Analysis of irrigation characteristics in the subirrigation based
potted plant production system
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Fig. 2. Wick-mat capillary system.
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Fig. 3. Absorbed water through the wick at Fig. 4. Absorbed water through the wick at
different wick lengths (water level @ 1.5cm).  different wick lengths (water level : 3.5cm).
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Fig. 5. Absorbed water through the Fig. 6. Absorbed water through the
wick at different water level without wick at different water level with
vinyl treatment. vinyl treatment.
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Fig. 7. Absorbed water through the wicks Fig. 8 Water loss from the water
with and without vinyl treatments. container.
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