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Table 2. Yield and yield structure of interval planting different density with the same cultivar 1983
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%2 4 5 Suinong ¢4
# Thin planting 20 1838 21.3 2.19 319.2
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Table 4. proseedieg trand of plant height of interval planting differsnt density with the same cultivar 1986
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STUDY ON WAVE.LIKE CANCPY CULTIVATION OF SOYBEAN
Chang Yaozhong Dong Lihua Du Weiguang Wang Yumin

(Soybcan Rescarch Institute, Heilongjiang Academy of
Agricultural Sciences)

Abstract

The wave-like canopy cultivation method of soybeans is artificially
make soybeaun canopy row to become wave shepe in order to increase
light-intercepting area of population leaf,fully use and enharnce photo-
synthetic capability, creat good condition for air and light penetration
in lete growth pericd, and reduce yellow and dry lower leaves and
increase yield of soybean, There are three types of wave-like canopy
cultivation methods ; the first is to intercrop of tall variety row with
low variety row; the second is to use the same variety but planting in
different plant number in different row and with different amount of
fertilizer; the third is using the same variety and spraying TIBA to
make one plant row lower than the adjacent row, The experimental
resulls showed that there are still some difficulties to establish wave-
like canopy by using above mentioned methods, we believe that the
ideal way is to use the varjeties derived from isogenic lines with dif{-
erence only on plant height, The experimental results indicated that
10—15cm difference between the crest and wave through was much bet-
ter, its yield increase was 6.0—15,1%. It shows that the wave-like

canopy cultivation is a promising method for raising soybean yield,



