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25 6 : (1) 6 (130cm 6 16cm 44 /hm’); (2)
5 (130cm 5, 20cm 44 /hm?); (3) 4 (130cm 4
26. Tem, 44 hm’); (4) 45¢m \ 44 /mm’); (5) 30em
. 44 /hm’; (6) (CK) 65em : 28 /hm?
, , 10m, 3.9m, 39m’, 180k g /hm 75kg /
hm?*
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21
: . , (F
= 150. 9> Fos= 8 75) «= 0. 01 . 6
261. 6kg /666 Tm’; 5, 4 ( 3. % .5 % );
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12 2 A T R X #H % 347
12. o 10. %o ( 1)
1
(kg /hm?) (%) (%) (%)
6 3924 146.2 132. 5 129.8
5 3804 141.7 128 4 125.7
4 3723 138.7 125.7 123.1
3024 112.6 102. 1 100. 0
2962. 5 110. 4 100. 0 97.9
(CK) 2683. 5 100. 0 89. 7 88.7
22
2 2 2
2 2 o
6 29. o 5 23. %o 4 16. &% , 8 2o
16. 4. s
1. Bo~ 22 Po ( 2)
2
(cm) EL%) (g /m?) EL%)
6 16 4,933 129.6 1465 122. 7
5 20 4. 692 123.4 1425 119. 3
4 26. 7 4. 435 116.6 1420 1189
45 4. 113 108.2 1326 111 1
30 4. 428 116.4 1386 116. 1
(CK) 65 3. 805 100. 0 1194 100. 0
23
2
° 2 2 2
3 (lux)
(cm)
6 16 8000 4650 500 4383
5 20 7600 4350 550 4166
4 26. 7 7100 4130 600 3943
45 6500 3150 500 3383
30 7000 2600 440 3346
(CK) 65 9250 2000 420 3890

s 22 000lux
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4 383lux, 5 5% , 4 11. 9% , 29. 6% |
30. 9% , , 7. @ , 1. %%~ 12. .
, 1% 13 9% , ,

, 38 %% , 68. 3 | 118 &b.
3 £
3.1 , 6 3 924k g /hm’,

, 26. Do~ 42. 2.

32 (44 /hm’) ,
33 .
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Comparison of Close-planting Ways of Soybean
Wang Cheng
( Hejiang Agricultural Institute, Heilongjiang Academg of Agricultural Sciences)

Abstract The yields and grow th characters of 5 close—planting ways of soybean were com—
pared and analysed in the paper. The result showed that under the same density (440 thou—
sand plants/ha), the LAI and dry matter weight in three treatments of close planting on
broad platform were higher than the other two treatments, the perviousness to light in the
middle and low crown was improved and the yield was increased. Compared with other treat—
ments, the biggest LAT of close planting on broad platform iucreased by 5. & 23. 1% , the
dry matter weight increased 3. 7~ 20. 3o , the intensity of illumination increased 7. 1~ 24.
4% and the yield increased 26. 2= 42. b .
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