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SUMMARY

This study was aimed to find out the technic & economic feasibility of
container versus traditional landscape tree production methods. The results
were as follows.

The uprooting labor cost in the container production method was at
less 20% than the traditional production methods. And the total cost of
supporting material and shipping was reached at 50%. The total cost of
container supporting materials and transplanting(shipping) was calculated
4 times as the traditional production method.

But, the labor cost was on the increasing nowadays, and the traditional
production methods did have a labor consuming in it self. Therefore, it
have the limits as the decreasing labor supply market conditions.

It could be concluded that the container production methods have more
advantages than the traditional production methods under the financial

and manpower shortage conditions of nursery industry.
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Particle size
distribution
) o o Organic matter CEC
No | Location | Classification (% m/m) pH
(% m/m) (mEq 100g-1)
Sand | Silt | Clay
Sandy Loam
A-1 - 77 10 13 6.26 11 8.60
(SL)
Sandy Loam
A-2 - 78 9 13 6.10 1.2 7.03
(SL)
Sandy Loam
A-3 - 82 5 13 6.31 12 6.00
(SL)
Sandy Loam
B-1 - POT 77 9 14 6.38 11 9.43
(SL)
Sandy Loam
B-2 - 70 12 18 6.02 1.0 6.46
(SL)
2
1.
2 1
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*1
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3 (1998.11)
( cm)

control bag- n-pot pot-n-pot pot-n-pot bag-n-pot geocell root control pp

(under) (under) (above) (above) bag bag

0.1 0.5 1.7 0.5 1.0 1.7 3.0
1.1

R ab --------ee o b

13 15 0.8 0.9 0.8 17 2.0
14

............................... a.----.-------.----.----.-------

* (1998.11 ) 1 Walles- Duncan test
) pp
bag
* 2
6 99 2
6 (99. 4. )
( :cm)

control bag- n-pot pot-n-pot pot-n-pot bag-n-pot geocell root control pp

(under) (under) (above) (above) bag bag

04 0.5 1.2 0.8 0.6 19 20
1.0

1.6 1.4 1.0 1.1 0.8 1.9 15
1.2
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(1 ) ( :cm)
geocell | bag-in-pot | pot-in-pot | pot-in- pot pp root control | bag-in- pot
control
bag (under) (under) (above) bag bag (above)
0.5 0.7 11 18 25 25 25 3.0 19
R ab-- - b '
(control) bag pot
0.5 19 19 19
* , 3
0 1 0.5
4
]
(1 ): ( 1 cm)
bag-in-pot control pp pot-in-pot root control bag-in-pot pot-in-pot geocell
(under) bag  (under) bag (above) (above) bag
2.8 6.3 7.3 8.8 9.0 9.3 10 137
8.3
- R LR TR ab --------ieea e b
(controal) bag pot
6.3 7.7 10.0 8.3




(1 )
root control| pp | pot-in- pot | pot- in- pot| bag- in- pot | geocell |bag- in- pot trol
control
bag bag| (above) (under) (under) bag (above)
38 14.0 14.3 21.8 27.9 32.8 54.6 97.0
30.3
------------------------ R ab b
(control) bag pot
97.0 253 30.0 30.0
(3 )
pot- in- pot | pot- in- pot |bag- in- pot | pp | bag- in- pot |root control |geocell trol
control
(under) (above) (under) |bag| (above) bag bag
138 16.3 21.7 24.6 318 375 46.6 95.0
32.2
------------------- R ab ----- b
(control) bag pot
95.0 36.2 20.9 32.2
1
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(6 ) (  :cm)
pp root control | bag-in-pot | pot-in-pot | geocell |bag-in- pot pot- in- pot
control
bag bag (under) (above) bag (above) (under)
0.0 12 19 2.0 25 28 35 3.6
2.2
___________________________________ a . e e e m e mm o mm . —m—m———m— - = — - -
(control) bag pot
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2.
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pp bag- in- pot | pot-in- pot | root control | bag- in- pot geocell | pot-in- pot
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5.8 6.7 75 7.6 7.8 8.8 9.7 11.2
8.0
_____________________________ a_-_-_-_-_-_-_
(control) bag pot
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(6 ) : cm)
pp | bag-in-pot| geocell | pot-in-pot | bag-in- pot pot-in- pot |root control
control
bag (under) bag (above) (above) (under) bag
55 8.0 94 10.0 111 14.3 20.5 31.3
14.0
___________________________________ a__________________________
(control) bag pot
14.3 154 124 14.0
(6 ) ( cm)
pot-in- pot | bag-in-pot | bag-in-pot | pot-in- pot geocell | root control pp
contro
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- T T T ab-- - e b---- '
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55.1 71.6 38.4 54.2
L bag

- 35 -




pot bag
97.8 96.8 97.8 96.8 100.0 96.8
14.3 6.3 124 10.0 15.4 7.7
35 0.5 2.6 2.6 19 19
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ag
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26.7 33.3 33.3 - 40.0 533 | 400 | 26.7
3334 433 46.7 87.0 60.0 433 | 333 | 400
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( L %)
* pot

- 42 -

pot




o 3 8B 8 &8 88

SHIE FONREEE)

—+— baginpat{unds)
—+— pakinpat{under)
—=— baginpatigboe)
—r— gecod|

--¥%-- ppbag

oo ¥ - FOCtCONd

a8 88488

X483 ZgAE3 S AEI0

pot bag
pot
pot

- 43 -




o

ccBE8EEE8388E

12H4(88.3)

SIXIZ 20K

2ii3(99.3)  3xpA(9810)

ccB85883883

—a— control

—+— baginpot(under)
—— potin-pot{unden)
—— potin-potfabore)
— — bagin-pot(abowe)

—%—ppbag
—a— root control

pot

- 44 -
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6.1 6.5 115 12.6 12.7 134 17.2
115
----- a------ b ----------bC - c
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geocell | pot- in- pot | bag- in- pot | pot- in- pot | bag- in- pot |root control | pp control
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11.6 193 204 220 229 253 254 303
229
N L E R T T A - - b---
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/ ¢ )
bag- in- pot | bag- in- pot |pot-in-pot| pp |root control| geocell trol
control
(above) (under) (under) |bag bag bag
13.7 14.7 21.1 24.1 26.9 30.6 30.6
23.2
------ a------ ce------ab - -----b-----
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30.6 27.2 16.5 23.2
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bag (under) (above) (under) (above) bag bag contro
721 75.8 975 105.0 155.0 166.2 1705 1781
_____________________________________________________________________ 139
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=
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2 L
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) bag- in- | pot-in- |pot-in- |bag-in- root
container geocell PP
control pot pot pot pot control
type bag bag
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8 8 7 7 6 7 8 8 59
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) bag- in- | pot-in- |pot-in- |bag-in- root
container geocell PP
control pot pot pot pot control
type bag bag
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bag- in- pot | pot- in- pot trol geocell pp bag- in- pot | pot-in- pot
control
(under) (under) bag bag (above) (above)
2.3 4.4 4.7 49 7.6 10.7 57
bag pot
4.6 4.8 5.7
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53 6.7 10.2 12.2 14.3 176 176 270
12.9
(control) bag pot
27.0 16.5 8.6 12.9
¢ = WEER VR
' 27.1 a7
]
e |
o 1AL | ZREAT | 3AEE
[ ek R | @ 197 271 27
O T E LHbag o 163 20 165
| T e LA pot 1] 56 93 B.&
L bag




(6-1):
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bag pot
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— 40
5
-t 30
KD 20
L
= 10
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contro
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2 > (50%

(A) (B) (B/A)
H40 X B8 | 16500 | 17,247 104.2
H35 X B6 | 11,200 @ 10,364 92,53
H3.0 X B8 | 22000 | 17,247 78.37
H25 X B4 | 60,000 5,394 89.90
H2.0 X B3 | 5,700 5,394 94.63
H25 X B4 | 10,500 5,394 51.37
H20 X R5 | 9,800 5,039 51.41
H20 X R3 | 4,700 4,117 87.59
H25 X B5 | 12,900 7,524 58.32
H3.0 X B5 | 14,200 7,524 52.98
H2.0 X B0.8| 3,700 3,052 82.48
H25 X B5 | 14,100 7,524 53.36
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