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» Established 1-Jun-09, 21-May-
10, and 20-May-11

» Plots harvested on 27-Jul, 10-
Sep and 21-Oct In 2009, 26-
Jul and 26-Aug in 2010, and
22-Jun, 25-Jul, 30-Aug, 4-Oct
In 2011

Contact: Chris Teutsch. 434-292-5331 or Figure 3. Plots were established with a cultipack type seeder (Carter Manufacturing, Brookston, IN) w i; lrglnlaTeCh

left) and harvested with self propelled sickle bar type forage harvester (Swift Machine, Swift Current,
cteutsch@vt.edu ( . ®
@ SK) (right). Invent the Future

Figure 5. Summer annuals plots at Virginia Tech’s
Southern Piedmont Agricultural Research and Extension
Center, Blackstone, VA during the 2011 growing season.
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