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Table 1

“Zhengqing” phenomenon
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difference at 0. 01 and 0. 05 level. The same below.
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Table 2 Analysis on average empty pod rate and green leaves number

Ak 21 Bk 3 KL B I B JEIER/ N et B
Treatments Pod number per plant Empty pod number Emptypod rate Green leaves number
1(CK) 136.7 Aa 101.0 Aa 73.8 Aa 26.7A a
2 113.8 Aa 70.3 ABb 61.8 ABb 21.3 Aab
3 117.4 Aa 49. 3 BCb 42.0 Be 18.0 Aab
4 94.9 Aa 16.6 Cc 17.5 Cd 9.9 Ab

2.3 AEIAIE K Z A7 AL A

Hi%e 3 I, & 100 g R i Bk Wi H A
I 2 o 245 YRS N TR S A T o TR e R
B2, B 100 g KRG Y IE B ORLECRI IE H kL 5 #R
I W v 28 S 44 TR ) RS o i 5 R
(1% 50 IR EE 2 e 233 S 2 T ) ORI T
o T R 25 MWt 2 A 25 5 0 B EE
AE RS/ B R HIOR L R R/ SRR T O T4

B 22 A K H R 5 3 YR AR 24 4b B3 5 %6 BEAE L
PRI FE A 38 A B v . DRI 3 AR 245 AT DL I
EA 2 (NITAE =T = I DR TR o 1 P& NS A )
Tk . W AN [R) YR B 2 4 e A R e oK
it HORTA] b B 2 8] /9 25 508 B0 B K P . W
T 1 YR L2 YR L3 UAR 24 R0 X HRAH FE o 184 77 I 3 4 1)
K 221% .342% F1 622 %,

R3 AEAENKEFFHE T

Table 3 Effect of different treatments on soybean seed
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A AN H/g
Kb FR (A+ (100 @) ' XA~ (100 @) D) (A4~ (100 g) ) (g+(100 g)1) (g+(100 g)!) Rate of normal
Rate of normal ) Yield
Treatments Seed Normal Abnormal Normal Abnormal seed weight
seed and per plot
number seed number  seed number seed weight  seed weight and abnormal
abnormal seed )
seed weight
1(CK) 824.5 Aa 355.5 Aa 469.0 Aa 0.758 Bb 43.3 Aa 56.7 Aa 0.764 Bb 369.9 Dd
2 791.0 Aa 365.0 Aa 426.0 Aa 0. 857 Bb 46.6 Aa 53.4 Aa 0.871 Bb 1187.6 Bb
3 814.0 Aa 448.0 Aa 366.0 Bb 1.224 Bb 55.7 Aa 44,3 Aab 1. 256 Bb 1636. 2 Cc
4 716.5 Aa 535.0 Aa 181.5 Cc 2.948 Aa 74.5 Aa 25.5 Ab 2.917 Aa 2670.0 Aa
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Control Efficiency of Spraying Frequency

on “Zhengqing” Phenomenon of Soybean

CHANG Li-dan' ,MA Wen’,GUO Jian-qiu' ,FANG She-fa'
(1. Luoyang Academy of Agriculture and Forestry Sciences, Luoyang, Henan 471023 ;2. Baoji

Academy of Agricultural Sciences,Baoji,Shaanxi 722400)

Abstract; In order to control “Zhengqing ” phenomenon of summer soybean better, the control efficiency of

spraying different times of bata-cypemethrin against “Zhengqing” phenomenon of soybean were studied. The

result showed that the control efficiency of spraying three times of bata-cypermethrin against “Zhengqing” phe-

nomenon of soybean was the best,it could decrease the proportion of “Zhengqing” plants significantly. Com-

pared with the control,the percent of empty pod per plant decreased 76. 3%, the green leaf number decreased

62. 9% ,the yield per plot was 7. 2 times than CK.

Keywords: soybean; “Zhengqing” phenomenon; control frequency

55



