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Introduction P Surplus Trends have Declined in past 50 Years

Excess phosphorus (P) in Lake Erie Is
responsible for harmful algae growth.
P stored in the land from past years
(legacy P) delays the Dbenefits of

In Canada, 72% of phosphorus comes from manure,
while in the USA, it's 27%, with greater contributions
from fertilizers.
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80% of legacy P is accumulated in soil pool and 13% is exported via stream
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