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Table 1 The vertical and horizental distribution of yield traits of

133 varieties and lines in Experiment 1 and 2
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Fig. 1 The types of yield distribution in space classification
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Table 2 Distribution of relative high--vielding varieties and

lines in various types of yield distribution in space

| s ﬁ' HAwmE BHATRA  KEAHER
. ‘ ‘ BRI Distrbution type at Distribation type
ROoB| (Bn _ ~ o : _ ,
No. of refative vertical diregtion - at horizental direction:
Exper~ No. of - - y e - - -
) . figh—yielding LR | oy | PBEE | EXW | HEN | SHB
iment | Varieties . ; |
) varieties Upper Uniforma Middle [Main--stem} Uniform Branch
and lines ‘ | ‘
and Lnes ype type type wpe type type
ik, 1.2 !
= 133 J 36 11 - 3 19 14 3
Exp. }.2 ! 1- !
i 3 | ﬂ |
102 26 [3} 1 25 1 § - 18 1
Exp. 3 |
e | 50125 Bk /A o | s | o 0 s | o
Exp.d | 6(2 Fhk/aE)D [V . & 0 3 3 - 0

FRATEN S AT ROARAR R D ERR 2 f 4 PRATRENSR
F EREEMFHREAO SRR AL RNRCERREE - RERE AT
SETM, A= REBEAKT LHOSHT LR AHT = RORE AT
)57 R 2 FUBK RS BIBEHE 2 P R, A7 08, HLX RRB R FAT.



68 X #Z B ¥ 123

RI FREESFHERSECEARSENXE

Table 3 Relation of index for yield distribution in space to

seed yield per unit area
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PRELIMINARY STUDY ON SOYBEAN YIELD DISTRIBUTION IN SPACE

You Mingan  Car Junyr  \Wu Xiaochun Qiu lhaxun  Ma Yuhua He Guangin

(Soybeun Research hestitute o Nwuey Agncadturad Taver ity )

Abstract

was shown that there existed the significant differences in the yield distridution in space a-

mong varieties or iines in South Region of China. & od yield was mainly concentrated on the top

two-—thirds of the canopy (based on plant height) and on main stem of plants, with certain

amount of varitation among varieties or hnes, Based the percentages of yields on top and middle

layer in canopy and on main stem in a plant, the vield distribution at vertical direction could di-

vided into three types, i. e. , upper type, uniform type and middle type, the yield distribution at

horizental direction also into three types, i. e. , main—stem type, uniform type and branch type

and thus 9 distribution types were obtained from combination of distribution types at vertical and

horizental direction. Uniform type at vertical direction and mainstem type at horizental direction

could be the high —yielding distribution types.
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