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DISCUSSING ON BREEDING OF SUPER SOYBEAN VARIETIES
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Abstract  According to analyzing yield potential of soybean, the breeding guidance, breeding target, de-

sign of plant type,and breeding method of super soybean varieties were discussed. The concept of popula-
tion breeding, varieties combined with the management techniques showed the highest yield potential, and

suitable plant types were put forward. One of effective ways to breed super soybean varieties was put for-

ward. That was, selecting semi-dwarf varieties with solid—seeded planting techniques.
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Table 2 High Yield of soybean in plot abroad (Z=667m?)
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High showing item
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2002 66.7 2620.5 Soyben promoting
project
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11174 e 4e
13 Li.-l. Iﬂﬁ%‘l’ 2
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Table 3 Rate of light energy utilization and yield of soybean
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) o Varieties and locations
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3000 0.72
3750 0. 90
4500 1.08
5250 1.27
6000 1.45
6750 1.63
7500 1.81
8250 1.99
it 2003 — 1(H [ 8 )
5970 1.44
2003—1(Jixi,China)
B FE R GO R B 25)
8604 2.07

Dwar{ variety(Queens-land, Australia)
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Table 4 The contribution rate of agronomic practices on soybean yield
i H 87 hm?) PR /bty R RITRGE
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agronomic practices( %)
%ﬁkﬁ .. 421 1966.5
Soybean in Heilongjiang
R TS o
“Ninth five—year” state Plan 66.7 2542, 29.3
. | NERBARRE 24.0 2970. 0 48.9
Soybean in Jiusan Sub— Bureau, Heilongjiang
A FELT AL AR -
Solid— seeded planting in Heilongjiang 3.6 3294.0 67.5
B2 B AT A A 0.9 3550. 5 80.5

Solid— seeded planting in Bayan County., Heilongjiang
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