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ABSTRACT

A visua map display of the complete 1999 growing season will be created for internal use on
NASS's Intranet using GIS to display crop development and condition as supplementary
information to the standard NASS collected survey data. The crop information comes mainly from
expert opinion of USDA agricultural extension agents across the country. They submit weekly
reports to NASS on crop development and condition which is summarized at the state level and
published for external use in the “Crop Progress Report” and in the “Weekly Weather and Crop
Bulletin.” Using thisinformation for a selected group of states at the county level with the purpose
to expand the Agency GIS capabilities for internal analysis, crop progress of the specific stages of
crop development for corn and soybeans, along with vegetative index maps, farmer reported yield
data at the county level, weekly growing degree data, and NASS county estimate data provides a
good visual overview of a growing season.

INTRODUCTION

The National Agricultural Statistics Service (NASS) is responsiblefor providing statistical data
on U.S. agriculture. The major tools used to measure U.S. agricultural output are scientifically
selected sample surveys from avery largelist of farm operators (list frame) and from parcels of
land of the entire country (areaframe). Geographic information systems and the use of remotely
sensed data provide additional toolsfor analysis. Along with vegetationindex mapson our Internet
site, new map products have been created on our Intranet site to supplement our survey data and
AVHRR imagery and provide avisual monitoring of crop progress and crop condition on aweekly
basis.

As with most crop seasons, the 1999 crop season had some substantial geographic variability
due to the impact of certain weather conditions. The use of GIS and remotely sensed data along
with survey datacan beused asavisua tool to illustrate the effects of the weather and itsinfluence
on the various sources of information used in crop analysis. The graphic illustrations presented in
this paper are based on Internet and Intranet products depending on the nature of the datainvolved.
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The Internet visualization which includes AVHRR and our official end-of-season county estimates
is available to the public. The Intranet version contains crop progress and condition data at the
county level (too low a level of aggregation for publishing) and farmer reported survey data
indications, which cannot be released.

These displaysillustrate sample survey data at geographic levels such as county which, due
to data confidentiality protections and statistical reliability concerns at alow level of aggregation,
can only be used for internal crop analyst review. Some examples of this type of application are
viewing monthly farmer reported yield data from a small sample at the county level along with
month to month and year to year graphic comparisons and viewing weekly crop stage and
condition dataat the county level. Thespatial patternsarethereal interest and not the specific value
for agiven datacell.

A brief explanation of each of the data sources used to create the crop season visuaization is
givenbelow. Thisisthenfollowed up with examplesof how AVHRR imagery and survey datacan
be integrated together to provide an important visual picture of the impact of weather on each of
these sources of information.

CROP PROGRESS AND CONDITION

A national agricultural summary of crop progress and condition tables is published in the
“Weekly Weather and Crop Bulletin” each week. Thejoint cooperatorsfor this publication include
the Department of Commerce’' s National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA), the
National Weather Service (NWS), and the Department of Agriculture’s (USDA) National
Agricultural Statistics Service(NASS) and theWorld Agricultural Outlook Board (WAOB). NASS
Headquarters releases a separate “ Crop Progress Report” during the growing season. The report
contains tables which show planting, phenologica and harvest progress, and crop condition
percent by categories for the major producing states at a state level only.

This summarized datais available on the NASS web site and this crop information comes
from expert opinion of USDA agricultural extension agents across the country. They submit
weekly reportsto NASS on crop development stages and condition which NASS staff summarize
at the regional, state, and sometimes the agricultural statistics district level.

To enhancethe vegetativeindex dataproducts discussed earlier, additional GIS maps have been
added to NASS's Intranet visualization based on this weekly data of specific stages of crop
development and condition at the county level for a selected 9 State pilot area covering important
corn and soybean states. Thesevisualizationsaid the crop analyst in monitoring crop growth. Crop
progressismonitored for the phenol ogical development of aparticular crop. For example, both corn
and soybeans go through various phenol ogical stages of maturity once planting takes place (USDA,
National Agricultural Statistics Service, 1990). For corn the stages include emerged, silking,
dough, dent and mature and for soybeans the stages are emerged, blooming, setting pods, and
dropping leaves. Once these stages are complete, crop harvesting begins.
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Each of these developmental stages generally occur within agenera time frame depending on
when planting takes place. Progress percents relate to acres and should indicate the progress of
field activities or crop development. Generally, an acre should be considered in or beyond a
phenological stage when 50 percent or more of the plantsin that acre are in or beyond that stage.

Weather data such as frost information can aso provide supplemental information to analyze
the current crop condition. The 30 year averagefirst fall freeze date contoursfromtheU.S. National
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) are overlaid onto the crop progress mapsduring
September to monitor both corn and soybeans. Displaying frost isolines for the mean first fall
freeze date as a map overlay helpsin the evaluation of possible crop damage from freezing in late
maturing crops.

Frost isolines can also provide another overlay or GIS layer to the AVHRR images. Analysts
can usetheseisolinesto locate areas where the first frost might produce possible crop damage. The
crop’ sdevelopment can be analyzed and compared with the mean dates cal cul ated from thirty years
of historic data of thefirst frost. These maps are available to crop analysts to provide a useful
visual interpretation of possible areas for crop damage monitoring.

Along with the crop progress, crop condition is also monitored on aweekly basis. Based on
5 condition categories - very poor, poor, fair, good and excellent, each category is given a
percentage based on the condition of the crop and each category’s percent then adds up to 100
percent. For the crop visualization, the shading is based on the condition category with the highest
percentage for each county in the 9 State area. Along with condition the topsoil and subsoil
moisture are also monitored. Shading is based on 4 moisture categories - very short, short,
adequate, and surplus using the moisture category with the highest percentages for each county in
the 9 State area and again each category’ s percent adds up to 100 percent.

A state focus is also included in the visualization, highlighting one particular state each week,
showing detailed information on condition and soil moisture by displaying box charts in each
county. Each box chart based on condition representsthe 5 condition categories and their assigned
percentage and is displayed along with the crop progress for each county. The box chart based on
soil moisture represents the 4 moisture categories and their assigned percentage. Polylines created
from the crop condition are also used along with the AVHRR data for a state focus.

GROWING DEGREE DAY S
Growing degree daysis aso used in the 1999 crop visualization. Growing degree day unitsis
amethod to relate the cumulative effects of temperature above a given base to plant growth. The

base temperature varies with the type of crop.

Growing degree days can be atool in describing the relative maturity of a plant as opposed to
tracking the days a specific variety requiresto reach maturity. Growing degree days are calculated



for each 24 hour day and accumulated from the time the crop is planted until maturity (Aldrich,
1986).

Therefore, growing degree days could be a useful indicator of the total effect of temperature
during the growing season. Although degree daysisnot aperfect tool for monitoring maturity, it
can be useful in providing a more thorough picture of crop maturity stages and is helpful in
showing year to year comparisons.

MONTHLY AGRICULTURAL YIELD SURVEY DATA

Survey dataisalso being mapped to provide a supplemental visual tool along with AVHRR and
crop progressand condition. Agricultural Yield Surveysare conducted monthly during May through
November. All States, except Alaska and Hawaii, participate in the Survey. The months for
which individual States participate will depend on the estimating program needs for that State.
The survey provides the primary indications for the monthly Crop Production report that publishes
forecasts of production during the growing season. The crop acreage and yield data are collected
by mail and telephone. The sample consists of a sub-sample of operators who reported the crop of
interest during the March and June Agricultural Surveys. For the visualization, we take the SAS
data set of survey data created by Headquarters and generate summary statistics in Arc/Info to
produce county level yield responses for corn and soybeans.

For the visualization, this survey data is used in the months of August through November.
Currently, maps are created from the Monthly Agriculture Yield Surveys which provide data
based on individual responses of farmer reported yield and once the datais aggregated, displaysthe
weighted average by county. A weight for each individual observation was created by dividing
each respondents's harvested acreage by the county total. After multiplying the weight times
each respondent’ scorn and soybean yield, thewei ghted yiel d responseswhere summed to the county
level.

These visualizations can be used to monitor year to year differences of yield data and month to
month comparisons. These maps can be used to compare the survey data with crop progress and
condition mapsaswell astheAVHRR data. Again, thespatial patterns (clustersof counties) arethe
item of interest rather than the data value for any given data cell.

COUNTY ESTIMATE SURVEY DATA

The county estimates program uses data collected through cooperative agreements with each
State individually. The States cooperate with NASS in exchange for datathat provide estimates of
their agricultural economies at the county level. County crop estimates are usually prepared from
surveysmailedto alarge sample. Samplesfor these surveys measure year to year change with many
respondents included in the sample from one year to the next (USDA, National Agricultural
Statistics Service, 1995, p.9).



The current system for county estimates merges the procedures and data with those of other
surveys (cattle, sheep, and quarterly agricultural surveys, to name a few). This approach helps to
distributethelarger operationswithin the county estimates, thereby strengthening their validity. The
county estimates are also employed in weighting other NA SS reports back to the districtsto ensure
that the reports from a particular district are accorded their proper weight, or significance; those
districts with the highest acreage, for instance, receive the greatest weights.

The many sectors that make up the agriculture industry depend on county estimates when
pinpointing production shifts and concentrations, determining sal es areas and markets, and locating
new processing plants. Crop county estimates arerelied on heavily by government agenciesaswell.
The Federal Crop Insurance Corporation counts on them to cal culate premiums and | 0ss payments,
and the Farm Service Agency relies on them as one of the factors in administering farm programs.
State governments use them to administer some of their programs, and to assess the relative
importance of agriculture to the total cash receipts of their counties.

County estimates are used to develop choropleth maps for NASS Headquarters and the State
Statistical Offices (SSO’ s) aswell asbeing placed onthenternet for public access. Oncethe county
estimates are prepared, this survey data can be used to finalize the visualization of the crop season.

The SSO’s are responsible for sending the county estimates to Headquarters during February and
March. Currently, thecommaodities produced for distributionincludeall wheat, barley, corn, cotton,
durum wheat, oats, peanuts, rice, sorghum, soybeans, spring wheat, sunflowers and winter wheat.
These maps aong with the AVHRR are available at NASS's Internet site: www.usda.gov/nass.

REMOTE SENSING DATA

Information gathered by satellites supplements the data collected by enumerators. There are
several types of satellites circling the globe in continuous polar orbits, collecting and transmitting
information about the Earth's resources and weather. These satellites measure energy reflected and
emitted by the Earth's surface for the smallest unit of measurement called apixel. The pixels create
amap of aparticular area which can be used to assess weather patterns and crop progress.

The Eros Data Center (EDC) of the U.S. Geological Survey prepares vegetation vigor indices
based ontheadvanced, very-high-resolution radiometer (AVHRR) sensor readingsfromthe NOAA-
14 polar orbiting weather satellite for a biweekly composite period. These data have proven
valuableto USDA policy officialsin providing geographic location and monitoring information for
vegetation condition in crop areas (Wade et a., 1994; Mueller et al., 1996).

The limitations of the AVHRR data are primarily related to pixel size with each pixel
representing approximately 230 acres, and also atmospheric interference such as clouds or haze.
The data does not produce crop specific yields that are as precise as those computed from the
collected survey data. But the data are excellent for timely views of large areas that are behind or
ahead of previous seasons, or areas that are under stress due to drought, excessive moisture, or
disease. Every 2 weeks, AVHRR data provide avaluable view of the Nation's vegetation for crop

-5



anaystsand statisticians. When observing agriculturally intensiveareas, low NDV I valuesdelineate
those areasthat are likely to be under stress due to drought, excessive moisture, or disease. Higher
NDVI values pinpoint areas with improved crop development. Although the AVHRR sensor has
a 1.0 square kilometer spatial resolution (after processing by EDC), the (in some case daily)
observationsmakethe AVHRR agood resourcefor vegetation monitoring (Eidenshink et al ., 1992).
The AVHRR are agood supplementary data source since NDV | values have been shown to have a
closerelationship to the phenol ogical growth stagesof crops(Perry et a., 1984; Goward et a., 1985;
Tucker et al., 1985). Consequently, the maps assist in seeing relationships between NDV1 values
and crop estimates.

In the growing season visualization, AVHRR and crop progress and condition are shown in a
side by side map display, allowing for acomparison of these different sourcesof data. However, an
awareness is necessary that the AVHRR is best when dealing with extremes such as large area
floods, droughts, diseases, etc. and there is not aways an exact correlation between the different
sources of data.

INTEGRATION OF REMOTELY SENSED DATA AND SURVEY DATA

The 1999 crop season displayed some good examples of geographic variability due to weather
conditions. The use of GIS and remote sensing along with survey data provides a good visual
illustration of theseweather effects. Theuseof NDV | vegetativeindex isrelated to plant chlorophyll
activity and isagood indication of overall vegetation vigor, but does haveits limitations dueto the
resolution and possible atmospheric interferences, such as cloud cover or haze. The use of the
weekly crop weather from agricultural experts provides additional data. Both sets of information
are gathering data about similar events and both datasets have their strengths and weaknesses.
When both are in agreement, however, there isincreased confidence in any conclusions based from
the weekly data.

When alarge area event takes place such as the massive flood of 1993, the drought in Texasin
1998, or the bumper crop conditions for Winter Wheat in the southern Plains in 1997-1998 then
plant vigor or plant stress is highly related to eventual crop yields. However, NASS uses
considerably more sophisticated survey methodsfor crop yield which isforecasted monthly and this
supplemental visual databasically actsasan early warning in outlining the areas potentially effected.

During 1999, the corn and soybean growing season began with generally favorable weather for
planting and plant emergence across the growing area of the United States. However, during July,
across the southern and eastern Corn Belt, mostly dry weather, accompanied by increasing heat
reduced soil moisture for reproductive corn and soybeans. A drought during the months of July and
August can be damagingto cornyieldssince ear fertilization and devel opment iscritical during that
time frame.

Theimpact of thisdry weather and reduced soil moisture can be seenin Figure 1. showing corn
condition for the week ending August 1, 1999 and Figure 2. showing topsoil moisture suppliesfor
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the sametimeperiod reflecting the adequate amounts of soil moisturein the western Corn Belt and
the shorter amountsreflected in partsof Missouri, Illinois, Indianaand Ohio. Continued dry weather
brought further drought intensification from the mid-Atlantic Statesinto New England as shownin
Figure 3. and isagood visualization of the widespread vegetation stress over Pennsylvania, New
Jersey, Maryland, northern Virginiaand northeastern West Virginia. The time period presented in
thisfigureisJuly 16 - July 29, 1999 as compared to the median of 1995-1998 for the same two week
period reflecting theratio of the current year normalized difference vegetative index (NDVI) to the
median. Figure 4. provides avisual summary of the effects of the dry weather and reduced soil
moisture by showing 1999 cornyield asapercent of 1998 survey databased onfarmer reportedyield
summarized to acounty level. The corn areas under stress are reflected by lower yield valuesin the
southeastern part of the Corn Belt and the mid-Atlantic states, especially in Pennsylvania.

However, despite lower yieldsin the drought stressed areas, especially the mid-Atlantic region,
growing conditionsweregenerally favorablein several mgor producing areassuch aslowa, southern
Minnesota, Nebraska, and most of Illinois. The U.S. Crop Production report forecasted that based
on November 1 conditions, yields were expected to average 134.5 bushels per acre, up 1.0 bushel
from last month and up 0.1 bushel from a year ago. This could possibly be the third largest
production and the second highest yield on record. Ideal weather conditions provided rapid harvest
progress and limited harvest |oss throughout the Corn Belt (USDA, National Agricultural Statistics
Service, 1999).

SUMMARY

NASS is working with crop analysts to provide timely and useful imagery and data products.
The primary purpose of thisvisualization isto provide near real-time capability using satellite data
to monitor crop growth and progressin the major production areas of the United States. Thesatellite
data provides an independent source of supplementary information to the survey data collected by
our enumerators. Crop analysts use the satellite imagery integrated with a geographic information
systemto helpintheir assessment of current crop condition and vegetationvigor. NASSusesitsGIS
capability to combine various layers of information, to overlay image data with State and County
boundaries, frost isoline data, and crop information. This visualization concentrates on the
integration of GIS map productsincluding AVHRR image data, crop progress of the specific stages
of crop development, crop condition, frost isolinesand survey data. The Intranet version allowsfor
visualization of crop progress and condition dataat the county level (too low alevel of aggregation
for publishing) and farmer reported survey data indications, which cannot be released.

NASS uses the collected data for monthly reports on farmers' planting intentions, estimates of
crop acreage planted and expected to be harvested, and forecasts of crop yield and production during
the growing season. After crop harvest, NASS estimates harvested crop acreage, crop yields, and
crop production using theabove surveys. Thefinal crop estimateisdetermined based on survey data
indications, administrative dataand all other known information to produce official estimates. The
GlSand remotely sensed data provide a supplemental tool for the visualization of agrowing season.



Corn Condition by County for Week Ending August 1, 1999
Shading Based on Condition Category with Highest Percentage

Figure 1. Corn condition

Topsoil Moisture Supplies for Week Ending August 1, 1999
Shading Based on Moisture Category with Highest Percentage

Moisture Catagorias

W Vry Short-Shart
B adequate
I:l Surplus.

Figure 2. Topsoil moisture supplies




Vegetation Condition Percent Change: 1999 +~ Median {1995-+1998)
Period 30 (7/16 - 7/29) 1999
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Figure 3. Vegetation condition percent change
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Figure4. Cornyield shown as a percent of the previous year
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