monthly at 10 and 40 cm from the perlite surface, averaged, and subtracted from the preceding month’s measurement to determine the vegetative growth rate.




2.3. Laboratory Analyses


Leaves (5th leaf from apical meristem) and roots (25 cm deep and 5 mm in diameter) were sampled monthly between April and October 2019 from the 2 to 100 mg N L−1, 0 to 15 mg P L−1, and 2 to 100 mg K L−1 treatments. Samples were washed in deionized water (DI), dried for 48 h at 70 °C to the residual water content, and mill-ground into a fine powder (particle size around 0.5 mm). Then, 100 mg of each sample was digested in 2 mL sulfuric acid and hydrogen peroxide [30]. Liquidized N and P were detected by an automated photometric analyzer (Gallery152 Plus, Thermo-Scientific, Waltham, MA, USA), while K was measured by atomic absorption (PinAAcle500, PerkinElmer, Waltham, MA, USA).



Monthly roots samples were also flash-frozen in liquid N, lyophilized, and stored at −80 °C. The dried samples were later ground to a fine powder in a mini bead-beater (Biospec, Bartlesville, OK, USA) and analyzed for non-structural carbohydrate (NSC) concentrations by an updated enzymatic and colorimetric method [4]. In short, to remove the soluble carbohydrates (SC), 25 mg of a powdered sample was suspended in 1 mL DI for 15 min at 72 °C, centrifuged at 17,000× g for 10 min, and separated from the supernatant. Then, to digest starch, the tissue was incubated in 500 µL of a sodium acetate buffer (0.2 M, pH 5.6), 100 µL of amyloglucosidase (70 units mL−1, Sigma-Aldrich, St. Louis, MI, USA), and 100 µL of amylase (7 units mL−1, Sigma-Aldrich, St. Louis, MI, USA) for 4 h at 37 °C. After vortex and centrifuge, another 50 µL supernatant (now consisting of SC that originated from starch) was extracted. Finally, the samples were diluted in 1000 µL deionized water, and the glucose-equivalent starch concentrations were determined by the anthrone reaction and an absorption reading at 620 nm (Multiskan GO, Thermo-Scientific, Waltham, MA, USA).




2.4. Mass-Balance Computations


To complete the hydraulic and mineral mass-balances during the period March–October 2019, 24 h of drainage (D) were collected weekly. Drainage was quantified and sampled for mineral analysis ([D]) by an automated photometric analyzer (N and P; Gallery152 Plus, Thermo-Scientific, Waltham, MA, USA) and atomic absorption (K; PinAAcle500, PerkinElmer, Waltham MA, USA). Then, the irrigation amounts (I) were updated to account for a 0.3 leaching fraction (LF; Equation (1)). Additionally, the actual evapotranspiration was computed (ET; Equation (2)), and the seasonal irrigation factor was determined (IF) by the potential evapotranspiration (ETp; Equation (3)). The mineral composition of the irrigation water, while predetermined by the experimental design, was verified monthly ([I]), and the mineral (N, P, or K) uptake (MU) was computed independently (Equation (4)). Finally, the fertigation efficiency (MUR) was calculated from the mineral uptake (ΔNPK) and availability (Equation (5)).
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2.5. Data Processing and Statistics


Data were processed in an open-source R (version 3.5.2) RStudio environment (version 1.1.463) with the plyr, reshape2, and lubridate packages. One-way ANOVA, two-way ANOVA, Tukey HSD, and Student t-tests were performed by the agricole package in RStudio (specific analyses are elaborated in the results). Data and statistical visualizations were produced by the ggplot2 and cowplot packages in RStudio.





3. Results


3.1. Seasonal Changes in Resource Uptake


We quantified drainage during the period March–October 2019 to characterize the temporal changes in the evapotranspiration (ET) of almond trees under various fertigation applications. ET of almond trees fertigated with 30 mg N L−1, 6 mg P L−1, or 60 mg K L−1 (reference concentrations) increased from 13 L tree−1 day−1 in March (bloom) to 157 L tree−1 day−1 by June (Figure 1A). Almond trees maintained >150 L tree−1 day−1 ET through July and August, then decreased the ET to 121 L tree−1 day−1 in September, and 71 L tree−1 day−1 in late October (senescence). Generally, higher fertigation concentrations (60 mg N L−1, 15 mg P L−1, or 150 mg K L−1) did not affect the seasonal ET of almond trees. Individually, a higher N concentration (60 mg N L−1) did not change the ET of almond trees at any time during the growing season. We did not consider fertigation more concentrated than 60 mg N L−1 (a ~600 Kg N hectare−1 which is double the current recommendations) at this point, because we previously found that 100 mg N L−1 is excessive and suppresses almond trees’ development [4]. Higher P (15 mg P L−1) marginally decreased (Student t-test, p < 0.05) ET to 104 L tree−1 day−1 in May. Higher K fertigation (150 mg K L−1) increased (Student t-test, p < 0.05) ET to 196 L tree−1 day−1 by July, and maintained 175 and 136 L tree−1 day−1 ET rates in August and September, respectively.



To deduce the seasonal changes in the mineral uptake (MU) of the almond trees, we analyzed the irrigation and drainage mineral composition monthly between June and October 2019. We computed the cumulative seasonal uptake presuming that the daily uptake was constant throughout each month. The MU of almond trees fertigated with reference concentrations (30 mg N L−1, 6 mg P L−1, or 60 mg K L−1) increased linearly from 276 g N tree−1, 62 g P tree−1, and 380 g K tree−1 in July to 879 g N tree−1, 150 g P tree−1 and 1105 g K tree−1 by October (Figure 1B), respectively. A higher N fertigation (60 mg N L−1) increased the N uptake by ~80% to 492 g N tree−1 in July and 1402 g N tree−1 in October. Higher P fertigation (15 mg P L−1) increased the P uptake by 67% to 102 g P tree−1 in July, and by 150% to 353 g P tree−1 by October. Higher K fertigation (150 mg K L−1) increased the K uptake by 155% to 950 g K tree−1 in July, and 2787 g K tree−1 by October.




3.2. Phenology and Fertigation Effects


We tracked the canopy cover and stem growth in almond trees fertigated with 30 mg N L−1, 10 mg P L−1, and 60 mg K L−1 throughout 2019 to time the developmental phenological stage within the growing season. These almond trees increased their leaf area index (LAI) from 2.5 in March (post-bloom) to 6.5 by April (Figure 2). Throughout May and June, almond trees maintained an >5 LAI, henceforth referred to as the growth stage. Then, the almond trees reduced their LAI to 3.9 by fruit ripening in late July, gradually lowering it to 2.9 by October. Concurrently, almond trees increased their stem radial growth rate (SRG) from 0 in March to 0.2 mm day−1 by June and July. In August, the SRG decreased to 0.13 mm day−1, and by September, it dropped to 0.04 mm day−1, before zeroing in October. To determine the phenology stage of resource accumulation for dormancy, we measured the starch concentrations in the roots of almond trees in January and throughout the growing season. Root starch reserves decreased from 151 mg g−1 DW in January 2019 (dormancy) to 61 mg g−1 DW in May, and reached a minimum of 32 mg g−1 DW in August. Then, the starch in roots increased to 43 mg g−1 DW in September and surged back to 89 mg g−1 DW by December, associating this stage with storage.



To evaluate whether almond trees change their mineral composition between the growth and storage phenological stages, we measured the mineral concentrations in their leaves and roots. Almond leaves’ N concentrations increased from 1.2% in a 2 mg N L−1 fertigation to 2.5% in the 30, 60, or 100 mg N L−1 concentrations, in both the growth and storage phenological stages (Figure 3A). N concentrations in roots were 0.5% at the 2 and 10 mg N L−1 concentrations, and 2.1% in the 30, 60, and 100 mg N L−1 concentrations, independent of phenology. Leaves’ P concentrations increased from 0.05% at 0 mg P L−1 fertigation to 0.26% at 15 mg P L−1 in the growth stage. In the storage stage, the 0 and 1 mg P L−1 fertigated almond trees increased their leaves P concentrations by 120% to 0.11% and 0.17%, respectively. In high P concentrations, the almond leaves did not accumulate more P during the storage stage, and in 10 mg P L−1, they had 10% higher P during the growth stage. Almond roots increased P concentrations from 0.02% in 0 and 1 mg P L−1 fertigation, to 0.2% in 3 mg P L−1, 0.42% in 6, 10, and 15 mg P L−1 during the growing phenological stage, respectively. During storage (September 2019), the roots’ P increased by 300% to 0.18 in 1 mg P L−1 fertigation, and by 30% to 0.65% in 15 mg P L−1 (Figure 3B). K concentrations in almond leaves increased from 0.9% in 2 mg K L−1 fertigation to 1.8% in 100 mg K L−1 during the growth stage (Figure 3C). At 2 mg K L−1, the almond leaves had 20% higher K concentrations (1.1%), and at 10 mg K L−1, they had 15% higher concentrations (1.2%) than in the growth stage. K concentrations in roots increased from 0.25% at 2 mg K L−1 fertigation, to 0.59% at 100 mg K L−1, independent of phenology.




3.3. Seasonal Changes in Fertigation Efficiency


To evaluate the potential of efficient mineral applications, we compared the mineral concentration in irrigation to the mineral uptake ratio (MUR; Equation (5)) of almond trees. N MUR declined linearly from 0.98 at 2 g N L−1 fertigation to 0.41 at 150 mg N L−1, independent of the phenological stage (Figure 4A). P MUR also declined linearly from 0.99 at 0 mg P L−1 to 0.59 at 15 mg P L−1. Phenology did not affect P MUR, but it did change its correlation to fertigation P concentration (Figure 4B), rendering it 20% higher (0.74) at 15 mg P L−1 during the phenological storage stage (p < 0.05). The reverse linear correlation was repeated for K MUR, but moderately, reducing from 0.74 in 2 mg K L−1 to 0.58 in 150 mg K L−1 during the growth stage (Figure 4C). K MUR responded similarly to fertigation K concentration in the phenological storage stage, yet it was 14% higher, predominantly at the 10 and 30 mg K L−1 concentrations.



Finally, to determine the transpiration’s effect on mineral uptake by almond trees, we compared daily ET and MU independently in the growth and storage phenological stages. Almond trees fertigated with 30 mg N L−1 (reference) transpired 100–180 L tree−1 day−1, lower N (10 mg L−1) almond trees transpired between 5 and 150 L tree−1 day−1, and higher N fertigated (60 mg L−1) transpired 40–160 L tree−1 day−1, in both the growth and storage phenology stages (Figure 5). N uptake linearly correlated to ET in all the concentrations, ranging between 0 and 5 g tree−1 day−1 in low N, 6–8 mg tree−1 day−1 in regular N, and 5–11 in 60 mg N L−1 fertigation. Fertigation concentration affected the regression between ET and N uptake only during the growth stage. Reference (6 mg P L−1) and higher (15 mg P L−1) trees transpired between 100 and 190 L tree−1 day−1, while 1 mg P L−1 trees transpired between 0 and 145 L tree−1 day−1 at both the growth and storage phenology stages. P uptake had a strong linear response to ET during the growth stage, ranging 0.5–1.1 g P tree−1 day−1 in reference P, 0–1 g P tree−1 day−1 in lower P, and 0.5–3 g P tree−1 day−1 in higher P concentrations. During the storage stage, fertigation P mainly affected the P uptake rather than ET, ranging 0.9–1 g P tree−1 day−1 in reference P, 0–0.5 g P tree−1 day−1 in lower P, and 1.3–1.8 g P tree−1 day−1 in higher P concentrations. During the growth stage, almond trees ET ranged 110–210, 140–190, and 120–160 L tree−1 day−1 in 10 mg K L−1, reference (60 mg K L−1), or 100 mg K L−1, respectively. Then, ET ranged 70–170, 100–150, and 80–180 L tree−1 day−1 in 10 mg K L−1, 60 mg K L−1, or 100 mg K L−1, respectively, during the storage stage. In 10 and 60 mg K L−1, K uptake was linearly correlated to ET, ranging 0.5–1 g K tree−1 day−1, and 3–6 g K tree−1 day−1, respectively, during the growth and storage stages. In 100 mg K L−1, K uptake ranged 10–20 g K tree−1 day−1 during growth, and 10–23 g K tree−1 day−1, while the high K uptake was more frequent during the phenological storage stage.





4. Discussion and Conclusions


In this study, we supported our notion that nutrient uptake varies during the growing season and that precise mineral application needs to account for phenological shifts. To that end, we characterized the seasonal nutrient uptake of Prunus dulcis (almond trees) by an advanced mineral mass-balance approach. We used lysimeters to study fertilization by characterizing the mineral composition of the irrigation and drainage. Then, we determined the interactions between evapotranspiration and mineral uptake across the phenological shift from vegetative development to metabolic conservation in almond trees.



Mass-balances are a sound and direct approach to characterize mineral uptake and discharge in crop systems. Growing mature almond trees in large containers, and periodically collecting their drainage for mineral analyses, produced a series of mineral mass-balance records. The initial output of this application is the seasonal changes in ET under a regular fertigation composition, and under high concentrations of N, P, or K. Neither high concentrations of N or P exhibited the potential to increase the ET of almond trees throughout summer. It could be that these trees were at their optimal nutritional status (this was the rationale of the regular fertigation treatment) and that an additional mineral application cannot benefit any physiological activity. Higher mineral concentrations could even carry adverse osmotic or toxic effects that would inhibit productivity [11], ultimately risking the trees’ physiological integrity [4]. Alternatively, higher mineral concentrations could support physiological activities that are not directly related to ET, as nucleic protein expression in the case of N, or carbohydrate phosphorylation for P [12]. Such conditions would show later, perhaps through abiotic resilience in stress [31], or a predisposition for reproduction in the following year [32]. Nevertheless, a high K availability did induce ET by ~30% in the second part of the growing season. This implies that the K contribution is critical to physiological processes that occur in late summer after the vegetative stage is concluded [33]. The second output of the irrigation and drainage collections was a mineral mass-balance. In this case, high concentrations of either N, P, or K dramatically increased each mineral’s uptake. The capacity to extract more N seemed limited, though, as it increased by a mere 50% while its concentrations in fertigation doubled. The N soluble formation could explain the N uptake limitations [34]. However, it is unlikely in this research case, where 90% of the total N was delivered as NO3−. Probably, the energetic costs of N uptake and nitrification [12], or the possible hazards of N toxicity [35], constrained the N uptake. A concentrated mineral application (150% of the reference concentrations) tripled the P and K uptake by the end of the growing season, mainly due to amplified P and K uptake in August through October. Possibly, the mechanisms that require high P or K are more dominant in the second part of the growing season, after the primary vegetative and reproductive growth concluded. Otherwise, the past year’s P and K storages could still be sufficient at this time. Alternatively, the P and K uptake could be inhibited at the beginning of the growing season by a stronger affinity to N assimilation in new growth. However, interpreting these findings in a physiological context calls for a temporal study of resource allocation in plants.



A phenological shift from resource utilization for growth to metabolic conservation, alters mineral uptake by trees. Almond trees dedicate spring and early summer (March to June) to obtain a maximal canopy cover and peak growth rates. Such behavior could be characteristic of perennial species from colder semi-arid environments where water, sunshine, and moderate temperatures are primarily available in early summer [36]. Winter in these environments is typically cold and windy, probably favoring deciduous tree species. Summer is hot and dry, possibly forcing many of these species to bloom early and yield by mid-summer. By the time almond trees yield in late July, many leaves senesce and canopy cover reduces by 60%. There was no stress involved, and presumably, this early-season senescence is a natural condition of an aging canopy. Importantly, almond trees did not limit ET at this time, implying that the leaves that senesced were older and nonproductive, or from the shaded lower canopy. The decrease in stem growth shifted by a month, to 30% by August, and 90% by September, which implies that the limitations for growth were not environmental but phenological. Moreover, as the sinks for carbohydrates curtailed, the roots of almond trees began to accumulate starch, probably to support metabolism in winter and bloom in spring [37]. Hence, there is a blunt phenological shift in August from vegetative and reproductive growth, to metabolic conservation to support the buds that set [38]. Such a transition could determine the mineral uptake, allocation, and composition of trees [39]. N concentrations in the roots or leaves of almond trees did not change, though, which is reasonable considering that N mainly constitutes organic biomolecules [12]. Almond trees did change N concentrations in leaves and root at N deficiency, which implies that tissues inherently shifted their biochemical composition to biomolecules that do not require N (e.g., structural cellulose or soluble sugars) [4] or translocated N to support critical biological processes [40]. P concentrations can change between the growth and storage stages, as almond trees’ leaves and roots accumulate P as esters in a carbon chain, or as nucleic acids in structural elements. Interestingly, high P concentrations can occur in P deficiency, as growth pauses and photosynthates have no utility, or in high P conditions when it accumulates as inorganic phosphate [41]. K concentrations increased in the storage stage, yet only in leaves and at low K conditions, which may imply that there are fewer K sinks, as new chlorophyll, in late summer. Notably, at this time, root development tends to accelerate [42], and almond roots have significantly less K than the leaves, which raises the question of which are the K sinks. Conclusively, the effectiveness of mineral applications varies by mineral. Almond trees extract N on application according to ET rates, and N effectiveness declines dramatically at high irrigation concentrations. P uptake, which is associated with carbohydrate metabolism, depends on ET in the growth stage. Then, when trees recharge their carbohydrates storages in late summer, P uptake intensifies, independent of ET. Finally, K uptake is highly effective in a wide range of irrigation concentrations, maintaining an uptake ratio of 0.6 to 0.8 at nearly any ET, and elevating by 10% in late summer.



Recommendations for almond fertigation can account for changes in mineral uptake capacity. Farmers can adequately suffice the mineral uptake capacity of trees through mineral application in irrigation. For that matter, a constant N application throughout the growing season will do. Nevertheless, constraining N fertilization to spring and early-summer could better support the trees’ phenological requirements because N is associated with vegetative growth [43]. Almond trees extracted more P (350 g tree−1 year−1, which is ~200 P2O5 kg hectare−1) than most current field recommendations, especially in July–October. This does not imply that existing almond plantations are P deficient, as many farm soils initially contain P [44], as do low-quality irrigation water [45] (be it effluents or reservoirs exposed to runoffs) and composts [46]. However, it is essential to reassess P applications in cultivated soils (possibly depleted of minerals), or in farms where the source to nutrients is limited to soluble minerals. Almond trees can also extract up to ~900 kg K2O hectare−1, and K uptake is most effective after the harvest (August through September), which corresponds to current fertilization recommendations for California almond growers [47]. While this study lays the empirical foundations for precise mineral applications, translating these realizations to field applications is not straightforward. Trees will not experience the exact mineral composition of the irrigation. Mainly, soil properties such as chemical composition, acidity, hydraulic or electric conductance, and biological conditions buffer and alter the soil solution [12]. Fungi and microbes could transform N between NH4+ and NO3− [48], practically determining its nutrition benefits or toxicity. Then, soils can absorb or release P and K, introducing spatial and temporal irregularity to the mineral concentrations in the soil solution [48]. Climate also affects mineral availability, as precipitation washes nutrients away from the root zone, while heat and cold reduce nitrification by microbial communities [49]. Hence, this study calls for subsequent field-work to link between the irrigation’s mineral composition and the mineral availability to trees in various soils and environmental conditions.
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Figure 1. Seasonal changes in resource uptake. (A) Evapotranspiration (ET) between March and October of the almond trees fertigated at 30 (reference) and 60 mg N L−1, 6 (reference) and 15 mg P L−1, or 60 (reference) and 150 mg K L−1. (B) Cumulative mineral uptake by almond trees fertigated with a reference concentration or higher concentrations of N, P, or K. *—denote statistical differences (Student t-test, p < 0.05) between fertigation treatments in a specific month. (C,D) A two-way ANOVA analysis for the effects of time and fertigation concentrations on the observations. 






Figure 1. Seasonal changes in resource uptake. (A) Evapotranspiration (ET) between March and October of the almond trees fertigated at 30 (reference) and 60 mg N L−1, 6 (reference) and 15 mg P L−1, or 60 (reference) and 150 mg K L−1. (B) Cumulative mineral uptake by almond trees fertigated with a reference concentration or higher concentrations of N, P, or K. *—denote statistical differences (Student t-test, p < 0.05) between fertigation treatments in a specific month. (C,D) A two-way ANOVA analysis for the effects of time and fertigation concentrations on the observations.



[image: Agronomy 10 01277 g001]







[image: Agronomy 10 01277 g002 550] 





Figure 2. Phenological shifts. Seasonal changes in the leaf area index (LAI, bloom through senescence), stem radial growth (SRG), and the roots’ starch reserves in almond trees fertigated with reference N (30 mg L−1), P (6 mg L−1), or K (60 mg L−1) concentrations that differentiate between the growth and the phenological storage stages. Letters denote the HSD levels (p < 0.05) of a one-way ANOVA analysis, the vertical dashed line marks the time of fruit ripening, and background hues illustrate the growth and storage phenological stages. 
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Figure 3. Mineral storages at two phenological stages. (A) N concentrations in the leaves and roots of almond trees fertigated with 2, 10, 30, 60, or 100 mg N L−1 in May (growth phenology) and September (storage phenology). (B) P concentrations in leaves and roots of trees fertigated with 0, 1, 3, 6, 10, or 15 mg P L−1 in May and September. (C) K concentrations in the leaves and roots of trees were fertigated with 2, 10, 30, 60, or 100 mg K L−1 in May and September. *—denote significant differences between mineral concentrations at the growth and storage phenological stages. 
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Figure 4. Phenological effects on fertigation efficiency. (A) The correlations between N, P, or K fertigation efficiencies for almond trees and N, P, or K concentrations in fertigation in May (growth phenology) and September (storage phenology). (B) A two-way ANOVA analysis for the effects of fertigation concentration and phenology on the observations. *—denote statistical differences (Student t-test, p < 0.05) between fertigation treatments in a specific month. 
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Figure 5. Physiological and phenological effects on mineral uptake. (A) The correlation between the N uptake and evapotranspiration (ET) of almond trees fertigated with 10, 30 (reference), or 60 mg N L−1 in April through July (growth phenology) or August through October (storage phenology). The correlation between P uptake and the ET of trees fertigated with 1, 6 (reference), or 15 mg P L−1 at growth phenology. The correlation between the K uptake and ET of trees fertigated with 10, 60 (reference), or 100 mg K L−1 during growth. The lines denote linear regressions, the ribbons mark the 95% confidence levels of a linear fit, the black horizontal lines indicate the medians, and the boxes signify the deviation at the x and y axes. (B) A two-way ANOVA analysis for the effects of ET and fertigation concentrations on the observations. 
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