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Table 1. Irrigation schedule
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Fig 1. Flow chart of experiment 111 irrigation period
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Table 2, Rainfall data durding irﬁigation perlod
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Table3. comparison of yield of tea leaf
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Fig 2. The comparison of the effect of irrigation on yield of tea leaf
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 Table 4. moisture content per 100 young shoots of different irrigation frequency

treatment
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1treat;
A 76.15 8i.81 76.28 75.27
B 75.72 81.35 75.98 73.74
- C 75.79 81,19 75.53 74.89
D 70. 08, 76.99 66. 42 72.06
Zivf 74.43 80.34 73.55 73 .99
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Table 5, Irrigation frequency effect on characteristics of .tea shouts
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of internode |of internode [2nd leaf |2nd leaf |2nd leaf |3rd leaf 3re leaf|3rd leaf
vari. treat.| 2 3 2 3 |{lenght | width (thickness| lenght | width |thickness
| % A [1.173 ] 2.4300.164[0.195 | 4.672 | 1.s16 |0.027 |5.890 | 2.150 | 0.030
0 B |1.148 | 2.402 |0.150[0.181 | 4.908 | 1.745 | 0.026 |5.957 | 2.229 |0.030
K C [1.358 | 2.692 |u.154}0.182 | 4.744 | 1.651 | 0.025 [5.731 |2.021 | 0.029
| 71 D |0.864 | 1.487 [0.142] 0,164 | 4.2¥5 | 1,538 |[0.025 |4,075 |1.492 | 0.028
& A |[1.629 | 3.397 |0.161] 5,190 | 5.401 | 1,764 | 0.026 |6.889 | 3.015 | 0.031
% B |2.009 | 3.408 |0.145(0 191 | 5.813 | 1.817 |0.026 |7.002 | 2.531 | 0.032
— ¢ |1.549 | 3.688 |0.158|0.200 | 5.512 | 1.801 |0.027 |6.944 |2.504 | 0.030
% D [0.827 | 1.731 |0.132[0.170 | 4.580 | 1.713 | 0.026 |4.816 | 1.804 | 0.028
A |1.527 | 2.9¢ 216 | 6,070 |«1.985 |0.027 |7.183 | 2.548 | v.031
B |1. 2. 3| 5.749 | 1.964 |0.027 |6.338 | 2.280 | 0.030
C |1.628 | 3. 5 | 5,682 | 1.958 0.026 |6.789 | 2.366 | 0,031 |

D [0.946 | 1. 54 | 1.837 [0.027 [5.629 | 2.136 | 0.029
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THE INFLUENCE OF IRRICATION FREQUENCY
ON TEA GROWTH

Terng-Feng Huang

SUMMARY

Parts of tea farmers in Taiwan have used aprmkler irrtgatlon m their tea fields; nevertheless, most of them do not
have right irrigation knowledges in using their irrigation-equipments. In order to suggest the farmars an. economic
and labor saving wrigatmn way, the results.of this experiment are concluded as follow:

1. In tea field irrigetion, it is better to give the irrigation raquiremsnt once in an irrigation interval, high irri-

gation frequency and low irrigation application may take more tabor also get poor irrigation afﬂciencv.

2. The quality of tea leaves and the anmunt of tea shoots from irrigation plots was better than that of from the

no irrigation piots.

3. It was shown that the average yialdé of tea leaves from the treatment of irrigation requnrement once in-an.

irrigation interval were higher than any other irrigation frequency treatment.

4. Owing to the. resisits, the main tea variety of Chin:ghin-dah-pan in tea field of Taiwan is sansitive to drought,

suitabla irrigation frequency and-application may obviously raise its yields.



