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Table. L District distribution of tea gardén and household of tea farmers

in eastern Taiwan

SR X EE R X RPFE SFFLEX M =

District ha., tea garden N?mou;?ilcflaam l;ra:lv?rgeusﬁld Note
"L L BT ' 202.08 140 2,09 mEsRE
Taitung Luyeh MO
Hsien SR © 150.59 80 1.89 '

Peinan ' -

A ik £8. 588 - 20 .00 10 2.00

T aimali _ |

T (aE - 58 ) 7.00 9 0.78

Taitung city (Chihpen '

~ Yenwan )

ﬁﬁﬂ 5.00 | 2 ,.2n50

Tajen |

¥ A - 5.09 8 0.64 o 3 A

‘Haituan | ﬁ%ﬁ
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& & 479,76 249 1.93
Sum
O B R 362,02 295 1,23
Hual ian Juisui : |
Hsien ( %) (210.21) (130) (1.62)
Wuheh |
( A ) (130.98) (155)  (1.18)
- Hokang .
(Hide) (20.83) (10) (2.09)
Juipei
Y8 (EE) 21,57 23 0,94
Kuangfu ( Fuyuan )
B 55 41 37 .24 30 1.24
Wanjung . | | |
FHAB(EEHR) 25,43 5 5,00
Hs iulin (i.ncl,Yuli ) |
&  Et 446,26 353 1.26.
| Sum | | : |
S+ S 0 92%6.02 602 1.54

Total

RBEEDE TEMRR 446.26 AET » BHRR 479.76 NEH » MR A 926.02 AH» HREF € 75 EHERH
TEMRR 430 A6 » BEHRR 509 ALK » MEES LU T ERAASRHEREELE » TR RES B
TEERRETA 353 5 » EEMEHAE 2495 53602 F - SFFHER» THEMRS1.26 AH » EFHS1.93
AN KBHERK o '

ORE BT
K E AR SRR 2 o

%2 WHEERERHSERES MY

Table 2. Distribution of tea varieties cultivated in main tea districts, eastern Taiwan

B BF 3 B2 Tl b MBI i Rt itk (2. ETRHE SHiEMmE
R R Luyeh Peinan Wuheh Hokang Fuyuan Mayuan
Varieties A B BEXK A @ BSE A W OBSL & B S A ® BESH A& W OGS
ha. % ha. %  ha, % ha. % . ha. % ha. %
# O B ¥ 172,86 59.18 115.82 76,91 81.54 38,77 0 0  14.62 66,77 18.46 49,57
Chin-Shin-Oo-Long o |
# Lo X H 558 1.91 0.42 0.28 83.66 42.63 0 0 6.02 27.96 0 0
Chin-Shin-Ta~-Pom | |
R’ B 2096 7.18 7,72 5,13 18,92 9.00 22.75 17.37 5.89  15.82
Wu- I
G 13.96 4,78 7.63 5,07 0,8 0,38 51,77 29,53 (.58 2.67 12.89  34.61
Assam | .
X ¥ B #H 3.8 1,19 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ta-Yeh-Qo-Long |
X % 1 5 0 0 0 0 1.17 0,56 0 0 0 0 0 0
- TTES No,1 - ) |
‘R T U 0 0 0 0 0 0 39,18 29,91 O 0 0 0
TTES No.7 | |
K x 8 i 2451 - 8.39 0 0 0 0 5.19 3,96 0 0 0 0

TTES No .8



18 MR RREE M (1989)

' % 9 B
- TTES No.9

E X 12 %
TTES No.12
dn R 58 1%

Clone line No.58

- T 1
Total |

930 319 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
41.43 14.18 19,00 12,61 18.21 8.66 O 0 0 0 0 . 0-
0 0 0 0 0 0 120 98 0 0 0 0
292,08 100 } 150.50 100  210.30 100  130.98 100 100  27.24° 100

21.57

| ERREFREEAELUTORERESS  ERL2RRY  AEBEERETRZ 13.17 % LK
RE WA ELUNEESE  HFOAA RS FORNKZ » BHAENCARMRE B RADR/NE
WA BE ~ BRAEERAA » WHEL/NEEAE  BEALAREBE RS » FEFBERRKLUN
EHES > BABE L+ AEEAERSR (& 3) Vet BHES A W BILRESIHE ORI

1 R R ® O KA 5

BIERE HIESHFECHEMAMOUREERE 5 T ERRBE RS2/

, EAFRE2EELERE » WA 215 R 6  BERRN B8 URBE 2 4 E e
# BRERKH > NEHSEEZFARE  WRAREREERL  REARE - NRUHHRER

B BiRBREE

BN EREIEL R II:I:*—% ﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬂﬂﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ’rﬁ » TOF] SRR K T 2
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HEAEGEES (TRERXERYMERS)

Table 3. Construction of tea varieties cultivated in eastern Taiwan
- (Data referred from the investigation of Council of Agriculture, Executive Yuan 1987 )

AT

. & E HFORBE 2 HOKA i 5
1 1 Total ‘Chin-Shin-Oo~Long Chm-Shm—Ta—Pm 'I'IESNewVars Others
District A B BEAH A & Eﬁm A B BAK A @& Eﬁm A E EAK
_ ha, % ha. ha, % ha. haea %
— - _ R
Taitung Hsien | | | |
ﬂ% ?lr -~ 509 100 414 81.34 10 1.96 55 10.80 30 5.90
ote ] _ _ . .
BEE 182 100 178 97.80 0 0 2 1.10 2 1.10
Peinan
FW}BIB 283 100 199 70.33 10 3.53 49  17.31 25  8.83
e >3- _ _ hs
,7!: Mﬁﬁ B 4 100 3 75.00 0 0 0 0 1 25.00
T’aimali _ - o .
¥ 8 15 100 14 93.33 0 0 1 6.67 0 0
Yenp'ing . ' , _ , o
5 v & 5 100 4 80.00 0 0 0 0 1 20,00
Haituan o ' -
& & % 17 100 14 82.35 0 0 3 17.65 0 0
Chinfeng | | o |
%f:ﬁﬂ 3 100 2  66.67 0 0 0 0 1 33.33
Tajen _ |
{7 Bk
Hual ian Hsien r : |
ﬁ% '-‘.;r'lr 439 100 136 30,98 84  19.13 0 0 219 49.89
otal | | |
_3.{355;& 4 100 '3 75.00 0 0 0 0 1 25.00
ull |
¥ B B 15 100 11 73.33 4 26,67 0 0 0 0
Kuangfu | | | |
aﬂ%mm 339 100 95 28,02 80 23.60 0 0 164 48.38
Jutsut | | |
% KB 11 100 8 72.73 0 0 0 0 3 27.27
Hsiuglin _ . | | |
B e M 70 100 19 27.14 0 0 0 -0 51 72.86

Wanjung
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R AEMBATERONBAFR RARERESN » SR ABSBOERELRN - BBREFLTA
ﬁmﬁﬁﬁ(is)m’@m%mmmﬁmg+ﬁmﬁemmﬁﬂ%ﬁ!ﬁ%xma%~ﬁm%~ﬁﬁ%
» 7t SERR T5 bk 010 BT AE 1Bl IR AR AR 2 ME o TT BN TR - HEBSRERE 30
SERFEREFAEERE) » AR THEANLRSBABLE RS FESMGLENEBZES -

4 BHRTERE I BREBS MY

Table 4. Distribution of age of tea tree cultivated inmin tea districts, eastem Taiwan

L ENHE 8 il

FEE ¥ Mo (i g R fig o (R - 47D 4"

5 (48 ) Luyeh Peinan Wuheh | Hokang ~ Fuyuan Mayuan
Tree age A B BOE A @W EAK £ ® E&H A B BSH A H B B/ N - N =12 35 vl
years ha, % ha. % ha. % ha, % ha, % ha, %
<5 149,27 77.80 98.03 88.85 70,57 41.16 13.53 12.22 8.22 42,90 14.70  61.50
6 — 10 20.80 10.84 0 0 36.52 21.30 25.71 23.21 1.72 9.19 6.80  28.46

11 — 15 1263 6.58 3,60 3.26 39.40 22,98 6.12 5,53 7.64 40.77 2.40 10.04
16 — 20 650 3.39 2,80 2,54 0.3 0.18 1.81 1.63 0 0 0 0
21 — 25 0 0 0 0 0 0 42.71 38.57 0.50 2.67 0 0
26 — 30 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.8 0.78 0.60 3.20 0 0
~ B 2.68 1.37 290 535 24.65 14.38 20.00 18.06 0.05  0.27 0 0
Unknown | | '
T 191,88 100 110.33 100  171.44 100 110.74 100 18,73 100 23.90 = 100
Total
£5 BWHEEEMBEN(TEREREZASHAEZTRE )

Table 5 Construction of age of tea tree cultivated in eastern Taiwan o _
| (Deta referred from the investigation of Council of Agriculture, Executwe_ Yuan, 1987 )

Bt (R B
District

S
Taitung Hsien
&t
Total
Pei1nan
_mﬁ:ﬂ
Ak B 5

T'aimali
enp’ ing
% W

Haituan
& K& X
Chinfeng
B
Tajan
R
Hualian Hsien
Mt
Total
R |
Yuli
¥ M 5
Kuang fu
i
Juisui
% A
Hs iul in
L X
Wanjung

ha.

509
182
283
4
15
5
17
3

439

15

339

11
70

f
A W OESK A W EHW & R ESH A &

Bt

%

100
100
100
100
100
100
100
100

100
100
100
100
100
100

FHE=Em

<3

82

52

17

65

50
11

- years

%

16.11
1.65
18,37
100,00
0
100,00
100.00
33.33

14.81
50,00
0
.75
100..00
2.86

% +EM

4—10 years

ha,

%

237 46,56
27 14.84
193  68.20
0 0
15 * 100.00
0o 0
0 O
2 66.67
232 52.85
2 . 50.00
o 0
0 0
0 0
31 44.29

+E AL B

ha.

190
152
38

0
0
0
0
0

139

34

> 10 years

%

37.33
83.51
13,43

o OO o @ ©

48 .57

W o O o o W

e 46 7% 18

Barrenness

AL A W B

“ha,

%

0.68

4.28
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A ELEEGRERE .

A BT E WG R S T RS KRR S BRRNE 6 o Tt
EREREES > L REM > ST RE OB o 00 B — R gk o DRI 0 BRTEEF R+
E%  SMAEDREESH  RBAEHLN LR EY o aMEe K219 » AL HHARES &
RE> DERMEBRKE RS HER AR WU SEET AR S Beth B Ml Wi BF
~ RO H LI M % o fE E BR e i B AT ASHE R A > K LR IS BRI » 00 TR S e — LU B
B2 KE » BB NAR > EEERER - RASEEBEBRK 2R » K HIE RN TS
HARBE » AEEZES > MU WEKHE » BRSR AR EERSHB A& HHEBREBBARTE
FET NEERBABSEE 2 XA L+ AEMELERE T » R REH WSR2 7 06 (858 34.58
% » BT 16.79% » BFARE 22.90 % » BEEAE 7.13% AMFRREHH KRR » RS EARK
BCRUBR R » DN B K AR BT o ER AEMF A (5 0 & REHIRR -
@R WAL RS AE
 ARBRERABEMAEEE SR MTRE ~ B~ HRIE PR TS » RERFINE 7 o
— BT RO 7T HEAE 120-180 ONRY » BREE - #KH R IEHFE 30-60 onpl » A RBHEL o

BEKRRESRERS  PERB2.3% » THKB2.8 %

#6 BHHMETEREXMEEREHE

Table 6. Yielding conditions in main tea di’és_tri'cts,, _eastern_T_ai'Wan

| ENHE ERE 8 4 o8 ERE B R

i = 15 =| Luyeh - Peinan Wulieh Hokang Fl-l}'llﬂn Mayuan
Items investigated 42 B ®BOH W E'Bai "ﬂ‘ W BEHE & R’ BN A @ BHE A WK Eﬁ“ﬂ:
| ~ ha, % ha % ha. %  ha, % ha, % ha. %
+ K '
Soil texture
ol 45,65 15,62 69,31 46,02 47.49 22.59 0 0 12.30 57.02 23.05 61.89
Clan - | | o . o
- 14005 47.95 43.23 28.70 26.36 12,53 125.98 100 7.66 35,51 11.03 29,61
Loam | - |
®» ® + 82,58 28,27 19,00 12.61 134,99 64,21 0 0 0.86  3.98 2.02  5.42
Sandy leam’ ' | - |
PR 18,18 6.22 19.05 12.65 1.37 0.65 0 0 0.75 3.47 0,57 1.53
Sand | |
BEL 5.62 1.92 0 0 0 . 0 0 0 0 0 0.57  1.53
Gravel - | | 3 | | .
#i‘! ili' 292.08 100 150,59 - 100 210.21 100 125.98 100 21.57  100. 34.24 100
ota |
Topographic condition | | |
o) M 196,96 67.43 43.83 29.1t 86.97 41.37 0 0 1.38 6.4 19.97 53.63
Plateau | | | - | -
g b 95.12  32.57 106.76 70.89 123.24 58.63 130.98 100 20.19 93.60 17.27 46.37
Siopeland | | | |
ﬁ%ﬂ éT - 292,08 100 150.59 100 210.21 100 130,98 100 21,57 100 37.23 100
Tota

] I i

Irrigation installation

7 101.30 34,58 25.27 16.79 15,000 7.13 30.00 22,90 0 0 - 0 0
yes | | | - -
0 . . ’ .

. i 292,08 100 159,59 100  210.21 100  130.98 100  21.57 100  37.24 100
ota | |
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#7 WHEEFREIRMERELLERMEY
Table 7. Tea bush cultivated and Rrowing status in main tea districts, eastern Taiwan.
| | FEE ¥ Hb BE B T 3 O 368,480 £t L 140 P b W AR MR
1 S - | =] Luyeh Peinan Wuheh ~ Hokang .Fuyuan Mayuan
Items investigated 4 Ui EHH & W B4 & e B A & /K & B A A B’ Eﬁﬂ:
| ha. % ha., % ha. % ha. % ha % ha. %
T BE(m)
Row spacing
< 90 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 0.7 2,93
90 — 120 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 110 5.8 7,35 72,61
120 — 150 13,85 68,04 44,07 39w 195 1,14 0 0 156,91 84,94 5,49 22,95
150 — 180 35,62 18,67 23,16 2098 13,0 764 O 0 1,32 7.6 0,36 1,51
> 180 070 036 060 054 2,0/ 1,21 O 0 0 0 0 0
A~ B 25.00 13,08 42,51 38,53 154,33 90,01 11074 100 040 214 O 0
Unknown |
Bk B (om)
Planting distance R
< 30 13 068 O 0 0 0 0 0 0,40 2,14 050 2,09
30 — 60 10075 52,50 58,97 5345  5.41 315 0 0 16,31 87,08 23,00 96,23
60 — 90 51,70 26,9% 8,8 8,02  8.82 5.6 O 0 197 1051 0 0
> 90 170 08 0 0 0.95 0.55 O 0 0 0 0.20  0.84
A~ B 25.00 13,03 42,51 38,53 156,28 91,15 110,74 100 006 027 0,2 084
Unknown
% ®m(om)
Bush height | o
< 30 4,3 227 O 0 0 0 0 0 100 534 060 251
30 — 60 108,51 56,556 54,79 4966 O 0 0 0 1,12 - 59,38 11,50 48,11
60 — 90 50,54 26,33 893 8,090 O 0 0 0 3.46 18,46 9,20 38,50
90 — 120 858 4,48 0 0 0 0 0 0 280 1495 2,60 10,88
- >120 0 0 0 0 0 0 0. 0 0,30 160 0 0
A~ B 19.90 10,37 46,61 42,25 171,45 100 110,74 100 006 027 O 0
Unknown |
B fE(om)
Bush width |
<30 1368 7.5 7.40 671 O 0 0 0 15 11,48 1,5  6.49
30 — 60 9214 48,01 479 4294 0 0 0 0 6,37 3402 560 23,42
60 —90 - 40,53 21,12 6,78 6,15 0 0 0 0 5,64 30,09 620 25,94
90 — 120 1558 8,12 2,15 19 0 0 0 0 3.82 2040 7,70 3,22
> 120 360 1.8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 025.. 1,05
A W .35 13,73 46,61 4225 171,45 100 110,74 100 075 4.01. 260 1088
Unknown ! | |
£ KB X
Vigour of growth | |
O 97.42 5077 32,71 2065 0 0 0 0 325 17,3 2,80 11.72
Strong - | | |
L 89,54 4667 ™8 67HM O 0 0 0 14,78 78,90 20,31 84,99
Middle . | |
- 20 110 1,40 127 0 0 0 0 0.3 1600 079 3.2
Weak - | |
A B 2,81 146 1,26 114 111,45 100 110,74 100 040 214 O 0
- Unknown | |
S - S
Missing plant | | | | |
B - 92.76 48.34 M7 890 O 0 0 0 7651 40,08 9,69 40,54
Distinguished |
AN B ¥ 61.71 32,6 O 0o 0 0 -0 0 4,06 2168 12,40 51,80
‘Undistinguished '- | |
A3 '37.41 19,50 1656 14,10 171,45 100 110,74 100 707 3820 181 7,57
Unknown - | |

IR SR  BHEHDS

Data obtained from the farmers inqui red ~should be careful when referred.

WHRTRABMAE .
MEREBEMES ~ K9 © ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%lﬁ.?ﬁiﬂ&;ﬁﬂﬂm » A - B—RRME TRBRME =

‘E S, S ERRA TR MEEAEE > S E IRBRMET —EE O L » BUER
A T REGIR 7 2% BRI LU M 2 Mg ok o %U.ﬂ%ﬁﬁﬁﬂ%lﬁiﬁ AESRELSER OReER 2/ T
Hﬂﬁﬂﬂ%ﬂﬂﬁﬁfﬁ§$%2ﬁﬁﬁkﬂIMﬁﬁ G st 8 7 TR R A 3 o oA/ T A
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FAEME > EREA o B TRS BRI » M RLEMERINT2E » BEARHB LB » RIEERIE
RA > SEXETIR > DARMEREE » BHBRNT RSN o LB D/ NEBRRITRE » XN
AMEY) o FEAREREABTRME » ERRMK > CERRMR - W80 00 BER > i85
TR » WAHES SAEZMTIHERAZREY -

#8 HITHMERRTRIMmEY

Table 8. Distr'ic_t distribution of tea manufacture plants in eastern Taiwan

SHEE TR X B W SHR LR AMER

District No.,tea manufacture ha., tea garden bha., tea garden / plant
' - plants '
EEER EERR 28 292.08 10.43
Taitung Luyeh | | |
Hsien B4 eS80 24 150.59 6. 7
' Peinan _
A £ 46 3 20.00 6.67
T’ ai malj .
2 BT 0 - 7.00 —
Taitung city . |
R # 0 .00 —
Tajen _ -
- Y ( RUAS) 0 5.09 —
Haituan (Litao) -
& & 55 479.76 - 8,72
Sum
TEIERR _
Hualian #8588 36 362.02 10.06
Hsien Juisui | |
(8 @) (32) (210.21) (6.57)
- Wuheh | | .
(8 ) (1) (130.98) (130.98)
Hokang ' ' |
(B8 4) (3) (20.83) (6.94)
Juipei |
YR 6 21.57 3.59
Kuangfu R |
L3 1 37 .24 37.24
Wan jung | R
FhA( EER) 1 25 .43 25.43
Hsiulin ( incl, Yuli) '-
& 3 44 446 .26 10.14
M &t 9 - 926.02 - 9.30

_Total
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Table 9. Installation of partial fermented tea manufacturing machines in

main tea districts,

eastern Taiwan

W W OB E R

& IR F ® % ¥ 2 8 iR M oM OB & A W
District No,, tea manu- No., bamboo No,, shaking No., panning No., rolling No,, mass rolling No., drying No,, roasting
- -facture plants tr.ﬁy - machine 'machine | machine machine machine machine |
E " OB 24 6,680 . R 23 26 28 1]
Peinan, Taltung |
X ® B ¥ 28 8,020 38 44 27 32 21
Luyeh, Taitung |
€ & % & 32 10,090 60 74 40 | 38 26
Wuho, Hualian o | |
a 3t 84 24,790 126 151 03 08 58
Total .
g B T 8 295. 1 1.5 1.8 1.1 1.2 0.7
Average per plant
(O A A B A AT 2 . ,
 HERS BOAH S FOBH RENAEEHEZAERARAEDHMEI o £+ WEF HE T

BEPEEELUFORBARE  WE ATELR » RRRZNE A ELEER » RUATGTWEIIRETAESR

oy MU ERBRE @Rl — 2H e HAEMRK

B L RERAEWBEGEAY » BIEXBRPHERE

ﬂﬁﬁﬁEZﬂﬂ » RFRBLA » BRBUFRBE ﬁ%%ﬁ*b‘ﬁﬁ'u?ﬁﬁ%i ’ ﬁiﬁiﬂtﬂi%ﬁﬁ

koo

R M A BREEEE + RE > EETWRE RMRERATRR » DRGSR A
BSER > 585+ M2 BB W BT AR SO BOR SR T B B 5 )RS
T BEMSEEN G » FEBERH DL AR DK LMEET  SHMEBRRTIER > AREREE

ﬁ.l:i]ﬂ SR RN E W

spray ing

B SEY R RREMES U ERSEA SRR L IR RE 2 Ae

y (EHECREBESH @%!ﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬂ B
10, %ﬁ% ~ 16BN [B] L % B 1F A B AR 47 4 LR
Table 10. Production cost analysis of different tea varieties in Taitung (T)Hsien and Hualian (H) Hs ien
1R (Y AN v/ N # i O

unit.NT dollar / ha / year

] B B % MiER ¥ O XK A w oL B M R OE W | AE

| tems Hs ien As'sam Chin~Shin-~Ta=pom Chin=-$ h=in-00--Long Wu-| Note

[ 2 T 10838 12750 11028 15016 1 HE#E A HLH

Cost of fertilizer EHH 15138 13840 10380 — 8.65 75/ kg |

# B T B ZHT 2000 2100 4700 3900 I 5007/ H

Wage for fertilizer E#EH 7100 - 3200 2100 — XTI 30%x/H

application

BRb S RETH ZiT 3400 — 2250 3400

Wage for mechanical tiE 1 — 2000 2500 —

weeding & scari1fing |

AT #HRBRE TS BT 8100 19700 11400 12600 0ok A5 8 EF

weeding & scarifing | |

B o oM B EWT 10000 6000 7500 5000

Cost of herbicide e H 4237 7920 6100 .

A HOA LK AT 6200 3200 3800 3400

Wage for herbicide i H 14700 6300 5000 -
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2 4t % R T
Cost ot deep ploughing G H

RO B E R ERT
Cost of pesticides fEH H
w i E Bk TR ERT
Wage for pesticide {6 H
- spraying | |

¥ & I % EWT
Wage for prunning 1t H
7 Kk I #' ERT
Wage for plucking 1t i H
L X R T
Cost of fuel - fEHH

TR REE N 1Y
Cost of repair & bl H
depreciation of machines

®e kR ® M ZRT
Tax & miscel laneous 1t 5 H
payment

gL FEFERAR EART
Yielding cost of each kg, TEXEH
fresh tea leaves |,
SAFXEBRKIE EXRT
Wage for each kg, fresh TGiffH
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A General Survey on Tea Producing and Manufacturing

Conditions in Eastern Taiwan

Ching-Kuan Chahgl, Hus an Chen1 and Ying-Kung Che:n2

Summary

For the purposé_to provide the guide for the improvement of tea production and marketing,
the producing.' and manufacturing areas of Hualian Hsien and Taitung Hsien located in the eastern
Taiwan was investigated during 1985 to 1986. The survey shows that the total areas of tea
garden have reached to about 500 hectares in each Hsien, and are increas ing mainly southward,
The prevalent tea varieties cultivated are Chinese small leaf varieties suitable for manufacture
of semi-fermented tea, while the Assam varieties of large leaves whichwere planted initially
have been replaced gradually. Exceptions were found at Hokang and Mayuén districts, Hual i'an;,
where the Assam varieties for black tea manufacture are still maintained, Among all major
semi-fermented tea producing areas, L'uyeh and Pe inan in Taitung Hsien are found to have higher
ratios of new varieties than the local varieties, howévef,the reverse is true ianleh,I-hal.ian
Hsisn. Yielding conditions in tea farm have been greatly improved recently,but establishment
of more irrigation systems is still urgently needed., The mechanization in tea 'yielding was
noticed, and tea farm machines are more popular in Wuheh, Hualian Hsiﬁ1,‘. than other districts,
Based on the available area of tea garden found in the districts, the ins tallation of tea

manufacturing machines has been found not enough to meet the need and should be improved.

( Key words . tea cultivation, eastern Taiwan )
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