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Table 1 Growth and development days of soybeans differing in maturity (1587)
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RELH 10 8 4 ] 8 4

From sowing to emergence

HEEZF-—-Aw A

13 11 9 14 11 g
From emergence to the first trifoliate
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T: : 2 Annual growth and development davs of Hong Feng 3
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Table 3 Comparison of agronomic traits between early and late— maturing sovbcans(1988)
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4.28 6. 25 105.7 19.5 9.2 66. 13. 9
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Tabie 4 The orgnu equilibrum of soybeans differing in maturiry (1987)
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Table 5 Compatison of yield component’ between early and late maturing soybeans(1987)
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STUDIES ON THE GROWTH DEVELOPMENT AND YIELD
OF THE NORTH EAST EARLY —MATURING SOYBEANS

- L. Some Characters of the Growth, Development
of the North East Early —maturing Soybeans

Dong Zuan Dong Jiageng Qiu Biwu
(Shenyang Agriculiural University)
Adbstract

Studies on the growth, development and yield of Heilongjiang early — maturing soybeans
were conducted through 3 years in Shenyang. It was found that early — maturing soybean were
primarily characterized with — shorter growth period,more early — flowering . less biomass. As
sowing date was delayed, the growth days before flowering decreased more than the davs afrer
fiowering, the nodes on main stem decrease slightly, while the biomass per plant had a slight in- '
crease. |

Eariy —maturing sovbeans were different from late — maturing soybeans in the organ equi-
librium and individual productivicy, The economic cofficient of early —maturing was higher ihan
late—maturing sovbean. When the planting density of early —maturing soybean was increased,
yield would be increased.



