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Effect of Different Nitrogen Levels on Growth of Camellia oleifera Cuttings

FANG Li-mei (Forest Work Station of Guilin,Shexian County,Huangshan City , Huangshan, Anhui 245200)

Abstract [ Objective ] To study effect of different nitrogen levels on growth of Camellia oleifera cuttings.[ Method ] Effects of different nitrogen
levels on growth of Camellia oleifera cuttings at different nitrogen levels were studied by furrow application in circularity.[ Result] Fertilization
promoted growth of cuttings, but the effects were different at different nitrogen levels.The promotion effect was the most obvious when applying 4 g
per plant urea compared to 2 , 8 g per plant or CK in consideration of height, ground diameter, length of shoot, or number of lateral roots.In con-
sideration of cutting biomass, applying 8 g per plant urea was the biggest.[ Conclusion] The study provides guidance for nutrient management of

Camellia oleifera seedlings in Huangshan area.
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Fig.1 Effects of different fertilization rates on height increament

of Camellia oleifera seedlings
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Fig.2 Effects of different fertilization rates on stem increament
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Fig.3 Effect of different fertilization rates on the new shoot
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Fig.5 Effect of different fertilization rates on lateral root num-
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