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« Multifactor EoF export indices, selective
SQI's and management relationships will
be explored.

Figure 7. Preliminary example distributions of site average bulk density (a) and microbial
biomass carbon (MBC; (b)) using Soil Management Assessment Framework® (SMAF)
scoring curves.

e Other solil health scoring and indexing approaches will be explored.

Figure 2. Soll health sampling strategy and parameters, and an example framework
that may be used to link soil health to water quality (Andrews et al., 20015).
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