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Table 1 Comparison the treatment yields in small area test
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fib 3 PR/ em A
. Grain weight /4>« ff! Insect grain Germs grain  Flat grain 100-seed /kgehm™
Treatment Plant height .
per plant Seeds per plant number number number weight Yield
7 I-K & Melon-soybean 85.77 8.41 53.38 4. 20 0.30 1.88 16. 36 1515.0
W3- K & Beet-soybean 68. 85 8.32 52.92 3.10 0. 04 1. 20 15. 98 1709.0
T K- K& Maize-soybean 67.33 6.57 43. 38 4.52 0.68 0.92 15. 26 1276.4
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Fig. 1 Income ratio of different crops intercropping with soybean in small area test
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Table 2 The significant difference analysis
of each treatment yield in small area test
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Treatment Average
5% level 1% level

LA B f 17 Potato-soybean 1865. 6 a A
T 3-K & Beet-soybean 1709.0 ab A
Wi - K& Eggplant-soybean 1623.4 ab A
& JR-K & Melon-soybean 1515.0 ab A
K- K& Maize-soybean 1276. 4 b A
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Note: The different capital and lowercase letters mean signif-
icant difference at 0. 01 and 0. 05 level, raspectivety.
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Fig. 2 Income ratio of different crops intercropping

with soybean in the large area survey
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Study of Using Biological Diversity Prevention Control on
Soybean Aphids in Southeast of Heilongjiang Province

SHI Xin-rui
(Mudanjiang Branch of Heilongjiang Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Mudanjiang, Hei-
longjiang 157041)

Abstract; In order to investigate the control effect of soybean aphid in southeast of Heilongjiang province by u-
sing biological diversity prevention, the biological control measures of soybean aphid were studied in 2011, The
results showed that potato,sugar beet and soybean intercropping prevention effect was better than other bio-
logical diversity methods in the southeast of Heilongjiang province.
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