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Table 1 Comparison of thermal effect on days to flowsring between
wild and cultivated soybean from various latitudes in China
(Gongzhuling, 1981
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Table 2 Comparison of FD between wild and cultivated soybean
from various fatitudes in China under the natural temperature
at Gongzhuling (Gonzhuling 1981
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Fig 2 Regionalization of wild soybean in China according to
Ti* frequency (Gongzhuling, 1988
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Table 3 Regionalization of wild soybean in China according to
Ti* frequency (Gongzhuling 1984
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Comparison of FD difference between
cultivated and wild soybean at various
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day length( (Gongzhuling, 1981)
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THREE NEW EVIDENCES OF THE ORIGIONAL AREA OF SOYBEAN*

Xu Bao, Zhen Huiyu, Lu Qinhua, Zhao Shuwen Zhou Shuhua

(Soybean Instilute, Gongzhuling, Jilin)

Hu Ziang

(Institute of Botany, Academia, Beijing)

Abstract

Studies of both wild and caltivated soybeans from various regions
in China on ecology of days from emerqense to flowering, seed compo-
sition and seed protein electrophoresis all provided some rational basis
for the hypothesis of a Northern China Origion of Soybean, The Yel-
low River valley (around 35°N) is supposed to be the right area of

origination,
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