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Variety Comparison on Summer Sowing Soybean Varieties with High Yield and Early-Maturity
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Abstract
mature with high yield and good quality. [ Method ] Comparative experiment was carried out with four soybean varieties as material, growth pe-

[ Objective | To screen suitable summer-sowing soybean varieties after wheat harvest in central Shanxi Province, which can early

riod, yield characters and nutrient composition were compared. [ Result] The growth period of Jindou No. 25 and Jindazaohuang No. 2 were
102 d, which can normal mature ; The yield and protein content of Jindazaohuang No.2 were higher than Jindou No. 25, but the oil extraction
rate was lower. [ Conclusion]Two varieties have their own advantages, which can be multiple planting after wheat harvest in the central region

of Shanxi Province.
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Table 1 Comparison of the growth period of four soybean varieties
o X - -
” e i N e R gy S gy BT
fmfp . ; Beginning of End ; Seed Growth
- Sowing Seedling . Full-bloom . Podding - Mature .
Varieties . flowering . flowering . filling . period
time stage . period . period . period
period period period d
25 5 Jindou No.25 06 -27 07 -04 08 -01 08 -05 08 - 15 08 -19 08 -24 10 -14 102
W ARE i 2 5 Jindazaohuang No.2 06 —27 07 -05 08 -01 08 -05 08 -15 08 -19 08 —24 10 - 14 102
H 5 15 Xiadou No. 1 06 —27 07 -04 08 —05 08 —11 08 -21 08 —26 08 -31 10 -17 105
H 5 2 5 Xiadou No.2 06 -27 07 =05 08 -05 08 -11 08 -21 08 -23 08 -31 10 -17 105

2.2 FEMHR RE2HL,EE 2 SRR IR L, ik
40.4 A~ M E G 1 SR BRAREEUR D, O 29.4 4 SRR
B2 S BARRSEBOE A AR W] SRR B 2 R G 2
HYOEE R 25 5 B H BB ZE A K, R L8 2 51
PARRKRIER D, M 39. 4 KL% T 25 S Y SR B AR, B/

MR E R B 2 SRR E 15 H R 2 50 1 R
ROHBNE 25 5 B Sy, WL, BIREE 2 51
BRSO BB RO R, (EHC BUOR, T | PO R 3
FORORTH 525 5, U 5L 25 5 GORBON I .

R2 AP KERMHFTEERKILE

Table 2 Comparison of the yield characters of four soybean varieties

B FAPREL FARRRIEL LRy S Ay [ER iy RIEH
'\][u et Pod number per Grain number Grain weight 100-grain Ratio of seeds
arieties plant /4~ per plant // i per plant /g weight // g to pods
25 5 Jindou No. 25 33.6 70.8 16. 46 23.29 2.11
B RHEE 2 5 Jindazaohuang No. 2 29.6 39.4 10.77 28.57 1.33
K5 15 Xiadou No. 1 29.4 49.4 10.18 21.05 1.68
K5 25 Xiadou No.2 40.4 73.0 14.59 21.43 1.81
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Fig.1 The yield of four soybean varieties
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Table 3 Comparison of nutritional ingredient of four soybean varieties

%
i g7 & EHRE &
Varieties Fat content Protein content
& 25 5 Jindou No.25 17.28 38.63
B ARILHE 2 5 Jindazaohuang No. 2 17.01 41.16
K5 1% Xiadou No. 1 16.31 40.25
H 5 2 5 Xiadou No.2 16.38 41.02
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