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Table 1 Influence of Fe2' on variety yield
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Table 2 The relationship of p with Fe on soybean in root
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Table 3 The available iron contrents in soil (surface horizon ppm)
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STUDY IN THE IRON OF SOYBEAN
(I) IRON NUTRITION OF SOYBEAN

Wu mingcai Wang zejian Qu zhen

(0il Crops Research Institute, Chinese Academy of Agriculture Sciences)

Abstract

It has been found that Fe for soybean growth is deficient in Sajiang
black soil in Yellow River And Hui River plain, 53% samples Fe was
deficient,less than 2,5ppm,38.8% samples Fe was under marginal value,
Application of Fe?* caused soybean yield to be increased by 18,49% in
92% area, Fe?* was absorbed and used by roots of soybean,Fe** content
of root was lower duriag defieienty Fe supply, Fe content is different in
the same organ of different culture, Soybean on seedling stage was sens-
itive to Fe, Fe deficiency index of soybean ! root P/Fe 112,4;Fe?* less
than 180ppm in the root and Fe?*/Mn 10,0 in lower leaves, Factors
reducing effective Fe?* to soybean are p, Zn Mn, PH and draught,

Calcium can reduce symptom of Fe deficiency for soybean growth,



