Journal of Agricultural Machinery

B

Vol. 3, No. 1, Spring - Summer 2013, p. 41-47 SR

S 338LiS L cylile & i

A5 FI-FY o ATAY Jal Jlunos ) o5leds ¥ k>

5 ¢S 4 (Fragaria X ananassa) K 5o 6 o g 2 95 Sl AT anlas

rf.ﬂu BV —Yabb' VMU LbJ.L_.w —555\‘5:\.31 Wu ulg'ﬂ..& ‘;\nw

VY il fols

WV/ENY 1o Gl

LEVCCS

A aalllae umli_.:;ito}’l o ygandy SibeS 4 LuglS ¢ lole (Fragaria x ananassa) (S5y5cs ogs o) 93 Cumlis pols Gudios 4

J9i5b 5 0ad (e Gty 1 L)l 5l bogis (g, 5l oalatnl b a8 i8S )3 (6)Lid g sl s (slagyd gm0 13 S5 ST & 90 4 barogse
a1yt (55,50 31 (D lsis 4 (KBS Cd a0 £ 9 0 > CES JE Dbl 5590 (Sl pasls s 4y (S o2 b Jlesl
SB55 o S5l 55 4y Ay & iy yne 3 48,5 )8 (slhogso & o 93,5 b linosts e (5551 £k 53 .23l il
ok WYID & ¥F 5l) (K895 0o (08l 4w Crgo (Jo3 /- AY @0 /oYY ) 45 G551 (0 ol e ioly olis 093 1) oy
Gad sl Gl 8l o)) YO Side S v (Jsi o/ VA) e il OF &y (a5 +/+VF) yiegesl VA I bgiw gl yiul38l b .ad (eSe
Ol 3 (e)ls mime MBS 4l ¥ ass adb ¥ 1 (6)135,L los 59,5 plp 93 gy ;503 905] 99 A Can (65LES (69, 5| b FiBeS
iy 40 0y o > L (g o i (S8 & (5 sy Copmlacs I B g8 o8 asged] plas 13 42,51 0l ol |, Sibgs

O ol (Bollen et al., 1995) (¢;tw,Lsl 9 (Sdudin bgls
o Ml 5 Jgzn oS 2k pn (S5855 Sl aso g5
Olye a3 Joolse ()9Sl 358 00 Cguie 35 Cudldy
Gy (g g (S & 030 Sl JI8L (gl g5l
loise o] dles 5148 Wlord aBlis (Sle slo it & ogre
JUsl g sygl b iy sl by, g s 00 g o8 4
iyl o oldes s YT ile 5l oolatul (S5e5s
9 050 Cldy o (Sloj Abols ccuilyy (loj 53 ogpe Esh aAls yo
0ge 315 (glos (S3sS oS syl elss 5 yme 53 (65,3
oo 3 4By )8 o Coliue (> g ogee (i g o5l
Ericsson and Tahir, 1996; ) 5,5 )Ll Sl sl is
[(Thiagu et al., 1993; Hung and Prussia, 1989

o Ygmame (59) ym yde (SBg5 4 by Slilllae (98T
Golacki et al., 2009; Zarifneshat et al., ) cow oen
(Chenetal., M 4(Ahmadietal., 2010) 4 (2010
Fragaria X ) 55,5045 090 Lol .ol 0391 55 yaz0 1986)
Yo (SideS 4 Comlus ¢ (Sl Slosw Ll 4 (ananassa
ol 48515 )2 3)90

A5 Jlagime o) HeS B I (Josly o5 40
K55S i o g (S p0g5 55 (5l 83l

doddo

iyl e g by claanld e > Sle Slods
CodeS g 0 OV gae (S0Telen 8 9 (Seolsd e il cge
Olsie & Slodo oyl (Shewfelt, 1998) aas o uals'l, \JaL‘j
LD (65)gtS Y gmame g (i 5 S pens
Sloogas ) gllaols @y s slog! dawly 4 lolwl § Bgd 0
auly () ol g ogre CudgS g Cungy STy (b slose) (&S
o lazl ol 51 glyly (30 sl &y oo (sl yiiSTy g (pabo o
(Castillo, 1992) witwn wollasls
Sl Slass 018 syl Jelss 51 cilio £55 93 liixe
3 03,y bys (all 2l 03,8 )5 sy 5w ATy8 cps o 1,
2303l 6)ltb (sl (o 5 JUal 5 (60,8 ool il

ISR “5)')51_435 uy_wl)..:l&o e A_A;))l u_wt.ﬁ;)lf (S 97is Sl =)
sy ol ¢ g5y0liS

(Email: sa_ir al@yahoo.com It 0l g5 —3)
5oy ol ¢(gyaliiS” 0uSuisly (6550l (slapbile (awiige dliwl =Y

sy ol ¢ g5,9liS” 0uSuisly (0l pMol 5 el wdine bl =Y



WWAY gl Jluows o) o lols ¥ ol ((55,59LeS (sl ppuiilo 4y yis Yy

JEs 5 o s YVIY- £ YAV 5 YAIYS £ YOV b Lausgto
Syee Vo VFAY £ OV/-VE 5 AVV/AA- £ OIY-5 b wssio s
o=l 3 Jghie (slos pL8) jl 08y 95 ol w285 1,8 edlan
o A Gl (Sloj sl an 3 Lo 3)50 Sladiges Bl o
Has a5y 3 g iyl slaole 3 g lislejl (el
3 ostle liwg) 53 (SIS (S5 8095 68 93 0 Mg e
9 Jol () Ay )3 5l 3)90 sladiged D9 )5 b g5
Joo oBilojl 4y blasl b 5 cudlyy (ialojl o 5l 18 aloldM,
Slpogro 5 (st (sl o 4y olSitylej] )5 ladigas 250
dod A abliS LS o )Ls lgo 55 g adgl ol (ol
A pbul bl 8 olisles]

i il Ly o5 s Sy oy e sl
5 Ve sladigel «SiS o )] Cundty A e gl
asp VOt Y clad b ol gy celo YF Gto 4 5,S5 Jles 5o
Soilas! sl (Doymaz, 2007) w05 esls 41,5 o], Sl
L Iz oil 5l gl 03 )18 51 am g S8 ladigas (g
=8y 93 gl adol g by (glgizee b odlawl p )5 /40 ) >
(St 0jg oolol ) 20> AFNE 5 V-V o5 4 LyglS g Ish
A YE YY) 6L los p3 )lid g anps (slaygosl oA puuns
(st gy (835 plonl Jpane (b Cugbs) 5 (31,5 ol
Dy do > 0F Slislejl plosl plKin 4> baisee

90 O3t pd ) ouliind by s pud 943

S ool (Jgaily i oS3 1 g0l ol plol ol
FYISY oy 3 e ¥ i ) (55Y,5 0l 5, oyt o
s (193 S5 ST Cppo &) brogee LBy S 4y o5 ()5
e ool )y 8 adglS iid gl i Sledd sl o5
ol 4S5 S jlloge dy gl by o3jlg s J S polaien,
() JS5) abionlitul b oo Cudy )3 ol dusd 9>

03} o5 (V) adaly 5l oalazul b Wsgee 4 03)ls (55,50 30

E=mgh (V)

905wy adglS )y i g g M dlaly (pl )5 S
£lis ) 33 h il o adb jpime 1 yie e (S Sl
e (V) by 31 00zl b & il (505 Lo 51 i3 glS g oge
D9
=T —reos’ ()
Fosle sy dglS 0153855 Glowy Jobo 1 ey () 5
bl 42 o S (sihalsy s 0

sy 4dauly 4 (Fragaria x ananassa) . ,5cq5
5 YU s Sial ¢ SlSe Slosio 4 s Y (£ byl
AL o pdy dlud o3l 568 (clogee (>, (sla ST 4 ol
;L5 sla 55,8 &y plply (Dennis, 1978; Kader, 1999)
S gloj e sl LS g 0392 oy I g 39400 poe 1)
IV P C W RSN I J AR PR C9Y

sl Bpae 3)90 (K30 Cutlyp I g sy Sldas
o3l )50 0900 W 9 2,5 o0 Cjgeo (s> KB 4y (5595 0jb
ol 51 odlitul b cul Koo (sl SV game Adg5 g (698 )
wd b plosl o je (Ferreira et al., 2008) s95 coils
s (lrale 5 JB 5 Jo> ©lds inlS 0xi 53 Jolyo
Calgiims g Cuonl uwd Cubld p i 53,500 B)b bl
51 ¢ (Sherman, 1988)u il o oatiS cuilsy dgio (6 ydus
s il Sl 29 Sl o lliwl Sy bl 2 ogse
JLs > (Maynard et al., 1988) s s alys awlS Jgaxe
4 03ly Sl @loss Lol Lite ey cldes , sl
olal ;e (Ferreira et al., 2008) wsb o 55,845
higmel gl 5)LS g cBo g ) g ond il Jpas
(Mitchell et ol osis (5155 2o )0V F/F 5 YYIY Cus iy 3
Sl Sae 53)) 9 lid s Jole aw 3l K yaall, 1964)
(Brusewitz et al., x4-5 Joame > SidgS sloul cngo
1991)

o9 Gl pt () alpo 9 08 cojlul il (oo el
(Jamieson et al., 2002) xswn 38,50 jlis & Spey
ey s S8 Sl g5 oS el oas G35 S
Ppglie 5 )Scdw i Jlie 3 S5 g bawgie (b S5 09
oduwy slaogre (Ourecky and Bourne, 1968) s_il »
(Doving and ol o5 sy slbosse & s (Siicog
Clrog e i e )3 (o)l bz OS] Js Mage, 2002)
(Ourecky and  couwl oiis sdalie sduwy 3> 5l Jiw 5 0w,
.Bourne, 1968)

1l 525 5)lse Jolds pils uios Lilal

Caily a8 e > (SibsS 0aiS byl Lol olse axllas
abld g 3l s g

Olie 2 03l Slag s b 5 08 (slaygSe Il ()
g0 53 o4 odalie SidgsS

L g, 9 dlge

L e e Lgls 5 ol (55,8095 03 93 adlllas )
s S VOV 2 /5% g VWA IYVY i pys ba gt



FY KOs ogun pd) 99 Camwlins 21K bojT axdlias

Lo s oS =Y JK&
Fig.2. Drop test apparatus
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Table 2- The levels of drop test factors
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Fig.1. Pendulum impactor
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Table 1- The levels of impact test factors

Tobw oL Tobw ol
Levels Factor Levels Factor
(Selva) Igbw o5, (Selva) 1gtw o5,
(Gaviota) Ly Variety (Gaviota) Ly Variety
(o 8l 18) Js3 0.026 (42,2 30) Jg5 0.022
(0.026 Joule- 18 Centimeter) (0.022 Joule- 30 Degree)
(sessle 34) J550.049 b (53 (422 45) Js3 0.049 aps 855l
(0.049 Joule- 34 Centimeter) Drop energy (0.049 Joule- 45 Degree) Impact energy
(o 58l 54)J95 0.079 (4,2 60) Jg5 0.082

(0.079 Joule- 54 Centimeter)

(0.082 Joule- 60 Degree)
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Table 3- The levels of compression test factors

Levels zglaw Factor ,g51
(Selva) lslo
(Gaviota) Ly8
a5l 2 — -y 3.339
(3.339 Newton- 2
Second)
a5l 4 -y 3.339
(3.339 Newton- 4
Second)

456 2 — e 3.968
(3.968 Newton- 2
Second)
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Table 5- Mean comparison of impact energy factor levels using

Duncan test (p= 5%)

SBsS Lamigia 2155 555 195516 g
Average of bruising Levels of impact energy
(mm3) factor

48.205a (30°) Js5 0.022
(0.022 Joule- 30 degree)

83.143b (45°) Js; 0.049
(0.049 Joule- 45 Degree)

148.520c (60°) Js; 0.082

(0.082 Joule- 60 Degree)
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Table 7- Mean comparison of drop height factor levels using
Duncan test (p= 5%)

K55 basgin byl £li5 ) 5516 zghaus
Average of bruising Levels of drop height

(mm®) factor

214.10a (18 cm) Jg5 0.026
(0.026 Joule- 18 Centimeter)

241.40a (34 cm) Jy3 0.049
(0.049 Joule- 34 Centimeter)

295.54b (54 cm) J43 0.079

(0.079 Joule- 54 Centimeter)
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Table 4- The variance analysis of impact test

Slagge pfile 303l Sl > aie
Mean squares Degrees of Source
freedom
0.159%* 1 Variety 43,
2.171%* 2 4y 55
Energy
0.073 2 o8y X555l
Energy
Variety x
0.031 114 Error s
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** Significant at 1%
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Table 6- The variance analysis of drop test

Olayo (wibe g8l Ola yd P9
Mean squares Degrees of Source
freedom
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Table 9- Mean comparison of compression factor levels
using Duncan test (p= 5%)

SB9S bawglo Ui 5956 gl

Average of bruising Levels of pressure factor
(mm?®)

329.45a 4l 2 g 3.339
(3.339 Newton- 2 Second)

385.98ab 456 4505 3.339
(3.339 Newton- 4 Second)

453.91b 456 2- 5405 3.968

(3.968 Newton- 2 Second)
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Table 8- The variance analysis of compression test

Ol ofilbe gl ol &
Mean squares Degrees of Source
freedom
24397 1 Variety 13,
155340%* 2 Pressure ,Lié
14501 2 o8y x ,Lid
xVariety
Pressure
27263 114 Error ks
Lo )d Sy oy iy gxe ¥
** Significant at 1%
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