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Table 1 The effects of different planting patterns on the yield and output value of maize and soybean
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Treatments ; . . . . .
Maize yield Soybean yield =~ Maize and soybean yield Maize and soybean output value
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Table 2 The effects of different planting patterns onyield traits of maize and soybean
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The Suitable Model and Benefit Analysis of Maize
and Soybean Intercropping Pattern in Cangzhou Area

LU Shan, XIAO He-xia,MAO Cai-yun.LU Jian-zhang, YUE Jin-sheng
(Cangzhou Academy of Agriculture and Forestry Sciences,Cangzhou 061001, China)

Abstract; The yield and economic benefits were studied through field comparison experiment of maize and soy-
bean intercropping with 4-4-size row planting mode and conventional maize single cropping in order to explore
the maize and soybean intercropping patterns suitable for cangzhou ecological type area. The experimental re-
sults showed that the average yield of maize was 7 605 kg« hm?, and the average yield of soybean was
1 530 kgehm? in intercropping mode, while the average yield maize was 8 280 kg+hm?® in maize monoculture
mode. The output of intercropping comprehensive yield was 10. 32% higher than that of the monoculture, and
the average cutbacks was about 8 250 yuanshm™®. The economic benefit of maize and soybean intercropping was
significantly higher than that of maize monoculture, which was provided a theoretical basis for the promotion of
local maize and soybean intercropping technology.
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