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Abstract

nutritional quality of tea in tea-soybean intercropping system. The results indicated that intercropping and application of nitrogen fertilizer could

(1. Guangxi South Subtropical Agricultural Science Research Institute,
A experiment was carried out to investigate the effects of different nitrogen application rates(0, 0.25, 0. 50 and 0. 75 g/kg) on the

enhance the taste of tea and reduce the bitterness, thus improve the quality of tea at the three key picking stages of tea, especially nitrogen fer-
tilizer. In addition, the contents of amino acids, caffeine and soluble sugar in tea were the highest in N, + intercropping or N, +intercropping
treatments, and the content of polyphenols was the lowest in N, +intercropping treatment, followed by N, +intercropping treatment. These find-
ings demonstrated that nitrogen fertilizer could improve the quality of tea in the tea-soybean intercropping system, and tea-soybean intercrop-

ping played a facilitated role in fertilizer decrease and yield increase.
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Fig. 1 The effects of nitrogen application on the content of tea

polyphenols in intercropping system
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Fig. 3 The effects of nitrogen application on the content of tea

caffeine in intercropping system
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ble sugar in intercropping tea
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