F30E Holl
20114 12 1

K TR
SOYBEAN SCIENCE Dec. 2011

Vol.30 No.6

REMERERRIER
WA, HEE L

(gl R RS EYEARZERE, IRt 100193)

MBI RE R A RIE R AEVE D ZE /IR R S S B R IE il o e R R MR 7
o SRR SR S WON L G MR AE B BERE L, Z0 B 7 BRI R 3R S | DR 2 A 3 9 6 B R L 75 7%
X R HURESEHE D (9 73 BRI B A I S A 2 IolAB 5t A5 AT 7 BAR R AT WL, O DA B AR A BT A 2Pt 5 4
S AR AR A I B DB A 25 77 1 R B2 T R SR S RO ST TS, Dt — A S R R SR R B AR MR S R
%%o

SRSRA) : L KRS s LN T7 325 s DUNE SEHEIN 5 JiAb it

& 425 :S565. 1 X HEkFRIRAD A M EHRS:1000-9841(2011)06-1030-05

Advances in Studies of Pod-Shattering of Soybean

SUN Dong-feng, KANG Yu-fan

(College of Agronomy and Biotechnology, China Agricultural University, Beijing 100193 , China)

Abstract: Pod-shattering is a natural character of soybean,and it is more general in pellet soybean for sprout. Pod-shattering of
soybean has a great negative influence on harvest and yield. The study advances of microscopic anatomy and morphology char-
acters , types of pod-shattering, observation methods, molecular marker technology of resistant pod-shattering genes, reduction

measures on pod-shattering traits of soybean were elaborated in this paper, and prospected the study on pod-shattering from-

physiological and biological mechanisms, associated with agronomic traits and transgenic technology.
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