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* Post-harvest soil moisture affects off-season recharge and next-
season starting water; drier profiles after cotton are fine If
reduced pumping is planned.

Methods Effect of crop rotation on seasonal water balance components * Since ETa totals didn't differ significantly, cotton's advantage

(Field Treatment Cropping Patterns ) _ likely lies In timing of water use, not total seasonal consumption.
Half-violin (distribution), thin box (median & IQR), jittered replicates, and mean + SE.
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