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Table 1 Effecf of narrow-row planting on yeild and components
% H
\\ B O | B | W KB % R K ERE| & =
" CEX) ((3/K2) % % | B X yeild
i ,
Place \ Va:;g;xos s Cultivar Rows |Density [Pod No |Seed No | Weight (/%) | (%)
B (cm) |(Plant/ | /Plant /Piant (g/100| jin/mu
Year M2) seeds)
1973 | B 4 BRTERL Zx35 30 24.3 21.5 55.2 17.8 | 362.0 | 113.8
Ssi Hua Back soil | Sui nong-3 60 24.3 20.3 47.9 17.5 | 318.0 | 100.0
area of Song
Ha plain
1975 | & B |Ek¥EEERK BE3E 15 39 13.8 32.4 21.3 | 359.0 | 112.2
Ai Hui Extrence Hei he-3 30 39 14.4 34.3 21.3 | 380.0 | 118.8
cold northe- 45 39 15.7 37.5 21.3 | 415.0 | 129.7
rn ares 70 39 13.2 39.7 21.3 | 320.0 | 100.0
1975 | NEZRS |ZSTFREBL| FH105 30 30 33.5 | 61.3 | 20.5 {435.9 | !15.0
853 Farm | Black soil |Femg Shou- 60 30 28.4 53.5 19.7 | 377.0 | 100.0
area of San | 10
jiang plain|
1978 | B WBNWERREL £k3E 45 — — -— — 402.0 | 124.0
Qing An | Black seil | Sui nong-3 70 —_ — —_ —_ 324.0 | 100.0
area%
colder
mountain
19811 B M BRTEBEL BE3S 30 35 16.6 35.2 16.0 | 262.8 | 117.3
Cha Ha | Black Soil | Hei he-3 50 35 13.2 37.0 186.0 | 278.3 | 123.3
Yang area of 70 35 14.0 30.0 16.0 | 224.0 | 100.0
western
plain
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Table 2 The relationship of leaf area index in different row spacing with yield
15 4R % (Harbin)
i R ) Fir ZrrRTEN I S ] o owm oo oo J Fia B
(KD Multiple leaf i (e /w)
Row spacing Cultivar unfolding Branching | Flowering | TPod setting yeilcl
(em) ‘ stage stage ‘ stage stage (jin/mu)
30 M1l 0.810 1.182 ! 2.556 ! 2.880 340.1
50 0.118 0.601 1.519 2,253 J 284.8
70 Heinong-11 0.187 0.450 1.326 | 2.163 y 232.7
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Table 3 Influence of weeds to soybean yield
ERCED Cowmm ok m W | PR OF/ED R (%)
Row spacing \ (Weeds/m3) Yeild \ Yeild
(cm) | (jin/mu) \ ()
30 | 5 276.6 | 168.6
45 ' 14 265.6 | 187.3
60 \ 38 ‘ 173.2 1 109.1
70 ‘ 44 1 158.7 ! 100.0
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Table 4 influence of Soil moisture to full Stand of Seedlmgs and Yield of Sogbeans
E:A 35‘ :!:t&%’?k(% T % % H %mu (%) Fé(ﬁ/m) F"*E (%)
Relief Soil Soil reaction fuiite of Yeild Yeild
moisture of seedlines| (jin/mu) (%)
W ﬁ 5% W | i
Hill .20 Poor soil moisture and many 75 ‘ 256 100.0
larger soil granules on land “ i
. I S —
S LB BN — : |
Plain 25 Good soil moisture and {fine 87 ! 297 | 116.0
soil granules : <
_ e ——— o —_—
S s '
low land 30 Better soil moisture and very 96 339 132.4
fine and plane soil | |
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STUDY ON THE NARROW-ROW DENSE PLANTING OF SOYBEAN

Chang Yaozhong

(Soybean Research Instituie, Heilongjiang Academy

of Agricultural Science)

Abstract

The narrow-row dense planting method enabled a proper distribu-
tion of the soybean plants, and brought about a better utilization of
the light energy and the farm-land, And as a result, it increased the
soybean yield,

Under the same conditions, the narrow-row dense planting has
brought about an increase of soybean yield by 13.8 to 29,7%. This

method now has been widely popularized,



