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Effect of Speeds and Heights of Combine Harvester Reel in Quantity and 

Quality Losses of Wheat 

Momtaz I. H. Al-Mitewty 
Abstract 

     This experiment was carried out at the Agriculture Collage - University of Tikrit during the 

agricultural season 2010. Used the experiment are two speeds of reel (20, 25) r.p.m, and three 

heights of reel (61, 71, 81)cm with three replications for each treatment combination by 

Randomized Complete Block Design (RCBD) which is employed, by using harvester combine 

(Tessala) model (2000), to show it's effect in quantity and quality losses of wheat. 

       The result obtained reveals that speed of reel (20) r.p.m. surpassed significantly in giving the 

least lost rate in quantity and quality loss and the highest performance efficiency and the highest 

seed purity rate. While the height of reel (81)cm gives least lost rate in quantity loss and the highest 

performance efficiency. Whereas the height of reel (61)cm gives least lost rate in quality loss and 

the highest seed purity rate. 

       The result obtained reveals that speed of reel (20) r.p.m. with the height of reel (81)cm gives 

least lost rate in quantity and the highest performance efficiency of harvester and the highest seed 

purity rate of wheat. 

      

http://www.ca.uky.edu/agc/pubs/id/id

