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Table 2 : Tea bush growth and pruning weight of different plantlng
methods.
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‘Table 3. A c‘dmparison of 'a.gronomic characters of young shoot.
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Table 4 :The yield of different planting me thods .
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Table 5:The grading of tea leaves plucked by machmery
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STUDIES ON THE PLANTING METHODS OF TEA PLANT
 BY -

SHENG-SHIUN YANG*

SUMMARY

On march, 1976, the tea bushes (T.T.E. No. 1) were planted with three treatments—large space-double row, small

space-double row and single row (CK), in a randomized complete block design, and each treatment had five repli-

cations. Up to the end of 1981, this field experiment was continuously investigated for seven years. The summary
of resuits of this experiment is as follows:-

1.
2.

It was found that the percentage of rooting young bushes in the large space-double row planting method was more
than that in the small space-double row or single row planting method. |
To compare with the growth rate of tea bushes — There was no difference in the height of the tea bushes between’

each treatment, but the diameter of tea bushes in the large space-double row treatment was largér than those of
the other two treatment's. |

. In the condition of this experiments, the yield of tea leaves in the large or small space-double row treatments was

higher than that in the single row's treatment, especially, in the young tea bushes with less than six years old.

The large or small space-double row planting methods gave quicker growth and increased the yield of tea leaves
more than 10%.

. The quality of tea leaves by mechanical power plucking in the large space-double row treatment was better than

that in the small space-double row or single row treatment. |

. According to the results of this experiment, the large space-double row planting method should be recommond-

ed as an economical method in mature tea garden. This method which is suitably for mechanical power plucking
gave the young tea bushes quickly growth and increased vyield.

" Agronomist, Taiwan Tea Experiment Station



