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APPENDIX G

RESPONSE SURFACES DESCRIBING ESTIMATED PROFIT AS A FUNCTION

OF N APPLICATION RATE AT FIRST SIDE-DRESS AND SECOND SIDE-

DRESS N
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Suffolk fine loamy sand, New Kent, 1996.
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Bojac sandy loam, New Kent, 1996.



117

200

250

300

350

400

450

500

0

10

20

30

40
50

0
20

40
60

80

E
st

im
a

te
d 

P
ro

fit
 (

do
lla

rs
 h

a
-1

)

Fi
rs

t s
id

e-
dr

es
s 

N
 (k

g 
ha-1 )

Second side-dress N (kg ha
-1)

Appling-Cecil complex, Amelia, 1996.
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Atlee very fine sand, Henrico, 1997.
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Kempsville loamy fine sand, New Kent, 1997.


