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Table 1 The correlation and path coefficient of plot yield and chorophyli
content in different growing stages
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Table 2. The difference af [eaf N(%) at different growth stage
WoE B om AR Az & TR E ¥
Measuring stage 10 varieties means Range C. Vo
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Tabhle 4 The imitation yield by regression modle
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CORRELATION ANAIVSIS BETWEEN SEVERAL CHARACTERS AND
" SEED YIELD OF ESPECIAL USE SOYBEAN

L'u Xuancheng Gan Weina
(Hunan Iustitute for Application of Atomic Energy in Agriculture)

Yin Tengjiao Ma Jifeng
(Hunan Crop Institute)

Abstract

The correlation between some characters and seed yield was analysed

The result indicate that: There is a significant positive association

- between the content of chlorophyll a, chlorcphyll b, chlorphyll (a+b)

at early pod-filling stage and seed yield(r=90,7109*, 0.5106, 0,6799*
respectively).

No close correlation between seed yield and N content (%) of leaf,
specific leaf weight -was observed, Path analysis d=sp1;ys that during
seedliag and early pod-filling staces,specific leaf wexght has a negative
effect to seed yield, while during flowering and late pod {illing stages
spec fic leaf weight is positive to seed yield, l

. regression equation content six factors was obtained Ly stepwise
regression technique based on 24 factoes., - The equation is reliable to
estimate the seed yield, .

Key words, Chlorphyll Specific leaf weight N confent of leaf spcial

use soybean



