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Fig.  The variation of leaf chlorephyll (a+b) content and chlorophyll a/b ratio
at different nodes of different growing stage soybean cultivares.
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Table 3, The variation of leaf chlerophyll a/b ratic at different
nodes of different soybean cultivars
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Abstract

A comparative study of chlorophyll content was made on leaves of
12 soybean (Glycine max (L,) merrill) cyltivars at different nodes,
The chlorophyll content was high and the chlorophyll a/b ratio was
low in the leaves at 7—12th nodes of .main stem, this showed some
characteristics of shade plants, In the leaves at 9—12th nodes of early
maturing cultivars and those at 3—10th nodes of late maturing cultiv-
ars, the chlorophyll content showed a positive correlation with the
mean value of chlorophyll content of all leaves,

It was suggfested that the chlorophy!l content in the midnode leaves

may represent the characteristics of cultivar,



