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Abstract: Xinyangmaojian is one of the famous green tea in China, which has a long history and u-
nique quality. This paper summarized how the factors affected the quality of Xinyangmaojian from
tea varieties, ecological conditions, cultivation measures, plucking technology,and brewing condi-
tions etc. The chemical content of all tea varieties was different;the climate conditions of Xinyang
area could provide good water,heat and light conditions for tea plant normal growth,but soil con-
ditions affected the quality of tea;two kinds of cultivation measures,reasonable intercropping and
tea plantations, had an important impact on the quality of tea; different picking time, picking
standard and machining process could also affect the quality of tea;the sensory quality of tea also
varied among different brewing conditions.

Key words: green tea; Xinyangmaojian; quality; influencing factors

[2-6]
’ o ’

» [1] [7-8] [9-10]

~ . b N Y Y
[11-15] [16-19]
o b N
Y Y Y Y b

b o

:2013-02-08
(30400384)
(1986-), s s : . E-mail; winne-jia@163. com

(1963, s s s » E-mail:jcfeng(@henau. edu. cn



2 TR LA % 42 %

1 o
1971—2000 ,
15 2~15. 5 C,

[20] , ,
. . 3% . .
5 20% '\“25% ’ ’
38% . . 900~1 500 mm,4—
10 80 mm,
43, N N o 1 940~2 180 h, ,
o 220~245 d,
. o 75%., 160 d,
2 N
0 . . [27-29]
s 2.2
[22 6 30]
, ) . . . K.P, Mg Fe
N N [31] 3 [32] .
Y b Y Y Y 4 ’
N N H N 4 N . P
N s N K, O , K,O
[33-34] ,
9 Mg.Ca,S.Zn Mn,Mo,B, Se
. Mg ,
° N ) Mg N
, N o S
[23] [35]
2.1 ,Zn ,
o B.Mg.Ca , Mn, Ca.,Mg
[24] .
) [25] 3
[26] s
[36]



-

’

[38]

13%) .
7%),

4.2

73

(10% ~

[37]
o

24, 84% .

”

4.1

[40]
’

[41]

(9% ~13%)
[51]
b
b
b
. b
o ’ ’
° b
) b
’
. ’
[52]
[53]
1) ’ °
’ Y ’
o ’ ° ’
[42] ) D)
[54]
’ ’ °
s (4,6,8,10 h).
. [43] (160,190,220 C)
N ’ N N N
, N N N
, 6 h, 190 °C
[44-49] [50]
b
b
b



4 o7 iy Rk A % 42 %
o [l ,1997,17(1) :59-64.
, , [13] , . .
85 C, 5 min, 3 g+ 150 mL L. - 199817
; (1) :84-88.
85°C, 4 min, 4 gt 150 mL . [14] :
[Jl. ,1994,16(2) :36-37.
. . . . [15] ! .
) | L. ,2009,35(1) : 7-11.
° [16]
’ [yl ,2008,27(4):101-106.
’ ’ ’ [17] L1l .
. Loes] 2001(1) :39-40.
) , [18] , . )
, Lyl .1996.,16(1) :67-72.
) . [19] [J. ,1985(1) ;29
, 33.
[20] ; , .
7 ’ ) ) ) [, .2010(3) :33-36.
’ [21] , .
’ ’ (1. :
’ 2010,35(6):118-121.
° ’ [22] , .
’ L. ,2010, 44
o (3):267-272.
[23] , , .
[Jl. ,2012,
(1] , , .. 40(1) :53-55.
0l ,2009(12) ;141-144. [24] , , .o
(2] , , . [I]. LJl. ,1995, 15
,2006(9) :298-301. (2):81-86.
(3] . [M]. : . [25] , , .
1985.:247-248. L. ,1994(6)
[4] . (1. 2-4,
,1987(2) :1-5. [26] ; , .
[5] , . .o “ ” L.
L. .1988,8(2) :13-20. ,2005(4) :26-27.
(6] , . [Jl. [27] , .
.1993(3) :36-39. L. ,2006(2) :59-60.
[7] , . 0. [28] ) , .
,2007,20(6) :127-128. Ly ,2012(4) 57~
[8] ) 61.
0. ,2006,32(3):320-323. [29] , s .o
[9] , L. ,2005,23(3) :42-45,
[J]. ,2009,34(4):122-127. [30] ,
[10] ; ) . 0. ,2000(3) :14-16.
LJ]. ,2008,34(2) :89-94. [31] .
[11] 0. ,2008(4) ;70-76.
[D]. : ,2004. [32] s . ,
[12] , [Jl. ,2006,40(3);



274-278. [46] , . .o
[33] s , . IIr. [J]. ;
(Jl. ,2009(1) :16-18. 1993.19(2) :157-161.
[34] s s . [47] R , N
[1l. ,2008,26(2): LJ]. .1991,11(1) :85-86.
30-33. [48] . .
[35] , , .o LIl .2008(2):18-19.
[Jl. [49] , ,
,2008(2) :28-30. (1] . 2005, 21
[36] . L. . (9):81-84.
2006(14) ; 66, [50] , . [J].
[37] . .2007,35(22) :6842-6843.
[D]. : ,2007. [51] . .
[38] Haynes R J. Influence of soil management practice on [J1. ,2004,25(7) ;49
the orchard agro-ecosystem [J]. Agro-Ecosystems, 51.
1980,6(1) ;3-32. [52] ) Lyl
[39] ) ,2009(4) ;65-66.
[D]. : ,2007. [53] s , -
[40] , , - L. .2005(2) :17-20.
L. ,2002(8) : 18-19. [54] . . .o
[41] . . .o LIl .2011,40
[Jl. ,2007(9) (5):74-76.
141-144. [55] , . .o .
[42] . [l , 2010,
[D]. : ,2010. 35(7):120-123.
[43] . . . GC/ [56] .
MS 0. ,2005,21(7) ;108 0l ,2000,26(4) ;228-233.
110. [57] , , )
[44] , . . [(M].3 . (rl. , 2002,
: ,2003:8-52. 12(1) :40-42.
[45] . (1. . [58] , , .

1984(1) :35-41. [Jl. ,2004(2) :37-39.



