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Table 1 Effect of Cuifasu on flush density and fresh leaf yield

. g/ A -m-2 1R/ A-m-® 2R/ 4 m-2 #int = R /g-m-2
. ) —

MW TE w o m R om ow m 4 E ow m & m o4 m
LA S - ] 0 0 1775 650 3700 2675 277.5 200.6
KX HE 2525 2100 350 175 2600 700 195.0 52.5
E R A 2275 2050 1050 650 2875 800 215.6 60.0
¥ K 113 1350 1450 750 400 3475 550 260.6 48.8
Wi 120 1825 1400 650 600 800 700 €0.0 52.5
Wi R 139 1925 1500 925 500 3275 2325 245.6 174.4
B & # 2300 2 300 800 225 4375 1500 328.1 112.5
L 2300 950 325 325 975 125 73.1 9.3
B¢ " 875 825 325 375 1725 700 129.4 52.5
¥ i 625 425 100 0 125 0 9.4 0.0
3 & 850 400 250 50 850 100 63.8 7.5
REBT 375 300 100 75 225 50 16.9 3.8
a ] 1125 875 250 200 1350 800 101.3 60.0
¥ I 1925 1300 2006 100 950 625 71.3 46.9
* = 825 725 175 125 675 250 50.6 18.8
= n 750 525 350 100 900 7590 67.5 56.3
2 B 1300 1000 225 125 875 475 65.6 35.6
¥ & 121 1000 1250 200 200 450 225 33.8 16.9
ikl 400 275 50 25 350 100 26.3 7.5
B A& 25 1075 600 175 150 650 75 48.8 5.6
] R 350 175 950 1125 1825 975 136.9 73.1
.3 x 1550 2175 1825 1050 2600 1125 195.0 84.4
R OF X 375 325 550 375 3100 2350 232.5 176.3
B R 12 1300 975 625 225 1475 675 110.6 50.6
- A 21 2475 2000 775 525 1150 275 86.3 20.6
7.4 138 2150 1450 650 700 145¢ 675 108.8 50.6
REH 1050 1975 2175 675 950 0 56.3 0.0
& I 43 (] 0 2425 2625 3525 2000 204.4 150.0
P24 450 675 1700 1725 2925 1075 219.4 80.6
n ] 1075 1300 1600 2125 2125 700 159.4 52.5
XK 2 450 350 325 175 650 275 48.8 20.6
NHHEBT 200 200 100 ] 0 0 0.0 0.0
1 1475 1400 700 675 975 425 73.1 31.9
] 4 1775 1625 1300 800 1625 775 121.9 58.1
HEXA 925 750 500 250 1075 600 80.6 45.0
F %10 425 550 625 400 1250 600 93.8 45.0
& i1 1625 1425 400 250 650 625 48.8 46.9
JE I ket 1550 1425 1575 650 1950 1125 146.3 84.4
F = 1200 1200 675 25 300 ) 22.5 0.0
R 1625 1225 575 550 1225 950 91.9 73.1
= R 1100 1625 1200 725 1050 400 78.8 30.0
¥ # 1195.0 1040.0 742.5 505.0 1532.5 712.5 115.03 53.55

% 114.9 100 147.0 100 215.1 100 214.6 100
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HREIFH S d WA RLERREERFTH, HRE, TTREMN (13 2™ B WK
HHEZSMMXHRI5].
1.3 TRBEEARERE

1992~19955E 1 2 Arp &2 3 A RHAATL A, B, DM 95 &5k, Wsam,
WACE B RO 2 rUGR Y, WERW AR RIRR. N TR A iRs 5 T T W
#E7,
1.4 PRPIOFHEEERR

199548 3 J 6 HA R RIP R E D, S NAALL 3 A MRERAK IR, i
BRITA900LL-hm~2%, LHEEEHMEH MRS, ERERNEFES,

2 ZXAtd
2.1 EERNTAXAHBEHEXBELNOLE

ERBEB TR 4 H6H, BREZN Table 2 The ¢ test result of flushing index.
HTR#@EGE2), XEEN3I ATHH R
RIKI LF 2 HRIGH R, Sukpegx  FO P AR OM R OBR o d
Ja, BERIEM, RIBIERE, REEXHBEMEN  1093-03-10 1.25 1.2 0.13 41 3.779
J&*‘ﬂﬁ%%%ﬁ%ﬂfﬁ}ﬁd&%%%ﬁﬂﬂ,ﬁ\ 1993-03-16 1.84 1.51 0.33 41  6.651
A S B R BEBE K P (p< 1993-04-05  4.00 3.76 0.24 41 6.715
0.01), TiH ¢ {ABEET FIIREETIRACGE 2)., e f0.05(40) =2.021; fo.0,(40) =2.704

ARG EERBORNEETER, W4 H 6 BRAELSE, WRBMETHE R N0.24¢F
2), MEFFZMEN0.82, K- H0.65, HAHMI0.59, BFHERWK2ELE 4 A6
H, H264 T (EP63.41%) 15 1 2F 2 M- S IR 1 5 BA B (1) X REBEFMH 2
EFRPEHEREBREER. ARAERES, CEHREZEEEBRSU LR f L
N: 3 H16H428.43%, 4 B 6 HN14.01%.,
2.2 EREMEFHEARH=ZNEN

REFRLEHER, BAREEHHNRF LB GEFOPBRS, A W B W w3 K&
27.5%~52. 4% ZIH (K 3D [F—if MR RYHRPFHAERN, X7 H Y BRI H X,
4 A6 BHWA, AMSIEHEMNI.%, 1HBFE M M47.1%, 20 35 W %N
115.1%. AR YRBIMELEREY, 3 H21H, ATRMEEF U LRFH LAIN64.5%, 1k
M R201.4% . WHER 5 dJE AR IREE UL R T B3l BN 50.0%, TH AL EEA100% . 3 F26
H, B EFHHLAN82.3%, WHIHR486.0%. 3 H31HXBAAME F 7
AROTHEE 3 H26 HILeB#. 13 1 MU LMt EMAEAE (E4), BEREXREE,
FRRL00%BEA T4 A3 ~4 H, 100%5 &M N4 A5~6H, 100% 13 1M H N4
HoH, 4MHAEREId, 6dF4d. WHEFWEHREMNE 51 3 2H 3 n &4
Y, N114.6% (F5). tHr B ZW, REYBRBKLFEEMEEH ™ RERRNNR B &K
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Table 3 Effect of Cuifasu on total shoots ﬁmﬁmwﬁm”n
per square meter. Table 4 Effect of Cuifasu on percentage
REBAK/ A m? of various shoots on tea
H » « »
it a " - clone “Banshan
1993-03-05 500.0(140.8) 355.0(100.0) MAR/%  AMR/% 1EIER/%
1993-03-10 1677.5(151.1) 1115.0(100.0) e xR 43 E  4# MR
oo IS IMND  mem wsne w3 o 0o
1993-04 : ) ) ) 1993-03-26 16.8 35.8 43.5 14.2 39.7 0
3 BERANEBERUR-NHE O REFEER 1993-03-31 0 0 14.3 35.7 85.7 35.7
1006 MR 4 % 1993-04-05 0 0 0 28.6 100  71.4
(£ 5).
£5 REREARH~R:BE
Table 5 The t test result of flush density and fresh leaf yield
vy @/A-m? 1% Bg/4-m-2 2m B/A -m-2 B g/g-m-2
i il 1195.0(114.9) 742.5(147.1) 1532.5(215.1) 115.0(214.6)
b i 1040.0(100.0) 505.0(100.0) 712.5(100.¢) 53.6(100.0)
= ¥ 155.0°* 237.5°** 820.0°* 61.4°*

¥, AA6HAE, AEHn=41, BERHUKEBRLUF— BB ERF K008N T K. &%k p<0.01

HHERBIMWERE, BT RFEEEMNS, aEFRHERNY, HEMTFEERNE
BYIXR. WEEREN, AW 131 H-HHA KRR RHIN25.0%~39.3%, 1
T2 HFm A EREEEINI.4%~32.0%, 15 1 H#HMI1.3%~49.4%, BH¥E1
HE1MIIN1.9% ~16.8%, 12 2H8M47.1%(E 6)o BEEANMINBER HKEBTT
Beo xRHint, MSAHELPERAEZEMN. Hit, NEZAEE, BRENNBLIASEHR
HEFERRR, BRMAM RN REEEFER, TTERENE.

®6 FMERXMNFHEKNER

Table 6 Effect of Cuifasu on growth of tca shoot

. a - 110 AR /mm.d-t no#F HE/g
m
/cm 1FEIM 1725130 1% 10t 1% 2w xt % wt
it i 2.92 0.36 0.86 7.08 53.6
# b *% m 2.54 0.28 0.72 6.06 53.4
.1 i 2.65 0.30 0.72 7.61 32.4
By b5y il 2.38 0.24 0.58 6.80 32.5
i i 2.30 0.78 1.98 27.8
* th bod i) 1.54 0.56 1.50 18.9

2.3 BNRRTEMESEARR

1992~1995 K IR B A5 L, REEBHRWEHRIRME R BWHR. THRY



4 4] BARE: FRBRENEXEZ G 439

KERERRES ~7 dy MR HIRE 3 ~4 d. XA 707885 56 F B R Rl AR R R R
Hke WMPERURBRR12% ~15% 26, FI20% Lo MEMERSBTHERARTH ZE
B, BTi1993~1995%E 49347 hm? R4 1% 1, T34k 1 200~ 2 250 jG-hm™ (£ 7),
BEEFELHK, BENBRERD. 1983FEERBETF AR, MMM hmE, 3 A25
BRI FREHZE, EHso0m kg™ b, HERSKMERNERMHY.

%7 MERETRBENERNR

Table 7 Application results of Cuifasu in various tea districts

£ @ AR ERAA H B/hm? -4 £
1992 3 Y F 3 0.13 BRWFRS5d, #=15%
1993 BEN KL 6.67 RMFRH 74, HXMHE 120055 hm-2
1994 R RER 140.00 2% Mk 1200~ 2 1005%-hm-2
1995 BB RLR 200.00 2% 1500~ 22505 - hm-32
1993 2RTBELRER 0.20 RUBEEFRSd, Frud, Vak
1994 PEAAREIEERH(AHIBH) 0.13 REBEFRS~6d, MIHM™12.0%
1995 PERAARIRERH(PEAER) 0.01 WWBRFRAL A, RAEMLEMNT20.6%
1994 ARTREBERRA 0.33 RUAFXFRS 4
1994 BATTASERHE 0.07 x#8, Fmnit, Bx
1994 BRENTRSFRN 0.13 BRUBXFRI~4 4, A*15.0%
1994 BRENTHRe 4 0.20 REFRS~74d
1994 BEATHPRSRBE 1.00 RUFRS5~74d
1994 BEATTRSRD 0.33 RWERFEI~5d, ZRE
1994 EEWERR 0.67 REFR74
1994 EEBRZEXANF 0.13 RER, BF, Fit

3 4

3.1 HFFHAREE IS RAFMLFHSEREERHLENEE. RFENE R G
HER. BYBREAENEE, SHRHTERI 4, AHPHMREG6d,

3.2 REFHEAIRE27.5%~52.4%, FHAERKBEHEIMI.4%~39.3%, HKHiN11.3%
~49.4%, BHFEMMII0%~47.1%, HEIFHEHH114.6%, BRRBE,

3.3 FRAMENHRRERERFREZE -BRERBEERXIFR~T d,FFHT12.0%
~15.0%, BE#H/=20.0% Ll . ¥l 1200~ 22505E-hm™2, B HHEHSHHNE, BT
EBRFF=REAHE .
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Liang Yuerong (Zhejiang Agricultural University, Hangzhou 310029, PRC),
Lu Jianliang, Zhang Youjiong, and Zhu Yongxing. Effect of Tea Cuifasu
on Spring Tea Flushing. J Zhejiang For Coll, 1996, 13(4): 435~440

Abstract: Tea Cuifasu, a foliage spray preparation for tea plant, was used
to test 46 tea clones in Hangzhou, Yuhang,Jiande and Anji of Zhejiang, Qiyang
of Hunan and Yichang of Hubei. The results showed that Tea Cuifasu was
significantly cffective in stimulating tea flushing and increasing tea leaf yield
in ealy spring. The first plucking was 5 to 7 days carlier than control. Flushs
ing density in a given plucking table increased by 27.5% ~52.4%. Shoot
growth rate increused by 19.4% ~39.4% and sheot length of onc leaf and one
bud increased by 11.9%~47.1%. Fresh leaf yield increased by 114.6% before
Qingmin scason and by 12.0%~15.0% in the whole spring season.

Key words: Tca Cuifasu; spring tea; germination; growth ratc; yicld
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