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Response of Leaf Morphological Characters of Soybean Seedlings to Uniconazole

Treatment for Dry Seed

LUO Qing- ming, YANG Wen-yu,CAO Xiao- ning, XIANG Da- bing, WAN Yan, CHEN Ke

(College of Agriculture,Sichuan Agricultural University, Yaan,625014 Sichuan, China)

Abstract: The third trifoliolate stage is a very important period for soybean field management. In order to research the re-

sponse of leaf- configuration of different compound leaf of soybean seedling after Uniconazole applying for dry seed,the leaf

length ,leaf width and leaf area was measured with the Laser Area Meter CI-203. Results showed Uniconazole dry seed treat-

ments had significant influence on morphology traits of the first three trifoliolate. Uniconazole treatment restrained petiole

length, leaf length and leaf width of the first trifoliolate,,and decreased the leaves area. Uniconazole treatment promoted the

petiole length,leaf length and width of the second trifoliolate ,and increased the area . The appropriate concentration of Uni-

conazole that beneficial for the development of soybean seeding leaves is 6 -12 mg - kg ™', and the optimumconcentration of

Uniconazole is 9 mg - kg ™.
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Fig.1 Response of the first trifoliolate leaves of soybean

with Uniconazole dry- treatment
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Fig.2 Response of the sencond trifoliocate leaves of soybean

with Uniconazole dry- treatment
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Fig.3 Response of the third trifoliocate leaves of soybean

with Uniconazole dry- treatment
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