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EFFECT OF LODGING ON SGYBEAN YIELD FORMATION
Xie Futi Dong Zuan Wang Xiaoguang Sun Yanhuan
(Shenyang Agricultural Uicversity)

Abstract

The effects of lodging on soybean yield formation were studied with 13 varieties. The results
showed that one of the main reasons of sovbean lodging was the weak root system. The critical
top/root of ladging was about 1 0. 08. Lbdging would result in the prelongation of pluant stem, the
decrease »f number of branches, more distribution of dry matter in vegetative organs than that of
productive argans, the remarkable reductions of pod weight per plant, seed weight per plant, }10C
seeds weight and economical ratio and about 56 ¥ yield decrease. Different varieties had differca.
responses to lodging.
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