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Study on High Yield Efficiency of Culture Techniques of

Soybean Hiden ridge Close Planting
ZHOU Xun-bo', WANG Jing-ying , YANG Fang-ren' , ZHANG Guo-jurr, GONG Zhan-yuan'
( Heilongjiang August First Land Reclamation University, Mishan, 158308, China)

Abstract The culture of soybean, hiden—idge close planting was studied by comparing different cul-

ture models and treatments combining chemical control, liquid manure and irrigation. The result sho—
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wed that the culture model had distinct yield increasing efficiency. Compared to the common model,
the yield increased by 20% .

lion plants per ha.
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The optimum row spacing is 35~ 40cm, and density is 0. 4 0. 55 mil-
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