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Table 1 Sgatistical test between simulated and observed yield
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RGO Biological yield (kg/mu) Economic yield (kg/mu)
No-of germplasm 1R EME HRE  EWE
(cultivar) Caculate  Observe *ﬁ%f& F Caculate  Observe ﬁ*(rfﬁ F
values valuse r values values
25 418. 61 414.35 0.6836" " 1. 4137 180. 84 ' 168.85 0.9290** 1. 3096

% %355 0.01 B ¥KFE
- % %Significant difference of 0. 01
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Abstract

Study on simulation model of soybean photosynthesis production is reported in this pa-

per. According to this model. We can caculate the biological yield and economic yield of sgy-

bean. Correlation coefficient between simulated and observed values was over 0. 01 sign"iﬁ-

cant level. Statistical test between simulated and observed yield was in accordance with the

assumption
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