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A Study on Branch Shaker for Tree Harvesting on Slopeland (2)
—The Effect of Selected Branch Clamp on Skin Damage of Branch
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Summary

A convenient tiny branch shaker was design for harvesting
prune. peach etc., but skin damages of branch still insisted. To solve
these problems, this study developes some solutions.

1. Shaking operation time do not above 10 seconds.

.2. The concave sheet angle is smaller, the damage of skin of

branch is little.

3. Adding a flexible sheet between clamp and branch reduced

the damage of skin of branch.

4. It has to be avoided to sﬁakg branch under a long period.
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