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Abstract

The results showed that the combination of bio organic fertilizer and chemical fertilizer could sig-
nificantly increase the yield, output value and pure income of spring tea in the winter tea garden
in the winter of 2016. The results showed that the combination of bio organic manure and chemi-
cal fertilizer could significantly increase the yield, output value and pure income of spring tea.
Among them, the highest yield per unit area was dealing with C treatment with the most nitrogen.
The highest value per unit area of output and net income is E with the highest organic matter con-
tent. In the harvest period, the tea garden was combined with the winter pruning and the applica-
tion of the “Lifeng” bio organic fertilizer 200 - 400 kg and the sulfur based compound fertilizer 100
- 120 kg was a suitable fertilization scheme in the tea garden of 667 m2.
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1. 51§

VLR F VA BALT AR 2 108°53'~109°52", Jb4h 25°22'~26°2, 4z ELAHAUA 2454 P AR %15
NZHL 167 MTEA(E 2 MEIX), 2017 FFREE B AN 40.13 A, HofgE A0 5288 NDr
57%, A& FEME—REEERE . ZEBEEILEELX, AWM. . B8O, RIERER.
FEEE R M B MR, JbfEMmEEE s, SNAR PR, AR . RlUKE . J&T I pE IR IR
AR, A AR X . RSP H RN AL 1334.3 N, EAEPESEN 18.3°C, A MRHREIA
81%ULL I, TEFEWIE 320 K, “FHMEWEEZE 17302 =ZXK, mXEREZIE 13°CLLE, SEEM4T
IYIEE AR, B E MM RE X . AEIWA RN 1.1 /7 hm?, 2016 T2 & 1.24 /i
tv PHE 13.65 127T, Mk C RO HERRTTI “5 + 27 (BIhiZe. Z28M. BT, R, Res + &
M. AR ar . —. BTFRRKIRELIE, Sz ERE LR RE TR S P HET
R B R, SR R B RO N R, AR A . SRR R MR T 2R LR U B
X AR, MR, g R EEEH . W BAEMAE IR LA
YA S EAR, RAEEEHENEMRKERA, 460K EM W, E5EWRIERAEYEHEA R A A
H# R TG 5 AR T T80 8 BT, R AW 5B R0 [ 5 Joi o B A 6 A 2 ey 2 s 4HE 22 1 7 AL A
BH1To Ak, AIEEEAFF -]k T “WE" MAMAENIESHER &AH, s
Bt AR R 2 T (R e ) P= A, DABAR LA AN B, B NP ORI AR HE T B A WA HLAE
FRBERL S AKYE o
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2. MRTEE
2.1. RIS

RIS AE = VLA % B A B SH L EUE MR AR R e 28 mh R B s Y 2 ) 7= B 25 T B3R AT . Vi SR Hb T AR
1.33 hm?, RIGHTIFR 0.4 hm?, SNZSW A/ 15 0 FH

2.2. A

1) R MOV IEE R “EIE 437, MRS . i3, RRR R AR, 1987 4
SR AP ER RSV ENEFKRA, S50 “H3 37 F(GSCT 37)” , i EARMLRHE L it
TN TEFREA G A R RGEE AR B AR SRR EEIT IR, % . My ERPIRE
s Mgk, HOBMEE. M B MBRPIE, BEEJI6E. KWK, FHL. B FH
BT IRLLE, — =M HE 39.0 g.

2) PRHLEY “HEET MAMANUE, SR EE 7%, GRS E 75%, B EEAREZEE
PR BR 2 Rl s X BALRL NS5 227 45% BRI AT = A A (15-15-15), Wiz B SR BT i 3K

2.3, R

AbFR A: AR HLIE 150 kg + BRIEE AL 125 kg/667 m?;

AbFE B: it A HUIE 200 kg + B E AL 120 kg/667 m?;

AbEE C: it A A LR 200 kg + JREK 25 kg + R E AIE 100 kg/667 m’;

AbFE D: iAW A HLIE 300 kg + BRIEE AL 100 kg/667 m?;

LR E: it A HLIE 400 kg + BRFEE A 100 kg/667 m?;

AbFE F (CK): MU AR 2 52 A 150 kg/667 m’s

PAEAERHA T 2016 45 12 A 7 HAEZSHR R K LR T 7 TR 25 JEK . 9540 20 JE KV — ML,
T 12 A 8 Hiigsgias ., DUSAHEE. RE/MXHK 20 m. % 1.2 m () 8 ZBAMU L, HEA
24 m?, HAVNXA 1AM, 4 REHEE 1),

2.4, FHISETR
TR PR R EB VRS (ST E XM HARMAEY #17.

Table 1. Total nutrient, organic matter content and input cost in each treatment

F 1 ZLE25HS. BIRSEMRARAK

fhg R P& BFED FrEAPUTE S JERHEN A L (T/667 mP)
S =} N
(kg/667 m’) (%) LR RE gHE &t
way I
A iwgmﬁéﬁﬁ; n?;gg arit 66.75 40.91 243.75 0.00 40000  643.75
< I
B imﬁmﬁé?{l}‘é‘g nﬁ’j’“% et 68.00 46.88 325.00 0.00 38400 709.00
c Mﬁfﬁgﬁjgg 11‘§ N kg’ﬁ/ffri et 70.50 46.15 32500 5000 32000  695.00
JILZES =
o N
p A Mﬁfﬂggﬁg&é‘f; e 66.00 56.25 478.50 0.00 32000 807.50
=
‘A -
g A i%ﬁ*ﬁgsg/ﬂg&g;ﬁiﬁ 73.00 60.00 650.00 0.00 32000 970.00
=
F BRIEE AL 150 kg/667 m? 67.50 0.00 0.00 0.00 480.00 480.00
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2.5. MEIEHmMB
T 20173 A, 4 H. 5 A, AEZSNCEPER B, KUTEMBENEAR, HEAIRN .
2.6. REHIEGITFEDWHE

TR 45 R EHE K H Duncan’s #1225 (Duncan’s new multiple range test)i?E {7 3@ 35 P 2 M (B 1Y 77 2
I3HT)e 1S HTIZ AL B Duncan T 1955 E4gtH, H T Z 0 2 HEAR MR LILE, 278 1%k E
FKFE, EFIE 5% NEEKE.

3. ZRE S
3.1. “IBE” BEVBIRSLRESKRANER~ERME

M2 H, BIREPEDIALTE C s, N 184.1 kg/667 m?, HLALFE F(CK) it 9.7 kg/667 m?, H1E K
5.56%; AEFEE R, N 184.0 kg/667 m*, HLALFE F (CK)EH 9.6 kg/667 m*, 1E1E N 5.50%; A4bFE D #
W2, N 183.6kg/667 m*, LLALFE F (CK)&iH 6.5 kg/667 m?, 11 9.20%. £ Duncan’s & 2%,
AbFE C. AbEEE. 4bEE B 5403 F (CK)Z A2 a4 A B B 2K, AR C 5408 E 2 A, /3 A ik
H F (CK)Z [ ZE AL . WS ICAEL, AYa YL SIIEE SR, FT R R mBEA A,

3.2. “IBE” BEYMBVESLRE SR FREMABN IR

MZE 3 k0, FARPAEN DAL FE E B, N 9420.80 J6/667 m?, LLALFE F (CK)fE i 2235.52 J6/667 m?,
HEME N 31.11%; 4bF D ¥R, N 9253.44 70/667 m?, LLALEE F (CK)fH H 2068.16 76/667 m?, Bl A 28.78%;
AR B FRIRZ, N 8936.26 76/667 m*, ELALFE F (CK)f&iH 1750.98 70/667 m?, MG A 24.37%. MHAK
AW LIALEE E £, AE DR, WFEB FHIRZ, AR F (CK)F 2.02 5. 1.68 51 1.48 5, {H
FEFIFRAERHEN (P L FE 1) 2 S5 1) 667 m® 2B N5 4R LAALFE E $555, LU AREE F (CK) 5 H 1745.52 J6/667 m’,
gy 26.03%; A D Rz, HLALERF (CK)EH 1741.16 70/667 m?, H0EA 25.00%; 4bF B Hikz,
FELALIE F (CK) B 1522.21 J0/667 m?, 1818 A 22.70%. £ Duncan’s HiE W25, 4 E. 4 D, i
H B, 43 A 5403 F (CK)Z [B )2 S 3IA IR B35 K7, MiALEE C 5403 F (CK)Z 8] 1) 2 5 7R0A 3 .
EACPAENE 4). USRI, Y AEVUR SRR G, BEE YA VLR =38, #
P CONRTE S )1

4. ERRIHIL
) “EE7 AL S IER & R E R s E R R EARIARE T, LUt AYA UL 200

Table 2. Comparison of the yield, output value and pure income of the treatment of tea

F2 BUBERE~E. FEMMABNELLE

s 7 (kg/667 m’) FHHM(u/ke) FAE(TT/667 m?) 2t N (J5/667 nm’)
A 1772 46.80 8292.96 774921
B 180.9 49.40 8936.26 8227.49
C 184.1 43.60 8026.76 7331.76
D 183.6 50.40 9253.44 8446.44
E 184.0 51.20 9420.80 8450.80
F 174.4 41.20 7185.28 6705.28

e 1 BALIARGERN = ATV E - ROEAEEHA A 2. DLEEEE A 4 AN EE 3 MR E.
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Table 3. Analysis of the difference of yield between treatments
=3 ABEEEEREEESN

BN G

Qb ygﬁ’ﬁz kb CK 3478 (+-) Et CK H9(+-%)

(kg/667 m") 5% 1%
C 184.1 +9.7 +5.56 a A
E 184.0 +9.6 +5.50 a A
D 183.6 +9.2 +5.28 a A
B 180.9 +6.5 +3.73 a A
A 177.2 +2.8 +1.60 b B
F 174.4 - - b B

i AE B ZHZEREIREZEKT(1%), a5 bRREREBIREKT(S%), %4 FH,

Table 4. A significant analysis of the difference between treatment and pure income

F 4. WIFEGPNEREZ M

JosE: f@lﬁv\ 5 Et CK $8(+-) bt CK 3k (+-%) Rl

(J8/667 m°) 5% 1%
E 8450.80 +1745.52 +26.03 a A
D 8446.44 +1741.16 +25.00 a A
B 8227.49 +1522.21 +22.70 a A
A 7749.21 +1043.93 +15.57 a A
C 7331.76 +626.48 +9.34 b A
F 6705.28 - - ¢ B

kg + JRE 25 kg + BRIEE G AL 100 kg/667 m” (IR AP~ I, it AE AT HLAE 400 kg + BiJE R A HE 100
kg/667 m” (IR, iti FHAEPIAHLIE 300 kg + BiIEE AE 100 kg/667 m* K Z . X—4ie 55M “&
A RBE. PE TR SIS .

2) “UEE” MAEMANIE SR A e B RS E R E . AR AN, DU AEYA
HLUAE 400 kg + AL R AL 100 kg/667 m? (K75 45778 B m » 110 0t FZE MDA WLAE 300 kg + FRFEE AL 100
kg/667 m* Ik, HiFHAYAHLIE 200 kg + BiFER A 120 kg/667 m” (IFRIRZ o X —45 B 5L 7
FHRMA VR &R IEADG, RIFEZR = E MG U S 04 & w2 1 .

3) “UEE” MAEYA NS AERL S i AR B R m AR AR AN . FEARRIG KT, DU AR
HLAE 400 kg + BiFEHE AL 100 kg/667 m® (UFRFA N B, it A A0 HLAIE 300 kg + Bi3EE AL 100
kg/667 m”> IRz, HEHAYIAHUE 200 kg + Bt 2 AL 120 kg/667 m* IR 2 . FIL, ZEakid, 7F
Wbt =P ARSI 45 5 A FRBBY, M SR MAEYIATHUIE 200~400 kg + HRIEE A E 100~120 kg/667 m’
2 L IGE 1

4) “HEET RRADAAHIIES (b IEEC S i B LR IEIE LT 0.5~1 fE A A, (BILRTE AR
25T AR BT i KT B A E, (EA3 K IIHE R .

5) A W IR, ASRISAU R AT . o8, BRIARRE T AR “W " MAED A PR
5 AR AT A it P 6 B RS 7 B N R0 A AT BT

6) ALFF SO A FA NI AR S G R A R BRI AR s, R SRR E S E. 1
AA LA ARG LA A7 R 502 Ol I G HLVGIE A0 HLAE = & Rk, B “ i fit
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