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Figure S1. Experimental area at Unido Farm, Currais, Piaui, Brazil.
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Figure S2: Data referring to Fe (a), Mn (b) and Zn (c) as a function of liming rates (e) and V (f) as
a function of gypsum rates in the 2019/2020 cropping season, Fe (d) as a function of liming rates
and Cu (g) as a function of gypsum rates in the 2020/2021 cropping season. Currais, Piaui, Brazil.
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Figure S3: Leaf concentrations of N (a), P (b), K (c), Cu (d), Fe (e), Mn (f) and Zn (g) as a function
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of liming rates and of Zn (h) as a function of gypsum rates in soybean, in the 2019/2020

agricultural year. Currais, Piaui, Brazil.
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Figure S4: Leaf concentrations of N (a), P (b), K (c), Mn (e), Fe (f) and Zn (g) as a function of
liming rates and of K (g) and B (h) as a function of gypsum rates in soybean, in the 2020/2021
cropping season. Currais, Piaui, Brazil.



