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Table 1- Physical and chemical characteristics of the soil at 0 to 30 cm depth.
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Table 2- Results of variance analysis of seed oil and protein contents affected by application of amino acid and

defoliation.
MS) Slay e (o Sils
55 - : A
SOV &bl ez O3 Aoy oFso 2 Shes OS5 Aoy O 2 Ses
o df Oil percentage Oil yield Protein percentage  Protein yield
1S .
{’& , 2 11.29m 50237.8* 4.62m 17000.3"
Replication
Al 1 3.92ns 160009.4* 12.99ns 648938.2**
Amino acid (A)
Sp e Ll 4 1.61m 58628.0* 27.11*% 69932.1%
Defoliation Time (DT)
S oA 2 2.57ms 224759.8% 35.67° 433515.5%
Defoliation Intensity (DI)
AxDT 4 1.03™ 9161.4™ 0.28™ 11883.6ns
A xDI 2 0.46™ 904.3m 0.06™ 6297.2™
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Table 3- The effect of time and intensity of defoliation on seed protein percentage of soybean.

Sobos sk
Treatment levels

J,J IR Loy
Protein percent

(Defoliation Time) & , Gl Ol

V1 31.98

V3 32.82

V5 34.07

V7 34.45

R1 34.97

LSD (p=<0.05) 1.87

(Defoliation Intensity) & » Jd= wis

0 324

50 34.1

100 34.4
LSD (p=<0.05) 1.45
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Figure 1- The interaction between intensity and time of defoliation on seed oil yield of soybean.
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Figure 2- The interaction between intensity and time of defoliation on seed protein yield of soybean.
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Table 4- Results of variance analysis of yield and yield components of soybean affected by application of amino

acid and defoliation.

MS) Slay o Sls

ax Js sl OMe slas s als slaws Yor O < ™
L . < s s <
i e sl SOl als o e &ls ek o cals
S.0.V 100-
Total no. No. pods No. seeds Biological o Harvest
df ods seedless er plant seed ield Grain yield index
P perp weight o
1SS " .
’,’g , 3 496.8" 1.40™ 550.6™ 0.48™  7818076.4**  462901.8" 8.18ms
Replication
Aol o]
Amino acid 1 4884.5*  141.2**  10145.7**  10.26% 1948102.0%*  5489101.8*  67.67*
(A)
Gl Ole
Sy 4 1272.3% 11.5208 4415.4% 0.85% 8624760.4%  1331285.7**  10.78"s
Defoliation
Time (DT)
Gl s
Sy
o 2 143.10s 12.700s 5054.4% 1.90* 51006062.5%*  6930593.1**  14.01"s
Defoliation
Intensity
(DD
A xDT 4 803.8»  18.10" 17204 045  1938885.4™  102699.2"  14.57™
A x DI 2 694.7" 18.07 1534.27  0.03™  1194770.8™ 4073.1 12.85"
DT x DI 8 761.208 6.05n8 3394.8* 0.30ms 5048119.8* 803736.3* 25.13%
A x DT x
DI 8 655.3m 10.22"s 1945.31 0.56" 1398338.5™ 153134.5" 7.13m
ol ol
87 490.2 5.72 1431.3 0.36 1282013.2 131573.2 9.39
(Error)
e )
(4o ,3) - 22.46 20.68 25.29 3.03 11.44 11.05 9.23
CV (%)
.M)J@j&dw.chw)i)‘éwj).iwﬁ%j4.3‘:55‘ 5% QS
ns ,*, and ** not significant at 1% and 5% level ,respectively; Defoliation Time: DT; Defoliation Intensity: DI;
Amino acid: A
L 5 Shes (sl 5 3, Shes Slio Al gial 51 -0 J g
Table 5- The effect of amino acid on yield and yield components of soybean.
Js sl 55 &ls sl Qs Ver O3 S5 s 3,5 ks als 5, Ses Sl el
e v oy (o) a3 p55h8)  GUSa s o S0kS) (4w
Amino acid Total no. No. seeds 100-seed Biological yield Grain yield Harvest
pods per plant weight (g) (kg/ha) (kg/ha) index (%)
J_}.g)ls (.,\.G
Non-) 61.81 140.3 20.27 9488.3 3067.2 32.45
(application
3,8
S 74.57 158.74 19.69 10294.2 3495.0 33.95
(Application)
LSD (p=0.05) 8.03 13.7 0.22 410.8 131.6 1.11
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Figure 3- The interaction between defoliation times and amino acid on the number of
seedless pods of soybean.
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055 smals Seb 5S35 O35ee 5 e Zusgome
slaadie 3 S als 035 .00V) W S &ls Sla
03 asls o3ll 5 cnl olg s Slas (godiS yons
Aoles o el |y als (g5l b LB CEU
slye Olyae LalS o os Vv Gl L assils
Lads 53 0,3 5 odid 4t alS Sl (6 poem 53
(7)) 25 o xlS 5 O35 a3 5 3L LalS
5055 St Bl b S 4 rren
GL;»A_géjz_.i:{A_:}},\j\:\jﬂmﬁ;;';c;AJAlS
L i Slo 3 slsn Lasds 5 Lg 500 0 bile S,
Dl O35 Sl o a5 IS e 0 3 59 o
3 ,lS as sl QLA mﬁwz«f@u.:y:& HE
O3 s, S wls Ver O3 JASA{W@\NT
s el s s A g ps asls sl L als Ve
3 Shas 5l s op AT cmman 5 Al 0 UG
238 Ay oo LB d(Y) 5,8 e S0 &S Wil s
Gy g S e i el el ) eslizal Loyl
Laslin 5o M s i il sl A g8 e
ui)\}_?;)\;i..a)j,;.mc:\séy Ce 5wl 05

AU o i Ol s O35 s 45 L5 S

YA

O35 rSSlae a3 5 als OUd 1 0)53 Jsb
alﬂgzﬁwjzdﬂ:);wwﬁtcﬁxud\s
Sheslarul s als 652l g;:é/.léj(c.;») (S o 52
QA 0593 53 (DjFun) (e w53 (5 5 528 3l 5o
SlS O Rass buly e 53 (8) AL e Ll
e AE s A58 Glasles & LS
=938 1 3 e 5 s 3 wls O Jiu
o i BBl Jpdoes o, S Glacl i il
f 3l S g ol () 58 Ly ials
Ady ps e Jgdome o, S glaclis O as
e (Y00 0) i 3T aaly e 5 3L e Lakils
C]a_“e)l,:..:?)'\ $ls 5l O3y op i a5 35 5158
s Szl ;S UL 5l e Sas T (S,
J_QU\)FBJAJEJ\JJB@UASAATQMJ
Sl xS (Yoe?) 0l 5 plam! (F) Ll
Ll ppasbuiyce o Lals 035 45 L5 S
Bl 53 00l 0,3 3y sdoe JLil (V) S
slaas sy s W) Co o hi s Cul (Sas
(F) Al ails S Lie A S el 135S

S A S S (YY) OhlsSs 5 Sl



Ol g s G (B anes

b3S hee 5 Ad, Il Eely G aeS ole
5, S il oo ook pl Sl s il 0lis S
sy Ol Ol Ky Slidss (F4) As G545
il el Wdl el Al sy 5L gl
s, Shas 4ot 35 5 okl S ,30550 3 pis
Lol e 53 .(V) 8l aul5 8l (gols e sbas
3, Shes ialidl o el gel 3155 Oliis ol
J—e> @LZ.}‘\SJ..:JJS&)‘);)‘J&;M RS EEPIPW
oS L) Wl o 30 1) Lol Jlass,
ka5 e Ols g pe S5 05508 il
MJAM;}\MQ}JAJJQQ}aJU@QJ
g Al sl asls 4 i esle suses JLal el
Jlasl 4SS 103 S 5,158 ol Kiaass (FA) &S s
ol (50 Doson O — i Dled Gados
Aas o pend 1y (g s 3l g LS 5 5 558 s
5= (Y4OY) Q\)[_{AA)CLA\ o) et 3 (FY)
).,\AL.L)LA:;):&ALSJNLA%«S,UJJS S
09) w3 sdalie LS 5 Gl e 53 O o meS

B0 @50
12000

%g 11000

E)

2 10000

VIR

o > 9000

13

Y% -2 8000

4 2

y = 7000

4 m

- 6000

abc abc

e Jolse 3B o a8 5l (S5 el

() 5,8 o3
4S sl olas aMT@JQ@EI&j}!” s Shes
Caii S Bl Oley canl el 518 Ll 15 s
SRS VRE RERCNE- ST Py U IR SN K E
S8 (Y Jdar) Wy sl pme G585 5 Sas
awslie 3 Ay VIAY olsil a4 e J:.N\};ﬁﬂ
aslis 53 .0 d_g.,\_z-).l_;_bﬁ()];ﬁ)\jf.x_p\_g
S Bl ol 3 0l Joline 8 Sl
S o3 00 Gl 3 S5 s 3 Shes i
)LI.(.A)}CJ,;‘)_L:S\\\" oSle LVI a6 s
o3 Ve Gl s S pl pS0le (p 2eS 3y
oasin (P S5) A edalin RT a0 53 S
G sly a3 ol QLS &S ol ol
(F) s Foabem S alab iy do o
by e b g oS (glaBl Jgame O g opl 2l
Oh sl gslasl ol Ol coanl sl d 5
Had sk A3l o iy Al e ) 53 S U

5 el i O35, e SRl L ladeud gl

100

abc

V3

V5 V7

6.L.‘:J~_é.l:o'ud>1fﬁfﬁu_fa.b-

Defoliation in diffierent growth stage

la“’-v alzs/): Sg'j‘,]‘,:.v a,SLq.o,_. SS/,' RS CJ.LI-:JQL‘} o Jau:.a‘;i'—-\ JSJ-:
Figure 6- The interaction between intensity and time of defoliation on soybean biological yield.



YA (Y) 035w sl (o815 SOLS slgF 4

LFY) s sl 3L slaS 5 5s sladss, Solda
SVals s il 3l 5 VU S L i
by Sl i Yol ssle 3L saS L 38
SYsls S Sl bolS dal s pl s ol
P TN W2 PRGN EUWES | I W Vg v sbS
S e 2 Wl e Blis 4 ) S G
500l 3L e 5w O35 5L Rl e @
Coyd3 L (FY) ol O ol sl 58l sl
oueye JOVSE R O L NP NCORNES
oA sl s el (LS (gl ) WS
3 AS e ol | g 5L L 2y e
Aol Gl O5pe 5 e o L CBlE ol
el b Gl cde 4 cnle s s S
2l) e s e sl Slins 580
(P2 US e iy il 5 (eile 3L saS
O Gl Lol oy s Shee 2ul581 &5 o) o ks
slaa¥ 4 50 g 38 s 4 S sds s
Shestial oS 55 OF o 03 5 slblule sl
o () sl e g O vy sbaS s b
A ons 5l S, Gl s b oS e e b
o a (el 0l anilS by 3 Shes O i
3l 5l als e 4 0l 6,53 3l g0 3dee JUi
sl 03 S Ol 1y oS i g3 sbS  Cluse
534S 5 bl Ol e Shassy cnl B 0
5 e S il GRlal ol e Lyl
S5 e 5 Ll el Sl by ilin Lo
5 S50 Ll eslanal js a8 LIS 5 b
58l 53 el o 3 63,5, Sl g Sdome JLa!
el g dadlls QS s 0y90 Rol58l o iomas
23S 5 Gl ol iasn s S wls s Ses
= ledeals las 0 sl b sy e
S S a Q\Jf_.f..a)}; Sl olis als s Sae

Sl iS4 Sl 0L Cslie (il 5Bl a8 105 ge

Yo

35S Gl ol S G 0l il 5 Shes
g\;;Wﬂfﬂouﬁouj&m;l
Sl 4l c;l:.; (F Jgde) Loy Hls e
Silil sl 0l 5 )8 a8 sl Ol el el Lo
:ﬂ)l5<a.1.ol_34m_iu.a)>45b>}ﬁw Gl 3 VY/YY
Ol Jlize i Sl aslio ;5.0 Jsdr) A O
by adls s Slas o mis oS 5 Gl Sl o
V5 5 VI e 53 St 3 00 Gl e &
23 p SAS YRR S YAV Sl b o S
e e b Jles Lol 5o & 5y LS
—eS ols DL (gdm ;3 YAY 5 Y/YF )58l
23S Ao Ve Gl 3 Cdho ol Kl
35 S 3 p S SV) Sle LRI s
Gl s e o 5 bl S 5 0lalS s (v ISK8)
Shdas g slse W5 5 gl b
035 ol L Sy plaw falS 658 8 o0l
il 3 elS LUy W Lol Jele Lol IlS
el 5 (V) o) sladay (S LuSlss s
5 Sl s SLapll & (g5 555 alse Sl S8l
52 (78) s5d e oS 5 Shes Ol 5 o) b
3 8es Al 5 latasn (o o iy nes
s L 5 b ke 3l el 0lalS als
Ol s (1Y 5 Y4) ol o Sl alasS
s, slgsl s R1) sl sy glawl a5 50y
22 s gy e op Sl SEVT) o)
S o Gl plpls Wsg S 5 Gl 5 Ll s
S hwo s Ve o Loy el s
QQ\FWQT&‘Y;JS;\;QL&\)U: 5 Sas
Ver O3y 5 e IS sluas g > ls slaas 3
bl olal &ls
S e Sl Jelss e i BLS
Bl S ()b ojls sy 0 Sles 5 s g

Fon g e B o (S ) S5 s b



Ol g s G (B anes

(0) 5,8 oLt i il 5l

4000
3500
3000
2500

2000

()L:K:A):(a;jl.:S) &!::)ﬁw
Grain yeild (kg/ha)

1500

@50

3K S Yot il gl 36 Cos o
U s 300 sl e s Shee (0530 LYs

JLasl a oS O e 635050 4 015 g0 Laidnsl sl

100

ab

V3

V5 V7

6.L.‘:J~_é.l:o'ud>1fﬁfﬁu_fa.b-

Defoliation in diffierent growth stage

Lg olS o &ils 5 Shas 5 S Bl il 5 0l o ke 1-V K2
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