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Table 3 Yield comparison of varieties with different maturity
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Table s Rate of infected seeds of frogeye leaf spot of the

main soybean growing varietics at each pilot field (1986)
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RENEWING TEMDENCY OF SOYBEAN VARIETIES IN THE
STATE FARM REGION OF HEILONGIJIANG PROVINCE

Zhou Fangchui Zhu Baolin

(Academy of Science of State Farm of Heilongjiang Province)
Abstract

During last 15 years, soybean varieties cultivated in the Heilong-
jlang state farm region have been renewed several times, The characte-
ristics of soybean varieties in the region vary widely amony those years,

General tendency; Early-maturity varieties of soybean have been in-
cresaing; leaf became narrows stem of soybean changed to be stiff;
branches became upstanding, and more resistant to frogeye leaf spot of
soybean (Cercospora Seojina hzra). Renewed variations in the soybean
varieties suited to the ecology condition of state farm regicn, develop-
ment of soybean cultivation technology, and meet the requirments of
home and oversea markets for soybean with good quality,

The present main problems; Hefeng 25 have been grown in some
paits of the region where growing season is short; shortage of desease
resistant soybean varietiess Shortage of early and high-yield soybean

verieties in some low temperature area,

Key words; Varieties Tendency Effect



