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Influence of Shade Intensity on Camellia olei fera Nurse Seed Drafting in Spring

WANG Dong-xue,ZENG Wen-jun,JIANG Ze-peng,XIA Ying-ying,ZHANG Nai-yan"
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Abstract: Influences of four different shade intensities (81.6%,70.5% ,50. 4% ,and 24. 5%) on Camellia

olei fera nurse seed grafting in spring were studied. By variance analysis and multiple comparison, best re-

sults were obtained under the shade density of 81. 6% with black nets,manifested by the excellent futures

in survival rate,height,leaf area,aboveground biomass,and SPAD value available.
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Table 1 Theoretical values and measured value of shade intensity
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Fig. 1 Survival rate under different shade intensities
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Fig. 2 Changes in growth of seedling height
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Table 2 Leaf size and internode length under different treatments
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A 11.34+4.27a 532.594170. 79a 97.68+18.68a 40.50%5.59a 19.00=£3. 49a 2.0540.52a
B 9.3343.25a 448.38+223. 05a 90. 97422, 36ab 36.44+8.87ab 17.29+4. 41ab 1.66+0.60b
C 10. 8044, 61a 346.514-136. 29b 81.72+35.56b 32.1348. 33bc 15. 494 3. 55bc 1.3040. 41c
D 10.80+£3.59%a 302.20+£127.47b 68.10£13. 78¢ 28.6146.90c 14.91+£3.39¢ 1.13£0. 42¢
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Table 3 Influence of shade intensity on seedling biomass and root-shoot ratio

k3 - @E/g T - Ti/g T W
A 0.9640. 25a 0.7740.09ab 2.0840. 23a 0.2940.08a 0.344+0.02a 0.7640.08a 0. 266
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C 0.7940.12a 0.6540. 05bc 1. 28+0. 35b 0.2040.03a 0.2440.03b 0.53740. 08bc 0.262
D 0.9440. 09a 0.6040.01c 1.29+0.06b 0.2840. 04a 0.254+0.01b 0.4340. 03¢ 0.407
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Fig. 4 Relative contents of chlorophyll
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