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- Hurom- Evaluate the economic feasibility.
oftvarious chemical alternatives that can
-.-:.-._:r s substituted for methyl bromide (MB) in

s‘frawberry production.
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. Companion study focuses on tomatoes
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S NIiEasE costmoadellwas de a5
2L iaWOENY planting tsing MB as the
b Produ 'fion practices were based on the
e ar agement practices recommended by
e Séarch & extension specialists and reviewed

;:c--., -b’y growers.
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-> Input prices were obtained from local dealers
who regularly supply NC strawberry producers.
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VIEChIRER & equUIpmEnt Was| pulrchased
eV aL 2001 prices.
'or rcost estimates reflected the true
5 0f labor and not just wage rates.

3 s of the strawberries were sold
*Through PYO operations @ $0.90/Ib and
'*1/3 were sold at a fruit stand @ $1.40/Ib.

> Partial budget analysis was used evaluate
alternate fumigants relative to MB.
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~re-P re it Operations 4,399
Tzlp “7Post Plant Ops 2,035
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?*Pre Harvest Operations 2,115
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Harvest Operations 3,928
Total Cost Estimate $13,532
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jjotal égatwe Effects

— 20 _;a e Effects
5 f-JReduced Costs

Added Returns

Total Positive Effects
Total Effects (+/-) Returns
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‘G'lfal Costs Reduced Costs

Meteipg) s Jum (Shank)

& mlorou f n
Selone-C35
i;ﬁjn-e (drip)
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| ‘;I' elone |1
~ Metam Sodium (drip)
Non-fumigated (check)

$1,196
$1,175
$1,107
$1,059
$ 988
$ 904
$ 767

$ 71
$ 92
$160
$208
$279
$363
$500
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EStimated Average Yields per Acies
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FLUpnlefzi) vg. Yid. Years
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lorogierin 2 20)0J0)0)(
Telorie- c'ﬁ 26,806 Ibs 1996 — 01
l\/lern/l ;@‘mlde 26,673 Ibs 1996 — 01

| l\/lr‘Esj odlum (Shank) 26,604 Ibs 1996 — 01

jﬂe (drlp) 24,193 Ibs 2000 - 01
-"_-_Metam Sodium (drip) 24,103 Ibs 2000 - 01
" Telone I 22,253 |bs 2000 - 01

Non-fumigated (check) 20,010 Ibs 1996 — 01
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(*hloror)]r*ﬁ | %1 768 16,687
ICIONE-C35 $291 $15.210
e rrimﬂ 0 o ium (Shank) $3 $14,922

,er*ﬁ"v “—Bromlde $0 $14,919
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=] ej:am Sodium (drip) $12,755
InLine (drip) $12,689
Telone 11 $10,752

Non-fumigated (check) $ 8,867
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JLisions: 1{*
alié economﬂﬁﬂsu,easmle a atives to MB

. preduction ) te_suthesern U.S.
CAlNISSUES ey Ireme

~C JOfOO showed the “best” potential for
JIEVVINGH condltlons In eastern N.C. relative to MB

G4, 768/A).

= Telo e €35 showed a modest improvement
'_ “felative to MB ($291/A)under low pressure
2 Dndltlons

?Shank -applied Metam Sodium showed virtually
the same total effects as MB ($3/A).




_‘é -919 515 1195
*fraﬁk J. Louws

irank louws@ncsu.edu

Phone: 919-515-6689



mailto:charles_safley@ncsu.edu
mailto:barclay_poling@ncsu.edu
mailto:frank_louws@ncsu.edu

	Economic Evaluation of Methyl Bromide Alternatives for Strawberry Production in Eastern North Carolina
	
	Methodology & Assumptions
	Methodology & Assumptions
	Strawberry Cost Estimates
	Partial Budgeting
	Estimated Fumigation Costs per Acre
	Estimated Average Yields per Acre
	Estimated Returns per Acre
	Conclusions:
	Contacts:

