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Abstract

This study aimed to explore the effects of spraying 15% paclobutrazol wettable powder (70 g per mu)
atthe initial flowering stage on agronomic traits and yield of soybean varieties with different pod-bear-
ing habits under the soybean-maize strip intercropping pattern (2:3 row ratio). Four determinate pod-
bearing soybean varieties and four semi-determinate pod-bearing soybean varieties were selected as
the test materials. The results showed that paclobutrazol treatment significantly reduced soybean
plant height (with an average decrease of 26.04%) and pod height, and the reduction amplitudes of
semi-determinate pod-bearing varieties were higher than those of determinate ones. Meanwhile,
paclobutrazol treatment increased the branch number, pod number per plant, and plant weight per
plant of soybean, which ultimately led to a yield increase (with an average increase of 5.67%). Among
them, the yield increase amplitude of semi-determinate pod-bearing varieties (8.07%) was better than
that of determinate ones (3.27%). It is concluded that paclobutrazol can effectively control excessive
vegetative growth and prevent lodging, and has a better yield-increasing effect on semi-determinate
pod-bearing soybean varieties. In addition, three soybean varieties suitable for strip intercropping,
such as Qindou 2018, were recommended in this study.
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1. 5]

KT RFREEENE AR, FHREER, MR RE X IMKAT = AR =, 2024 4253
M 1.05 fam, HEEREH NS 66.7% [1]. Kk, JZIFRFHBEAR. FriEly KK EFE R,
ARG LT, SRR ER 2 A A EENIEE L. KG9 FKARE A M EBAE T ED 2
FECE, SCILT “HFOKRAWG=. M —FE” MH, THMERER] 1.4 DL E, AiEsIRE ARG AA %R
AT HHIBABE[2]. K11, EEMHEAE R KRG RGAAERRTE S, FERGEREKFE
RABIG N, dEifszma = E . WARRERH, KGAERT, 28000k & 8eR o= s 1
SO 5 R AUREVE P REE L T 24 N AR R 2R B VDA SR [3]-[5] 0 AKALHERI FAE SR, £E KT KR A M
R, A 5% 20 T YRR 77 35~40 g« WAL RT F 5% R nT YRR 71 70~75 g R AR R
TrER[6]. HFEISHT AR, 1002 200 « FHURSE RIVRMERG RN KT FORMIRHE RO, HaEm
BIR, $Emres(7]. ZRMAENE HIEY AR, DR R R S, SRR,
R PUEIRAE S, TEAEPARRRE PR T 2 o AR AR T RS FOKRAIRAT TG 2:3 R AR, Wt 70 meit 2 R
PR R & R Z IR B = B, BN KRS TKE SR E AR AR F .

2. MRS7%E
2.1, REAAR

MR KT AL 8 A, A RIN%& T 203, T 2014, ZET 2018, PEE 10 5% 4 MRS S
MAMZET 85, FH 1519, HT 17. EF 2017 25 4 NUAMRLE TSI SR B KSRk H B PG &4

Tk
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FEHERE (R AT A B oK i AR 288
PFARZG5H0 E DGR 15% 2 M rTIEPEAR 77, UMD 200 g R348, W E LR 2508

2.2. WEE

TRIE PR AT B PG 48 24 22 TS 70 R OB S by, R BRI AT, s, R
FEANRT e, 55 R e A i S SR N-P205-K20 EL A 15-15-15 R AR 20 A Fr1E AR,
202446 H 18 H, K&, T KFER AT A4k, Bid. B Aok RSB g —3 T,

KREEAKARE S MR RAT LI E N 2 47 FoKIAME 3 /7 R (2:3 4TEER), R K747 8E 0.40 m,
PREE 0.10 m, FOKE A FhE % B 6000 B/ . KEAF{THE 0.30 m, FEEE 0.10 m, KO EEGMEE
75 9000 #R/H . KSR EIAEE 0.6 me 501 2 MR BE: Wit 22 e A s 0 B (CK), R4 3 i
HE, FEVLXAHS], BNESERNANEEMERG BEL/DXY 44m, £6.0m, M 26.4m2,

22 200 it FE SS90 K S R I E 0, i Rl 70 T/ K 40 A T R, 45 P B SIS 5 A TR A4 )W i

2.3 REMRE=ENE
KRS, RS/ XIS 10 RAEARE R, MERRE . IRIEREZ . AR, 22978 bk

SEREEARENIRME, BT 5 T E AR R . RS BN X XIGER, BT KERA, FRE,
B e AR SR T AT S5 R B

2.4. BRGSO

XFd Microsoft Excel 2019 47T ¥4 # 7, i F DPS A4 HEAT St 2047, @I M ST REAS ¢ A58 b 3 Ak
TR R A 25 e g e, B MK P < 0.05.

3. ZER55H
31 SHUMNAKERZHERIF

311 HESEES

Wt 22 A S, P AR S MR S I R R, BRBEE 10 S4b, HARmPh T IEBH R EGE 1).
R HIBEIE N 26.04%, FREBAARRIELE 8.22%~40.45% 2 ], HhZRE 8 S[KIEE K, ik 40.45%; [F
10 SRR/, N 8.22%. MESSECIVER, Wit 2 M52 T 203, R 2014, & 2018, PkE 10
S AN RIS RIEHENTREE 8 5. £E 1519, T 17. &H 2017 & 4 MIEAR
G839 >R AR R e A o A B 455 ST S A R PR e B A 8.22%~21.91% 2 7], 1357y 15.95%; VAT FR
G832 S SRR (R Rk v PR R 34.15%~40.45% 2 1], T} 4 36.14% (3 2).

SEYE BT, ACERAH ST HEAH LL, AN ZR 5 2017 &5 3 i i I S B, L Ath ot o 485 9 v B B AR B AR
HZERAEZE (R 1). 8 DN RE Pl 45 38w B BIBETR Y 11.89%, VA BR 4532 dn PR B 45 3% it Bl i) 25
JermERFIRELR, FRIRTE 8.79%~22.85% . 8], “TYFRIRy 15.82%: A7 BRASIE > 1 it il (0 435 37 v JEE o M 4
2.93%~16.54% [H], 3517 7.96% (4 2).

Table 1. Effects of paclobutrazol spraying on soybean agronomic traits under intercropping mode
1. EEMERT T ST K SR Z IR0
il A4 R Ab Phisi(cm) 453 5 5 (cm) S ZATE() BARRIEE()
CK 71.97 +1.33a 21.84 +1.80a 0.26 +0.07a 13.27 + 0.46a 17.68 + 1.26a
EZ Y 57.90 + 2.22b 18.22 + 0.85a 0.55+0.15b 13.02 +0.24a 18.51 + 2.02a

%5 203
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Par
BANE 45

B CK 83.06 + 10.46a 18.87+329a  147+040a  14.48+037a  22.37+0.40a
204 EZS U 64.87 + 2.31b 18.32+0.23a 1.67 £ 0.25a 14.93 £ 1.02a 24.40 +0.87b
B CK 7338+ 1.71a 2172+114a  043+049a  1386+1.04a  24.43+9.86a
172008 Z M 63.00 + 1.32b 20.14+2.89a  0.73+0.68a  13.23+0.64a  26.80 +5.20a
L CK 76.49 + 3.27a 19.67+166a  024+0.28a  1295+05la  28.41+559
Pz 205 Z M 70.20 +7.14a 18.67+2.44a  0.37+0.15a  12.37+0.47a  28.67 +4.46a
. CK 128.69 + 1.29a 2210+35la  048+0.03a  16.16+0.74a 18.17 £ 0.92a
Ra8E Z M 76.63 + 2.51b 17.19+2.17a  051+0.03a  1575+0.42a  20.75x4.7la
+5 1510 CK 107.92 + 3.51a 2435+329a  023+0.06a  1463+117a  26.73+6.66a
EZ V(i 71.06 + 7.35b 18.78 + 2.05a 0.61 +0.24a 14.82 +0.81a 27.11 £ 1.94a

e CK 110.45 + 8.78a 2124+411a  063+042a  1531+0.90a  22.78%0.6%
A E2 Y 71.17 + 1.48b 19.37 £ 0.96a 0.71+0.17a 14.81 +0.27a 23.46 +3.97a
-~ 121.64 + 2.20a 1847+1.32a  040+0.34a  1580+1.12a  27.07+7.08a
20T EZ V(i 79.82 + 5.60b 16.73 + 1.75b 0.47 +£0.21a 15.37 + 0.64a 27.80 + 1.97a

e RSB G A RN G RS F A AL BRI FE P < 0.05 /KFERE2: B AP £ triEEN=3).

Table 2. Effect of paclobutrazol spraying on the variation of soybean agronomic traits

2. B S AN A ERZEREIIEE

o Pk (cm) 252 = FE (em) IR
CK 2 o R+% CK L HEE%  CK 23 ExiE+%
%H 203 7197  57.90 -19.54 21.84 18.22 -1654 026 055 110.47
%5 2014  83.06  64.87 -21.91 18.87 18.32 -2.93 147 167 13.35
% 2018 7338  63.00 -14.14 21.72 20.14 -7.26 043 073 69.23
BiE 105 7649  70.20 -8.22 19.67 18.67 -5.10 024 037 51.25
%H 85 12869  76.63 -40.45 22.10 17.19 -2222 048 051 6.92
¥ 1519 107.92  71.06 -34.15 24.35 18.78 -2285 023 061 161.90
W 17 11045 7117 -35.56 21.24 19.37 -8.79 063 071 12.93
% 2017 121.64  79.82 -34.38 18.47 16.73 -9.41 0.40 047 15.60
3 96.70  69.33 —26.04 21.03 18.43 -11.89 052  0.70 55.21
o ENE () FARRIER()
CK EZ VLT LU +% CK EZ Lk Lb st R £9%
725 203 13.27 13.02 -1.83 17.68 18.51 4.72
% 2014 14.48 14.93 3.15 22.37 24.40 9.09
% 2018 13.86 13.23 -4.54 24.43 26.80 9.70
BkiG 10 5 12.95 12.37 -4.47 28.41 28.67 0.90
£H 85 16.16 15.75 -2.56 18.17 20.75 14.22
FH 1519 14.63 14.82 1.25 26.73 27.11 1.41
M 17 15.31 14.81 -3.25 22.78 23.46 3.01
ZH 2017 15.80 15.37 -2.72 27.07 27.80 2.70
1 14.56 14.29 -1.87 23.45 24.69 5.72
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3.1.2. B ENRFNAKKIEY

BARKE, ZRMAEIERTFTA SRR 2R BRI R IE R — e IR R . 7E 2 UM AL FE 1T
ZrnENTTH, A RMZENEERARE: SEERT 203 4. RREHFRZE T 2014 48, K
fib S FRAE M B PR BB A U7 T 2 R A B (R 1),

W5 it 22 S 5 BT i P o RO AN RIRE FE R 22, 30 2 7 6.92%~161.90% 2 [8], ~1-$5°4 55.21%,
Horp 55 1519 B hnmeE & it K (161.90%), 25 203 (110.47%). ZE 5 2018 (69.23%). Bk 10 5 (51.25%) %>
B g i ok, 25 8 SR &/ (6.92%). 25 203 2545 IR AR T 8 525 A R4S
SE S ISP R BE N R, A PRAS 3 AP 3EN 61.07%, A BRES JE S AT 3438 N 49.34% (< 2).

1% i 52 RO ZE AT RS 5 T, ZREL 2014 AN 1519 MR BIZENTHUMER £, B0 3.15%
A 1.25%; FHoAth B iROR & S M 22 B AN R RR B DRk, FRIEAE 1.83%~4.54% 2 [H], 42§ 203 Z5A R
S5 MAIZE 6 8 5 55 A PR 45 3 it P ) 221 B0 D8 T B 8. 22 S AL (5 2)

W it 22 280 i BT i B R SRR A R N, SEINIR BETE 0.90%~14.22% 2 1], 344 5.72%. H41E
BRI RCNZEE 8 5 (14.22%), HIRNZEE 2018 (9.70%). Z . 2014 (9.09%). 5. 203 254 B 45 3
PR 8 545 A BR 45 e it M- T35 3G INIE FERG K, A BRES S R348 00 6.10%, VA7 PR 25 3% it T
K130 5.33% (£ 2).

3.2. BRI KT =R

321 BEERSRNE

FRRE T, W2 S, Ze T 2018 HUbR E SO BRI ik WA KT, IR 15.18%, HoAth A
Tl 1 LR B R R SR AR FR AU R AN IR EE 8, (H = Z R AR (K 3). RARE RN INEE L, &
5. 2018 ¢k (15.18%), HR s 1519 (14.99%) . Z= . 2014 (8.40%) . Z= . 8 5(6.32%) . % K. 203 (5.89%),
BT 17 HIOWE B A /N0.49%) . 2 T 203 S AT B4 % ML ZR T 8 5 AR VAT R 45 38 i b 1 1 32 3G i
BK, FPREEIE SRR N 8.11%, WA BR 45 S RPN 6.21% (3 4).

FRLE T, Wit S, 25 8 5 E R E RO BRI ik B B2 /KF, H0EA 3.75%, FAt &k 1)
R E 0] R AN R B /N o, AR I AR A ) 2 35 22 K (FR 3). ERLE IR b, E & 1519 &
K(5.19%), HIRNZEE 8 5(3.75%). BrE 10 5(3.07%). =& 2017 (1.98%). %5 203 (1.77%), Z . 2014
B B2 715 (0.16%) o 22 & 203 255 R 45 3 it B (%) F1 R E ST 41 8 (1.329%) s /N T- 28 1 8 5 55 WA PRA5 3¢
i P ) TR P 35 9 1 (3.00%) (< 4).

Table 3. Effects of paclobutrazol spraying on soybean yield traits under intercropping mode

3 3. EAMERN TS M K2~ MR8

i o 44 phL FARR () ERIEH() 77 (kg/hm?)
B CK 11.21 +0.98a 28.23 + 0.95a 1310.68 + 28.18a
257 203 N
EZ L 11.87 +0.37a 28.73 + 1.46a 1326.32 + 54.35a
B CK 14.79 + 3.02a 20.93 + 0.86a 1264.35 + 34.59a
7% 2014 N
EZy 16.04 + 0.89a 20.97 + 0.65a 1338.63 + 81.54a
B CK 12.50 + 0.77a 24.83 + 0.60a 1482.97 + 56.40a
7525 2018
Z 3 14.39 + 1.30b 24.90 + 0.40a 1538.48 + 61.61a
B CK 13.96 £ 0.72a 26.03 + 2.57a 1388.04 + 42.22a
e 10 5
Z 3 14.38 + 0.66a 26.83 +0.67a 1419.71 + 44.60a
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. CK 7.70 £ 0.28a 21.33 + 0.60a 871.24 + 7.59
R 85
EZVLE: 8.18 + 1.18a 22.13+0.29b 950.47 +70.91a
B CK 12.36 + 3.51a 23.10 + 1.39a 1301.91 + 188.94a
F 5 1519 N
EZ L 14.22 + 1.43a 24.30 + 1.56a 1423.40 + 37.94a
CK 12.31 + 1.56a 21.30 + 0.62a 1262.81 + 57.22a
Wi 17
EZ L 12.37 + 0.62a 21.53 + 0.55a 1339.96 + 109.10a
B CK 11.45 +2.92a 21.90 + 0.62a 1170.29 + 220.46a
%% 2017 N
EZI LA 11.80 + 0.94a 22.33+1.10a 1261.07 + 79.67a

e RSB EA RN FRERORF — A AL R E LR P < 0.05 /K FER R % B FIME £ FrfEZEN =3).

Table 4. Effect of paclobutrazol spraying on the variation of soybean yield traits
= 4. B S MM KT - 2R EE

- PR E g EREN) 7718 (kg/hm?)
CK  Zxm  [ExfiE+% CK 28 X% CK 2 X%
%5 203 1121 11.87 5.89 2823  28.73 1.77 1310.68  1326.32 1.19
%5 2014 1479 16.04 8.40 2093  20.97 0.16 126435  1338.63 5.88
%5 2018 1250 14.39 15.18 2483  24.90 0.27 1482.97  1538.48 3.74
BZ 10 5 1396  14.38 2.98 26.03  26.83 3.07 1388.04  1419.71 2.28
%H 8% 770 818 6.32 2133 2213 3.75 871.24 950.47 9.09
FH 1519 1236  14.22 1499 2310  24.30 5.19 1301.91  1423.40 9.33
T 17 1231 1237 0.49 2130 2153 1.10 1262.81  1339.96 6.11
%5 2017 1145 11.80 3.03 21.90 2233 1.98 117029  1261.07 7.76
4 12.04 1291 7.16 2346 2397 2.16 1256.54  1324.75 5.67
322. K&

W2 A T, BT SRR P R R L BRI, (HZE R ARIA B R K (R 3). MRS E, £
A Me A S A 1 23 P M S A ) 5.67%, L 1519 MM B K (9.33%), MR JE /NI R
203 (1.19%). MEFNEESEIVER, A BR ST 1T 3538 72 1 FE (8.07%) K T4 R 45 3 & A (1 - X8y 384 7= i i
(3.27%); 14 R4 S PP F= AR08 R 1.19%~5.88%, 38 7=1ig fE i K IUIE 2 5. 2014 V45 36 Sh Fp i P= AR gy
6.11%~9.33%, MR R KR EE 1519, WP E, &5 2018 {2 WK=& 1538.48
kg-hm2, s HE AL B (AN i 22 20 2= Bl 1482.97 kg-hm2, 576 i A (AR i Ffoxet B AR 3 R i o LUK,
B 10 5. 5 1519 7EAFH 2 Rk A FE I (1) 72 & 008 1419.71 kg-hm 2 Fl 1423.40 kg-hm™2, P&
ot R A B (ANTSS e 22 R0 ) 7= B 43 Tl A 1388.04 kg-hm 2 Fl1 1301.91 kg-hm 2, IXEIHZE S 2018, FkE 10 5.
F 71519 AIE 9 HER A Al oE B KT OKR S A R R A Sk B S

4. Wig
LM R SR (A KR, BT TR, 2T R R AR, L
TEFI8], FEAETE 2 e A WiE B E TS B [0], AINFIRMR LK, SR BRI he [10]. AR
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H, SEFMEME T, B2 MR UK A RS e B IR IE R R, HOA PR 46 3K
S it b R R v PR MR R T PR 2 5 ) P Bl bR v R, X 5 0 TR [ 1], B [12) 5 R SR T
Z MR R TR . PRISHR S B LSS IR AR — 8. KOMhm . 43 EmMBRICH B T ueE 565
DER NI A0 %< R A v I o i 3 R S A B S T 2/ R T = e e N
AW FUAE HH [ W55 10 T 0% SI 8 I 22 M A 3 ) /8 DX ABonT BE R AR ARLAR R AR S /> | ™ B AR P R

KT FRE AR T2 G, 208 EA—, SR E SR EE, 3L
PR SEBUN A FIRE R £, R E 203, Z8 5 2014 43 BIE A BOR Bk S b eoxt TR 1) 22 A B B 35
KPR, HARA L Fh 5 X0 I P 22 3 AN B2, X S5k A [4] R Fi g5 R — 8, SiEE[3]. IR [13]
S NIWIRFFE 45 AR, o] BER AR S A A R . PR A R B . 2RO B Z R T N
GERCIVEE, AR ESPE A R ZE M P . AR OGN BETE R, A PR 2 3 i AR ¥ 3 e
HORN PR FEH0 0 Il B 0 61.07%F1 6.10%; VA PR 45 35 (1) 40 B B8ORS PR S 30050 S0l 39 0 49.34%F1 5.33%

AR F, ZRRATE, BT SR vk R R E A B R B & R B AN (R R S
I, HEkiEAE4]. IKAHE[617E K EIEAAF BT 4 R — 8. BRI R itk E R, HRE, 8
B, HEXHREE, KRZHMFEARE, NHZRT 2018 PHREERENN, U 8 S HERE
B, XA RESE RO E AR FE PR B 2 IR FE 26 AE T, XIS S PSR BE ) [R5 7O E
ZHLA TR T . Wi S, BT R E R R N, (R 2 R AR B UK, T
TERGFREAT, 2R3 P ORI A A F A BT 22 5, B BR SRR R~ 3538 P i@ oK T
PR &5 JE SRR T2 3 =g B . (KRS R, 2855 2018, PG 10 5. & 1519 =ANFFTEI8 2 2wk
ST, #RRHS A X5 AR ™ &

5. &hig

W ER, KEFKMWREGFREERT, VLG 70 5O/ 15% 2 J el i@ R 7], X KE
Rt RV 28 0 v PR ) PR E R B W S, PR~ P X PR 26.04%, 45 3% i FE P2 PR AIK 11.89%. VAT PR A
TR 1R R 225 S0 v P8 PR AR S A A PR 25 S ST MR P BE K A PRt bk P 2 B 36.14%, A PR Pk /=
FEBEE Y 15.95%; VA IR ai P £ 3% 5 B~ I BR IR A 15.82%, A7 B i b 45 35 e B2 ~F 35 R MRy 7.96% . [
I, B AR K 2 T R Rk E A e R, R WA PR S I MR SR, TR
i FAEAERAB AR 51 A AR08 XU

KT FRE AR N2 8, ZWEONEAEEA—, SXHRERSALE. »EEL ik
BB AR RIRE R %, PR 5 5 A 55.21%H1 5.72%. 7 KR 45 3% St R TG R 45 3 b R 1 0 A
FARRIEBOI IR BETE R, A5 PR 45 2 i P (1) 73 A RN SRR S B 23 ) 19 0 61.07% 1 6.10%:; A BR 25 3% 1) 43
B RN BRR IEH 53 3G 0 49.34%F1 5.33%, 4 A H5URT B AR SIE B ()38 A ) 148 e i

TEARRRTE, 280 5 Rt bk R . EORE . PR RN, (B2 R REHEE KT,
ULEAYE S AR, 22 R0 R 3 7 S8R A R S PO [RI TG BT 22 7 o WF 9008 R IR AG FR ot 1) 7 1
5158 (8.07%) BH 2 K T4 BR 25 3% St P i) 7 B P 29 19 R (3.27%), B E AR, A BROK S ol
{8 FH 22 20 S I 3 P R B TR IR R . AT AL S A R G SR E, Ok RS 2 a0,
%5 2018, PR 10 5. 5 1519 =AM RRISGRE R R, WIE N RS FOKRE SRR T R
JeHERE SR

E&UH
BR PG R AT EE H - K ORI E AR B BOR 825 B (2023-ZDLNY-10).
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