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The effect of mowing height, time lapse, rolling, and dew removal
on green speed of putting green in Golf Course

Shim, Kyung-Ku - Lee, Sang-Jae - Huh, Keun-Young

Dept. of Landscape Architecture, Sung Kyun Kwan Univ.

ABSTRACT

This studies was carried out to estimate the influence of mowing height, time lapse,
rolling, and dew removal on green speed of putting green in Lake Side C. C. on 29, 30
Jun. 1998. The results were as follows. As mowing height increased, green speed tended
to be decreased. After mowing, green speed tended to be decreased over the time, and
appeared to be decrease significantly on the next day[Y=3.206—0.127 - X;—1.41 X 107 -
XY =green speed, X;=mowing height, X4=time lapse)]. This suggests that the frequency
of mowing must be increased to maintain the green speed. But, frequent mowing cause
the turfgrass of putting green to be stressed. Rolling tended to increase green speed[Y =
3.555—0.202 - X; +0.111 < Xp(Y=green speed, X;=mowing height, X,=rolling)]. Thus,
rollers is thought to be a tool used to increase green speed and rolling is expected to be
able to decrease turfgrass stress while maintaining the performance level of the putting
green. Dew removal appeared to increase green speed significantly[Y=2.499—0.125 - X+
0.366 - X3(Y=green speed, X;=mowing height, X3=dew removal)]. Thus, dew removal is
expected to maintain the green speed in the morning.
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