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Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of prototype
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Tabie 1. Characteristics of lily-bulbs for this experiment

~ Sphericitv  Average  Bulb diameter  Circumference ,

. . . T _ Variety
(%) Weight(g) long  short (cm)

78.9 679 7.1 49 172 Casablanca

bulb average digmeter 100(%)

* Sphericity = standard scale diameter
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Fig 2. Grading ratio by the different vibrations of bar
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Fig 3. Grading ratio by the different diameter of bar
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Fig 4. Grading ratio by the different inclined degree of bars
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Table 2. Working performance, cost and damage ratio of prototype

[tems prototype conventional
Working performance 750 2
 (keg/hr) o
Cost{won/kg) 22 159
Damage ratio{%) 33 3.0
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