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The following is a suggested list of varieties by planting dates
for northern, central, and southern Alabama. Varileties are listed in
order of maturity.

Northern Alabama

Plantings May 1 to 31
Dare, Essex, Forrest, Lee 68, Lee 74, McNair 600, Tracy, Davis

Plantings June 1 to 30
Dare, Forrest, Lee 68, Lee 74, Tracy, Davis, McNair 800,
Bragg, Ransom

Central Alabama

Plantings April 20 tb May 15
Dare, McNair 600, Lee 74, Davis, Tracy

Plantings May 16 to June 5
Lee 74, McNair 600, Tracy, Davis, McNair 800, Bragg, Ransom,
Hampton 266A, Hutton

" Plantings June 6 to 30
Davis, Bragg, Ransom, Hampton 266A, Hutton, Coker 338

Southern Alabama

Plantings May 15 to May 31
Lee 74, McNair 600, Tracy, Davis, Bragy, Ransom, McNair 300

Plantings June 1 to 30
Davis, Bragg, Ransom, McNair 800, Hampton 266A, Huttonm,
Cobb, Coker 338
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INTRGDUCTION

"“To properly evaluate a soybean variety it is necessary that it
be grown at a number of locations, at various planting dates, and over
a period of years. This will subject the variety to differences in
soil and climatic conditions that occur throughout the State. The
most common limiting factor in soybean production is inadequate mois-
ture during pod development and filling. It is important that varie-
ties from more than one maturity group be evaluated. since soybeans
are highly photoperiodic, the blooming period, period of pod develop-
ment and £ill, and maturity date of a particular variety do not vary
greatly from year to year. Continued testing and evaluation of soy-
bean varieties and experimental strains by agricultural experiment
stations are essential if farmers, county Extension agents, seeds-
men, and other agricultural workers are to be provided with infor-
mation to help them select varieties best adapted to their loca-
lity and individual requirements.

EXPERIMENTAL PROCEDURES

All tests were conducted at outlying units of the Alabama
Agricultural Experiment Station of Auburn University. A randomized
block design with 4 replications was used at each of 8 locatioms.

One to three planting dates were used at each location with the

first plantings made at the optimal time for maximum yield. Plots
were planted with regular commercial soybean planters equipped with

a special seed hopper adapted for small plots. Plots were four rows
wide and 30 feet long with 15 feet of two center rows harvested for
yield determinations. Row width varied from 36 to 42 inches depending
on location. Seeding rates were 10 .viable seed per foot of row based
on germination at 750F.

The entires included in these tests were varieties released
prior to 1974 and a number of unreleased strains in the late stages
of development from the USDA Regional Testing Program. These strains
were all yielding above standard varietiss in their maturity group
and have good nematode resistance.

DISCUSSION OF DATA

Since field plot research is subject to inherent fertility
differences, and soil and soil moisture variations, it is not
possible to determine the exact yield of a variety at a given location.
Varietal performance may vary from year to year because of variation
in rainfall, temperature, diseases, and nematodes. Therefore, long
term studies are necessary in order to properly evaluate varietal
performance.

Differences in the yield for 1 year's data, which may be due to
chance, have been computed using Duncan's Multiple Range Test (5%)
level of probability. Yields followed by a common letter are not
considered to be different, however means not associated by a common
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letter are considered to be different. Coefficients of variation
(C.V.) are footnoted in the table. This value reflects the rela-
tive precision of the experiment, a small C.V. indicating more
precision in estimating the relative performance of varieties.

SEASONAL CONDITIONS

Early season moisture was good at all locations and good stands
were obtained in all tests. Due to a lack of moisture in the southern
part of the State in late June and early July, plants were shorter
than normal and lodging was not a problem in these tests. Lodging
was, however, a problem in North Alabama at Belle Mina for the
second straight year. This may be why the early maturing and shorter
varieties produced higher yields at this location than the full season
and later maturing varieties.

Latervmaturing varieties, Maturity Group VI, VII, and VIII, were
also killed by frost, October 3, 1974, which occurred approximately
14 days before normal in North Alabama.

Late season moisture (Table 1) was good at all locations in the
southern part of the State and resulted in yields of 47 to 62 bu/A
for the better varieties planted at the optimum planting time.
Table ‘1 also shows rainfall data from each location for the period
August 15 through September 30 over the past 4 years.

Table 1. Rainfall by Location During the Period August 15 through
' September 30 for 1971, 1972, 1973, and 1974

: Rainfall from August 15 to September 30
Location , 1971 1972 1973 1974

Inches Inches Inches Inches

Black Belt Substation-————=—=w—- 8.59 3.85 4.88 9.87
(Marion Junction)

Brewton Field- 8§.17 3.10 8.43 8.19
(Brewton) , )

Gulf Coast Substation-—--—--—- 15.58 6.76 12.77  10.40
(Fairhope)

Prattville Field-- 7.65 4.20 2.95 10.12
(Prattville)

Sand Mountain Substation-------6.54 5.90 8.18 3.96
(Crossville)

Upper Coastal Plain Substation-7.49 4,81 4,82 8.71
(Winfield) ‘

Tennessee Valley Substation----4,32 5.95 3.58 4.49

- (Belle Mina) v
Wiregrass Substation—--————————- - - © 6.26 8.73

(Headland)




3
DATA RECORDED

In order to select the proper variety many factors must be consi-
dered. The yield of a crop is the primary factor of production when
profits are to be maximized. Other characteristics which are impor-
tant are date of first bloom, plant height, height of lst pod, maturity,
lodging, shattering and size of quality seed. Also soybean varieties
grown in this area are photoperiodic plants and therefore are effected
by planting date. i

Yield of soybeans was determined by cutting the two center rows of
each plot and threshing with a plot thresher (or small plot combine).
Plot yields were adjusted to 137% moisture and converted to bushel (60
1b.) per acre.

Maturity was rated as the date when the pods were dry and most of
the leaves had dropped. Under most conditions, the stems were also
dry.

Lodging was based on a scale of 1 to 5 according to the following
criterla:

1 - almost all plants erect.

2 - either all plants leaning slightly (less than 45°) or a few
plants down.

3 ~ either all plants leaning moderately (approximately 45°) or
25 to 50% of the plants down.

4 - either all plants leaning considerably (more than 45°) or
50 to 80% of the plants down.

5 - all plants down.

Shattering ratings were based on shattering of the border rows
14 days after maturity. The visual estimates were rated on a scale
of 1 to 5 follows:s

no shattering

1 to 3% shattering
4 to 87 shattering
9 to 197 shattering
over 20% shattering

i !

VN -
i

Plant height was determined as the average length of plants from
the ground to the top extremity at time of maturity.

Height of first pod was determinedvas the éverage height of the
lowest pods from the ground at maturity. _

Seed size for each variety was determined from a composite sample
of all replications at a given planting date and location. Seed size
is reported as grams/per 100 seeds.»

Seed quality was based on a fating froﬁ 1 to 5 according to the
following scalé: (1) very good, (2) good, (3) fair (4) poor, and
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"(5) very poor. The factors considered were development of seed,
wrinkling to late'harvesting and to excessive rain.

Purple stain ratings were given to seed samples on a scale of
1 to 5 as follows:

1 - no purple staining L - 9 to 197 staining
2 - 1 to 3% purple staining 5 ~ over 207 staining
3 -~ 4--87 purple staining

VARIETY DATA

Sovbean varieties grown in Alabama are in Maturity Groups V,
VI. VII, and VIII. The following is a list of the varieties and
strains with source of seed for 1974, tested over the past 5 years
by maturity groups. For more information on these varieties, see

Tablel%y for additional information of other varieties see Bulletin
413, =7,

Very Eérly Varieties -~ Maturity Group V

Dare * "Alabama Foundation Seed Stocks Farm, Thorsby, Al.
Essex \ §7 e 9 139 124 vy t
Forrest Sand Mountain Variety Test 1973

York \ \H g0 e LK

Early Varieties - Maturity Group VI

Davis Sand Mountain Variety Test 1973
HOOd B L T kil Ve
Lee 68 Alabama Foundation Seed Stocks Farm, Thorsbty, Al.

McNair 600 ¥cNair Seed Co., Laurinburg, W. C.
Pickett 71 Sand Mountain Variety Test 1973

Tracy USDA Delta Branch Experiment Station, Stoneville,
Miss, _ )
D64~4636% Sand Mountain Variety Test 1973
FFR 666 Farmers Forage Research Corporation, W. Lafayette,
. Ind.
Coker 136 Coker's Pedigreed Seed Co., Hartsville, S. C,
Lee 74 Sand Mountain Variety Test 1973

Mid-season Varieties - Maturity Group VII

Bragg Alabama Foundation Seed Stocks Farm, Thorsby, Al.
MecNair 600 McNair Seed Co., Laurinburg, N, C.
Ransom Alabama Foundation Seed Stocks Farm, Thorsby, Al.

FFR 777 Farmers Forage Research Corp., W. Lafavette, Ind.

1/Soybean producfiénwwRécent Pesearch Findings, 1971 Auburn Univ-
ersity Aericultural Experiment Station DZulletin 413.

*Lines not released.
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Late Varieties - Maturity Group VIII

Hampton 266A Coker's Pedigreed Seed Co., Hartsville, S. C.
Hutton Alabama Foundation Seed Stocks Farm, Thorsty, Al.
Coker 338 Coker's Pedigreed Seed Co., Hartsville, S. C.

Coker 71-211*Coker’'s Pedigreed Seed Co., Hartsville, S. C.
Cobb Alabama Foundation Seed Stocks Farm, Thorsby, Al.
W-46 Wanimaker Seed Co.

*Lines not released
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Table 2. Physical Descriptions and Disease Resistance of Soybean Varieties Tested

Reaction to individual diseasesl/ Nematode
Plant characteristics Tar- Phyto- Purple resistance
Pubes- Flower Pod Hila Bacteria Wild- get phthora seed root-  Registra-

Group Variety cence color color color pustule fire spot rot stain Cyst knot tionZ
(Race 3) No. Year
v York Gray Purple Lt. Tan Buff R R R S MR S S 70 1968
Dare Gray White Tan Buff R R R MR R S MR 50 1966
Forrest Tawny White Tan Black R R R MR MR R R 96 1973
Essex Gray Purple Tan Buff R R R MR R S S 97 1973
VI Hood Gray  Purple Lt. Tan Buff R R R S MR S S 30 1960
' Davis Gray White Lt. Tan Buff R R R R MR S S 56 1966
Lee 68 Tawny Purple Tan Black R R R VR R S S 72 1968
Pickett 71 Gray Purple Tan Black R R MR R R R S 87 1971

McNair 600 Tawny Purple Lt. Tan Black R R R S R S R - -

D64~4636  Gray  White Tan Buff R R R S MR S R - -
Tracy Tawny White Tan Black R R R R - S S 105 1974
Lee 74 Tawny Purple Tan Black R R R VR R S R 106 1975
VII Bragg Tawny White Tan Black R R R R S S R 43 1964

McNair 800 Gray White Tan Buff R R R S S S S - -
Ransom Tawny Purple Tan Black R R R MS R S ] 95 1972

VIIT Hampton .

266A Gray Purple Lt. Tan Buff R R MR Vs S S S 47 1964
Hutton Brown Purple Tan Black R R R 'S S S ~ R 100 1973

Cobb Gray  White Tan Buff R R R S S S R - -

1/These are relative order of resistance: VR-very resistant; R-resistant; MR-moderately resistant; S-suscepti-
ble; VS-very susceptible. These are ratings given these varieties by the breeders - not based on Alabama
performance alone.

2/Registration of varieties are in Agronomy Journal from 1958-1963 and Crop Science 1964-1973.




Table 3. Yield, Date of First Bloom and Maturity, Plant and First Pod Height, Lodging and Shattering of
Soybean Varieties when Planted May 14, 1974 at Black Belt Substation

Plant Ht. lst :
Variety Yieldl/ st Bloomgf Maturityg/ ht.2/ podg/ Lodgingg/ Shatteringg/
C Bu/A "Dates Dates In. In. Rating Rating
Tracy—=——==—===—== 48.0 a 7/07 10/03 30 2.5 1.4 1.3
Forrest———=====—= 45.6 ab 7/07 9/17 30 4.0 1.0 1.0
Ransom———==—=—=== 44.6 ab 7/10 10/13 28 4.3 1.1 1.4
Dare 44.6 ab 7/09 9/17 26 3.5 1.1 1.0
Coker 136=—-—===—- 44.4 abce 7/11 9/22 32 4.8 1.5 1.0
Pickett 71-=—=—— 42.5 bed 7/11 16/08 26 2.3 1.3 1.1
Davig——==——=—=—m=—- 42.0 bed 7/17 9/25 39 3.5 2.0 1.5
FFR 666——=—-—=—=—— 42.0 bed 7/08 10/01 17 1.3 1.0 1.0
FFR 777~===————=m 41.0 bed 7/13 i0/01 35 6.0 1.1 1.1
Hutton~===—======= 40.1 bed 7/18 10/17 37 5.3 1.9 1.0
McNair 600-———=—- 40.0 bed 7/07 10/02 _ 29 4.3 1.0 1.0
McNair 800————==— 39.9 bed 7/24 10/11 34 5.3 1.8 1.0
Lee 74====—mmee—e 38.8 cde 7/09 10/06 23 2.0 1.0 1.3
Essex====——————— 37.9 de 7/07 9/09 18 2.0 1.0 1.0
Hampton 266A-——-- 37.7 de 7/18 10/27 42 4.3 2.0 1.0
Bragg~=—=——————~ 36 9 de 7/11 10/12 39 6.8 1.0 1.0
Lee 68~—————meuea 34.0 e 7/09 10/11 19 1.3 1.0 1.3
C.V.% 8.7

1/ Adjusted to 13% moisture and 60 pounds per bushel.

2/ An explanation of data mnd ratings is given on page 3 of this report.

Yields with a common

letter are not different (P = .05)



Table 4. Yield, Date of First Bloom and Maturity, Plant and First Pod Height, Lodging and Shattering of
Soybean Varieties when planted June 12, 1974 at Black Belt Substation

. Plan Ht. lst
Variety : : Yieldl/ st Bloomg/ Maturityg/ 5/ podg Lpdginggl Shattering;/
‘ Bu/t Dates Dates I':L= In. Rating Rating
Coker 33G——w-rm=m 37.4 a 2/12 15/2¢ - 38 4.G 2.3 1
Tracy—=r=====—==" 36,1 ab 8/08 15/15 .34 3.0 1.6 1
Davigm==m=====w== 35,7 abc 8/13 10/19 35 3.8 1.3 1
Lea 7bm—mmom=e—= 35,2 agbed /10 15/15 30 2.& 2.1 1
Dgsex=—==- w333 abcde 8/03 18/53 26 4.0 1.0 1
Mcllair 607)===—-= 32.5 becdef 8/02 12/14 36 2.3 1.6 1
Pangom-—-=—===== 32 .3 bedef 3/09 12/25 32 4.5 1.4 1
McHair 30%3—--~== 32.1 bedef &/17 18/15 32 3.8 1.4 1
Coker 13§-~==-=- 31.0 cdefg = 8/12 1g/12° 35 4.5 1.6 1
Bragge=—m————— 3.8 defg &/11 /21 40 4.8 1.5 1
Hampton 256A---~ 30.7 defg 8/16 11/01 : 38 6.0 2.3 1
Coker 71-211---= 30.7  defg  o/12 17/27 41 5.5 2.1 1
Lee 58==—rmmorm—— 28.9 efg g/11 13/19 23 2.3 1.3 1
Cobb~=—r-rmemmm——= 28 7 efg /e 11/04 44 4.5 1.8 1
Forrest==——mwm=—== 28,6 efg 8/07 10/11 30 3.8 1.5 I
Huttonsr——mm=m== 28,3 fg 8/15 12/25 31 3.8 1.1 1
Dare———wmmmm——— 25,5 g 8/04 10/08 28 3.0 1.0 1
g 4.8 2.3 1

AN T ——— 9 S g 8/1¢8 10/27 49

CV/:. 9,4
1/ Yields acdjusted to 137 moisture and CU pounds per bushel. Yields with a common letter are not different

(= 0.5)

gj An explanation of data and ratings is given on page 3 of this report



Table 5. Soybean Seed Quality and Size When Grown at Black Belt Substation, 1974

Planting dates

VMay 14, 1974 June 18, 1974

Seed®* Purple#®#* " Seed Seed Purple Seed
Variety guality . stain - __size - quality stain size
Rating Rating /100 seed Rating Rating . /100 seed
Essex- -——cemmnnen 3 2 - 13.4 1 1 11.9
" Daviges oo e ] 1 14.3 1 2 14.0
Bragg-~——-—=m=s== 1 1 14.3 1 1 13.8
Hutton--=—=—mm———— 1 1 15.5 2 2 13.8
Dare~r=—rm—m———— ——— 2 1 12,1 1 1 12.6
Forrestemm—=——m—moea 1 11,7 1 1 11.1
Coker 136--=wmmnea2 2 13.8 1 1 14,2
FFR 666 ———m e ] 2 13.0 Hdek fkk Tk
FFR 777-—— —rmmmn ]l 1 i3.5 Fokk &%k Kk
Lee 68 ~mmmmmeeen] 1 14.5 1 1 12.4
Lee 7hommmme a1 1 14,0 1 1 12.9
Pickett 71 mmmmmmme 1 1 13,9 %ok ek Rk
WeNair 600- —m—m—ee 1 2 13.3 1 1 12,7
Tracy——-—r~memme —e =2 2 18.3 2 2 16.7
McHair 800-—-ml 1 12.3 1 1 10.6
- Ransom=——~rmmim -1 1 15.8 1 1 14,2
- Hampton 266A-~-——-~1 1 . 15.4 2 1 14,8
CObbmmmmm e R Hk% &k 1 1 12.4
Coker 71-211-——m—_%%% wk L 2 1 14.3
Wl e e K fekk &k 1 1 10.5
Coker 338-mmm e hkk Kk %%k 2 1 13.9

*Seed quality is rated from 1 to 5 according to the following scale:
1 = very good 2 = good; 3 = fair- 4 = poor: 5 = very poor.
**Purple stain ratings are given toseed samples on a scale of 1 to 5 as follows:
1. No purple staining; 2. 1-3% purple staining: 3. 4-8% purple staining; 4. 9-12% purple staining
5. over 20% purple staining. |
**%Soybean varieties not in test.



Table 6. Two-Year Averages for Yield, Dates of Maturity, Plant and First Pod Height and Lodging of Soybean
Varieties Planted at Two Pateson Black Belt Substation During 1973 and 1974

1st Plan Ht. 1st
Variety Yieldl/ Bloom= 2/ Maturitvg/ htvz podZ/ Lodgingg/ , Shattering= 2/
Bu/A Dates Dates In. In. Rating Rating

Average3planblng date May 15
3

Coker 136 ——~——een 43.4 7/11 9/21 5.0 1.4 1.0
Davig —~~——=~——=== 42,3 7/16 9/26 38 3.8 2.1 1.4
Forrest ————————-- 42.0 7/10 9/17 29 3.6 1.3 1.0
Essex=======m——=—— 41.1 7/09 9/14 21 2.3 1.2 1.3
McNair 600 ——————-— 40.0 7/10 10/01 30 3.6 1.1 1.0
Dare 39.4 7/11 9/17 28 3.6 1.4 1.1
Lee 68-—========== 37,6 7/10 10/ 04 C 26 2.1 1.4 1.1
Lee 74---———-———- 37.5 7/11 10/03 - 28 3.3 1.6 1.1
Ransom=~=====————= 36.9 7/11 10/08 30 4.9 1.6 1.2
McNair 800-—————- 34.9 7/24 10/ 04 35 5.1 2.4 1.0
Bragg===—==——==——m 34.5 7/12 10/05 39 5.8 1.4 1.0
Hampton 266A-——-- 31.3 7/20 10/28 43 7.0 1.9 1.0
: Average planting date June 23 . ,
Davis 29.6 8/13 10/19 27 3.0 1.2 1.0 -
Bragg~—==———-——=~ 26.8 8/12 10/21 31 3.6 1.6 1.0
Ransom~=-~———————— 25.9 8/11 _ 10/25 .26 3.0 1.2 1.1
Hampton 266A---——- 25.7 8/18 11/00 30 4.1 1.8 1.0
McNair 600--————- 25.2 8/10 10/12 27 1.6 1.6 1.0
McNair 800---—-—- 25.2 8/16 10/14 24 2.8 1.3 1.0
Essex=—=~————m——ee- 24.9 8/07 10/05 21 2.6 1.1 1.3
Lee 68-—————eeeee 24,8 8/12 10/14 24 2.4 1.5 1.0
Hutton———==m==cm 24.8 8/16 10/24 27 4.1 1.5 1.0
Coker 136---—-——- 24.1 8/10 10/09 28 3.4 1.3 1.0
Forrest———--—--——- 23.9 8/08 10/08 25 3.1 1.6 1.0
Dare——===—m——m———— 19.1 8/08 10/07 21 2.3 1.0 1.0

1/ Yields adjusted to 13% moisture and 60 pounds per bushel.
2/ An expalnation of data and ratings is given on page 3 of this report.
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Table 7. Three-Year Averages for Yield, Date of Maturity, Plant and First Pod
Height and Lodging of Soybean Varieties Planted at Two Planting Dates
of Black Belt Sfubstaticn 1972-74

Variety Yield 1/ Maturity 2/ Plant ht. 2/ Ht., lst pod 2/ Lodging 2/
Bu/A Date In. In. Rating
' Average planting date May 15
Forrest- wmmeme——- 43.3 9/19 30 3.5 1.5
Davige-wemmnsim a2 2 9/27 40 3.6 2.1
McNair 600 .-mw——vb41.4 106/03 32 3.4 1.4
Ransom: ~wmww 38,9 10/10 34 5.4 1.7
Lee 68-wwrmnu 38,6 10/06 ' 29 2.6 2.0
Dare- ~~wv —mieneeeme38 5 " 9/17 ‘ 30 3.6 2.0
McNair 800-wwnwwe37.,2 -10/09 38 5.3 2,6
Bragg- - «e—mmwmen=37 0 10/09 40 5.8 1.9
Hampton 266A—-——-- -30.5 ) 10/24 43 7.9 2.7
: . Average planting date Jume 25
Davigw——eommweea3] 1 10/18 27 3.1 1.7
Bragg -« ——— ~=28.5 10/21 32 4.1 2,2
McNair 800--mwen-28,2 16/16 25 3.1 1.7
Hampton 266A--—--28,1 11/03 31 4,6 2.2
Ransom- - == ~m=wu28 10/23 28 3.7 1.5
McNair 606-—-wn==26.5 10/14 28 2.2 1.9
Hutton-=rmmmeen26,0 10/24 28 4.1 2.0
Lee 68- - mmmmee 25.8 10/15 25 2.8 2,0
Forrest—-—wmemm—u24, 1 10/08 25 3.6 1.8
Dare--veememwwnnn20,5 10/07 24 3.0 1.2

1
~/Yield adjusted to 13% moisture and 60 pounds per bushel.

Z-/An explanation of data and ratings is given on page 3 of this report
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Table 8. Four- and Five-Year Averages for Yield of
Soybean Varieties Grown at the Black Belt
Substation~ At Two Planting Dates

Soybean yield by planting date

May 15 June 25

4-yr. 5-yr. b-yr, 5-yr.
Variety 71-74 7074 71-74 70-74

Bu/A Bu/A Bu/A Bu/A
McNair 600—~—mimm 40.5 38.2 25.3 23.4
Davig——m———mm———— 41.1 37.8 29.6 26.8
Dare 38.4 37.1 21.1 20.2
Lee 68—————m—cmmm 37.5 36.5 24,6 22.1
McNair 800-——=m—- 35.8 33.4 26.1 24,2
Bragg-~————=m—mm——m- 35.8 32.9 27.7 25.2
Hampton 266A-—-—- 27.4 25.5 25.6 23.3
Ransom~=——w=—mmm—m 39.4 —— 28.1 ——
Hutton: e 25.0 23.0

1/ Yield adjusted to 13% moisture and 60 pounds per bushel.



Table 9. Yield, Date of First Bloom and Maturity, Plant and First Pod Height, Lodging and Shattering of Soybean
Varieties when Planted May 28, 1974 at Brewton Experiment Field

1st - B Plan '
Variety Yieldl/ Bloom2/ Maturityg[ nt.2/ Ht. 1st podg/ Lodgingg/ Shatteringzl
Bu/A Dates Dates In. . In. Rating Rating
Coker 338-ecc—_ 50.2 a 7/25 10/18 35 4.3 . 1 1
Hut ton~—— = 49.8 a 7/27 10/16 34 5.5 1 1
Coker 71-211-—-- 48.1 ab ‘ 7/28 10/19 39 5.5 - 1 1
McNair 800--————- 47.4 abe 7/30 10/09 33 4.5 1 1
Hampton 266A---- 46.2 abc 7/26 10/20 36 5.3 1 1
Davig——mmm e 45.7 abe 7/27 16/06 36 4.0 1 1
Tracy——m—me— e 44 .3 abed 7/18 10/02 32 2.5 1 1
RansSome— e me o 43.6 abcd 7/20 - 10/13 29 4.8 1 1
D64~4636m e 42.5 abcde 7/18 9/30 26 2.3 1 1
McNair 600——ao——— 42.0 abcede 7/17 10/06 26 2.3 1 1
JICTETD —— 41.3 abcde 7/11 9/24 21 3.3 1 1
Forrest——————mmm- 40.4 bede 7/15 9/23 29 4,5 1 1
FFR 777-—===——e 39.7 bedef 7/22 10/06 31 5.5 1 1
Bragg-——---————- 38.8  cdef 7/24 10/13 33 5.0 1 1
Lee 745 ————————— 36.2 ‘defg 7/19 10/07 21 1.8 1 1
Dare——=—m——————m 36.1 defg 7/18 9/23 25 4.0 1 1
Pickett 7l-~==——- 34.5 efg 7/20 10/06 23 1.5 1 1
Webf=—=mmmmm e 33,9 efg 8/02 10/15 37 6.0 1 1
Coker 136-~=-——- 32.1 fg 7/22 9/24 29 6.3 1 1
FFR 666=—===—m—- 29.8 g 7/17 10/06 16 1.5 1 1
Lee 68~--————neo 28.1 1.5 1 1

g 7/18 10/07 20

C. V.Z 13.7 . , .
1/ Yield adjusted to 13% moisture and 60 pounds per bushel. Yields with a common letter are not different (P=.05)

2/ An explanation of data and ratings is given on page 3 of this report.

€1



Table 10. Yield, Date of First Bloom and Maturlty, Plant and First Pod Helght Lodgin? and Shatterlng of
Soybean Varieties when Planted July 9, 1974 at Brewton Experiment Field

1st ’ g B}

71

Variety : Yield~ 1/ BloomZ/ .Maturitvg/ ht ~ He. lst ﬁodz/ Lodgingg/ Shatteringg/
o Bu/A Dates ° <Dates . In. - In. ' Rating Rating
Cobb-w=wmmmmeeeeun-35.7 a 8/25 10/23 © 26 4.3 1 1
Davis & BraggB/————3l.4 ab 8/20 10/17 .. 20 2.5 1 1
Coker 71-211-w—m=ew 31.2 ab 8/21 10/19 . 21 2.0 1 1
Davis———~~————-rf——29 5 abc 8/21 10/17 .20 2.5 1 1
D64-4636—————-wemmm 27.5 bed 8/18 S10/13 18 2.8 1 1
Pickett 7l-——m—we—m 26.3 bede 8/19 10/12 19 3.0 1 1
Coker 338-—-- —=====25.3 bcdef 8/19 i0/i8 20 2.5 1 1
Forrest—-=—=—s==~===23 .4  cdef 8/16 10/69 19 3.0 1 1
Hampton 266A—————-r 23.0 cdef 8/22 10/20 17 1.5 1 1
Essex———-== —————— 22,2 defg 8/12 10/07 15 1.5 1 1
McNair 600-—~-=~=---22,1  defg 8/16 10/13 17 1.5 1 1
Lee 74 & Braged/---21.8  defg 8/17 10/13 . 18 2.0 1 1
Lee 74——————rmmemeu 21.4 - defg 8/16 - 10/13 - 16 1.8 1 1
Bragg-————====—=——— 20.3 defg 8/19 10/14 18 2.3 1 1
McNair 800--—--———~ 20.0 efg 8/21 - 10/12 .12 1.3 1 1
Tracy—————====————e 19.9 efg 8/13 10/14 17 1.8 1 1
Ransom--——-+=w=w===19 5 efgh 8/20 10/16 17 1.8 1 1
Hutton - 18.3 fghi  8/22 10/17 15 1.8 1 1
Wl e e — =15 .4 ghi  8/24 10/18 17 1.8 1 1
Dare--- 14.9 ghi =~ 8/18 10/67 15 1.5 1 1
“Coker 136--———ue——n 12.7 hi 8/20 10/09 14 2.0 1 1
Lee 68 - 12.0 i 8/16 - 10/13 14 1.3 1 1
1/ C.V.% 19.6 :
— Yield adjusted to 137% moisture and 60 pounds per bushel Yields with a common letter are not different
(P = .05)
2/

An explanation of data and ratings is given on page 3 of this report.
3/Blends of 50% of each variety shown.



Table 11. Soybean Seed Quality and Size by Variety Where Grown at Brewton Experiment Field, 1974

Planting dates

ST

T i May 28, 1974 July 9, 1974

Seed*® Purple®#* Seed Seed Puvple Seed
Variety =~ gquality stain size qualitv stain size
Tt Rating Pating g/100 seed Rating Rating 2/100 seed
DATE=n i e nmies cnremm cimm D 1 15.5 2 1 13.3
Eggex =~ o mmim e e} 1 14, 5 ; 1 2 14,7
Forrest-w—m—w: =mmmew 2 1 11.8 2 1 11.5
Coker 136-----cmnmen 2 2 13.5" 2 2 12,7
D64—L636 - n mom e 1 1 14.9. 1 2 12.2
Pickett 71-wn-vmice 1 1 i1.% 1 1 13.4
Davig-me e e i e 3 1 1.3 1 1 14.3
Lee 68—~ -vs mmemn 1 2 12.¢ 1 1 13.7.
Lee 74 nm vivvnman ] 1 14,7 . 2 1 14,4
FFR 666+ o mn onwnm e 1 2 13.5 Kde%k %k% ®kk
Mellair 600~~~ v meen 1 1 13.7 2 2 14.5
TraCy— co mr wmms e m e 3 2 17.5¢ 2 2 17.1
Bragg-= —wrmomimn ] 1 15.5 2 1 14,2
Meflair 8GO - wn meme 1 1 12.7 2 1 12.3
Ransom - =« - s D 1 17.1: 3 2 15.5.
FER 777 < e ee D 1 14 .4 Tk Kk fek%
Hutton- -« - wwen woo me e 1 1 17.4 2 1 16.7?
Hampton 2664~ ~----- 1 1 15,8 2 1 17.0
Coker 338 «-wvvnvmme 1 1 15.7¢ 3 1 15.3
Coker 71-211-w~ —-im 1 1 15,1 2 2 16.3:
Welgr om mm e ] 1 11.04 1 1 11.7:
Davis & Bragg------- ##%% Kk Rk 2 2 4.6
Lee 74 & Bragg—---—- *%% Kk k% 2 1 14,%.
£Obbr s = mm e e e T kA% Kk 1 1 14,0

*Seed quality is rated from 1 to 5 according to the following scale:
1 = very good: 2 = good 3 = fair: 4 = poor: 5 = very poor.
**Purple stain ratings are given to seed samples on a scale of 1 to 5 as follows:
1. Wo purple staining; 2. 1-3% purple staining; 3. 4-8% purple stalnlng, 4. 9-15%7 purple staining
5. Over 207 purple staining.
#%%Soybean varieties not in test.



Table 12. Two-Year Averages for Yield, Date of Maturity, Plant and First Pod Helght and Lodging of Soybean
: Varietles when Planted May 29 at Brewton Field 1973 74 ‘

‘ : lst Plant
Variety Yleld_/ Bloom2/ Maturity2/ ht.2/ B, lst pod?/ Lodging2/ Shatterlngz/
Bu/A Dates Dates In. ' In. Rating Ratlng
Hutton—-————-f--—45.4 7127 10/25 34 6.1 1 1.0
Coker 338---=----45.6 7/25 10/25 31 4.9 1 1.0
Coker 71-211-----42.8 7729 10/23 36 6.3 1 1.0
Ransom——~-——— ——41,1 7/21 10/20 27 4.6 1 1.0
McNair 800-~—=~— 40.9 8/02 10/11 31 5.0 1 1.0
Hampton 266A-----40.5 7/28 10/24 35 6.4 1 1.0
Tracy———mem————— 40.0 7/18 10/15 36 3.4 1 1.5
McNair 600--—=—=- 37.8 7/20 10/12 26 - 3.4 1 1.0
Bragg--—-———-----37.5 7/22 10/18 33 5.5 1 1.0
Davis————=m—m———— 36.6 7/27 10/13 32 4.5 1 1.5
Lee 74~==eee—-ua-~35,9 7/19 10/13 23 2.6 1 1.0
D64~4636——~—mmemm 34.2 7/18 10/05° 25 3.6 1 1.0
Forrest—————————- 33.3 7/18 9/29 25 3.8 1 1.2
FFR 777==——mmmemme 32.7 7/22 10/11 30 6.1 1 1.0
Pickett 71--—mum- 32.6 7/20 10/15 24 2.8 1 1.0
Essex——<m——m—————— 32.6 7/15 10701 20 3.8 1 1.5
Coker 136~——mmmm- 29.3 7/22 9/29 28 6.5 1 1.3
Lee 68~———mmmmmmm 28.1 7/19 10/15 21 2.4 1 1.0
FFR 666~——~——-—-— 27.6 7/18 10/15 19 2.5 1 1.0

91

1/Yields adjusted to 13% moisture and 60 pounds per bushel.
2/An explanation of data and ratings is given on page 3 of this report.



Table 13. Two-year Averages for Yield, Date of Maturity, Plant and First Pod Height and Lodging of Soybeén
Varieties When Planted July 2 at Brewton Field 1973-74

1st Plant

Variety Yieldl/ Bloomg/ Maturityg/ ht.gj Ht. 1lst podg/ LodgingZ/ Shatteringg/

Bu/A Dates Dates In. In. Rating Rating
Coker 71-211-~---34.3 8/18 10/25 28 4.9 1 1.0
Coker 338-==——w=- 31.0 - 8/16 10/24 27 4.8 1 1.0
Hampton 266A~----27.3 8/18 10/23 26 5.3 1 1.0
Davig=m~—=———m———— 27.2 8/17 10/18 26 4.8 1 1.4
Pickett 7l-w————m 27.0 8/14 10/16 22 3.8 1 1.0
McNair 600-~—=w—- 27.0 8/11 10/16 24 3.6 1 1.0
Hutton~—————==—== 26.6 8/18 10/23 23 4.0 1 1.0
D64-4636———r——mmm 26.0 8/12 10/11 22 4.4 1 1.0
Lee 74mmmmmccea—=24.8 8/13 10/20 21 3.1 1 1.0
Bragg-——~———=———= 24.5 8/16 10/17 24 4.0 1 - 1.0
Forrest————w—=—== 23.9 8/11 10/08 23 4.1 1 1.0
McNair 800-—-———= 22,8 8/17 - 10/18 g 3.0 1 1.0
Tracy--- 22,5 8/09 10/22 23" 3.4 1 1.5
Ransom-—-———=~——~ 20.8 8/15 10/25 21 3.0 1 1.0
Essex~—-—————=——m 20.4 8/08 10/09 18 2.3 1 1.5
Lee 68--———-——--—- 20.3 8/12 10/14 20 3.5 1 1.0
Coker 136-————w— 19.1 8/15 10/08 21 4.8 1 1.3
Dare~—=———=———=m-—— 17.1 8/14 10/06 20 3.1 1 1.6

LT

1/Yields adjusted to 13% moisture and 60 pounds per bushel.
2/An explanation of data and ratings is given on page 3 of this report.






Table 15. Four- and Five-Year Averages for Yield of
Soybean Varieties Grown on the Brewton
Experiment Fieldl/ At Two Planting Dates

Soybean yield by planting date

May 28 June 28

b-yr. 5~yr. 4-yr., 5-y¥.
Variety 71-74 70-74 71-74 70-74

Bu/A Pu/A Bu/A Bu/A
‘Hutton==w=—ecmmm——— 36 .4 e 20.9 23.6
Ransome==—=mce—cm—mm— 35.0 ———— 20.0 ————
McNair 800~———wmemwm 33.9 —— 20.3 23.8
Davig~=—mrmm e e e 33.2 35.9 23.7 26.1
Hampton 266A-——mm—m 32.8 33.4 22.5 26.8
McNair 600-——mmmm—-m 32.6 —— 23.6 26.4
Bragg——=—==mv——————— 29.5 31.2 19.9 22.9
Lee 68~———mmmmmmee 26.1 27.8 18.9 20.0
Dare—~—memmm—————— e ——— 18.1 19.4

1/ Yields adjusted to 13% moisture and 60 pounds per bushel.



Table 16. Yield, Date of First Bloom and Maturity, Plant and First Pod Height, Lodging and Shattering of
Soybean Varieties when Planted May 30, 1974 at Gulf Coast Substation

. 1st Plant _ ‘
Variety Yieldl/ Bloomgj : Maturityg/ ht.2/ Ht. lst podgf Lodginng Shatteringg/
: Bu/A Dates Dates In. In. Rating Rating
Hutton——————~=== 61.1 a 7722 10/20 36 4.8 1.8 1
Coker 338===——— 57.9 ab 7/17 10/22 38 5.8 2.8 1
Tracy===—======—— 57.8 ab 7/14 10/02 37 - 3.8 3.0 1
Ransom———====—== 57.6 abc 7/15 10/15 29 6.5 1.5 1
Lee 74————cmem——— 56.8 abcd 7/15 10/10 27 4.5 ‘1.0 1
Bragg--——————=—== 55.2 bcde 7/15 - 10/15 42 6.3 - 2.0 1
McNair 600-————- 54.4 Dbecde 7/15 10/09 37 4.0 2.3 1
Davig—~—————m——n 53.6 bcde 7/22 , 10/07 37 5.3 3.0 1
McNair 800-————- 52.8 bcdef 8/01 10/14 39 5.5 3.3 1
Forrest———~=——== 52.7 bcdef 7/10 9/24 31 2.5 1.3 1
Pickett 71l-—-——- 52.3 bedef 7/15 10/09 27 3.3 1.5 1
Cobb-~-—m—m e 51.5 cdefg 7/25 10/24 42 4.5 4.3 1
Hampton 266A----51.1 defg 7/29 10/21 42 5.5 3.8 1
Lee 68-————————- 50.6 efg 7/15 10/11 24 4.5 1.5 1
Coker 136~~-----50.6 efg 7/17 9/26 37 4.3 1.3 1
FFR 777~—=—————~ 49,4 efg 7/19 - 10/07 36 5.3 1.8 1
Dare——==——m————— 49.0 efg 7/10 9/24 30 3.5 1.0 1
Wy 6mm mmmmm e e 47.2 fg  8/18 10/22 43 5.5 3.3 1
Coker 71-211----46.1 g 7/22 10/21 - 42 4.8 3.5 1
Essex————=—————- 28.1 h 7/08 9/26 22 2.8 1.0 1.5

0c

C.Vv.Zz 7.2

1/Yield adjusted to 13% moisture and 60 pound per bushel. Yields with a common letter are not different
(P = .05). '
2/An explanation of data and ratings is given on page 3 of this report.



Table 17. Two-Year Averages for-Yield, Date of Maturity, Plant and First Pod Height and Lodging of Soybean
Varieties Planted June 5 at Gulf Coast Substation , 1973 and 1974

1st Plant
Variety yieldl/ BloomZ/ Maturityg/ ht.2/ Ht. lst podZ/ LodgingZ/ Shatterlngz/
Bu/A Dates Dates In. In. Rating Rating

Hutton=—=—=—m——=—m—-— 55.4 7/25 10/25 39 6.9 1.9 1.0
Coker 338-——===- 51.1 7/24 10/26 42 6.4 1.9 1.0
Davis~——=—=————m 50.0 7/24 10/08 39 4.6 2.0 1.0
Lee 74—————em—ue 49.9 7/23 10/14 30 4.8 1.0 1.0
Ransom=——=—===== 49.9 7/20 10/22 32 6.3 1.3 1.0
T — 48.8 7/20 10/19 39 6.1 1.5 1.0
McNair 800-———-- 48.1 7/28 10/16 37 4.8 2.6 1.0
Hampton 266A----48.1 8/02 10/24 44 6.3 2.9 - 1.0
MeNair 600-————- 46.6 7/19 10/14 36 4.0 1.6 1.0
Coker 136--——-— 46.1 7/22 10/02 35 4.6 1.1 1.0
Lee 68-————memmmm 46.0 7/19 ’ 10/10 27 4.8 1.3 1.0
Ccker 71-211----45.3 7/26 10/24 43 6.4 2.8 1.0
FFR 777-=~=m~—- 44.5 7/24 10/13 39 5.1 1.4 1.0
Forrest————————- 43.9 7/20 9/30 31 3.3 1.1 1.0
Dare~--————=-=-===43.,6 7/16 9/29 27 3.3 1.0 1.0

- Essex~———m————e—— 35.0 7/15 10/02 23 2.9 1.0 1.3

12

1/Y¥ields adjusted to 13% moisture and 60 pounds per bushel.
2/An explanation of data and ratings is given on page 3 of this report.
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Table 18. Soybean Seed Quality and Size of Soybean Varieties when
Planted May 30, 1974, at Gulf Coast Substation

Seed* Purple* -+ Seed
Variety quality stain size
Rating Rating g/100 seed

Dare=—-- ' -1 1 17.5
Essex-- 3 3 20.2
Forrest-- 1 1 15.8
Coker 136 1 2 17.3
Tracy-- e 1 1 19.6
Pickett 71- 1 1 14.8
Davig—==—wm————————————————— ] 1 17.3
Lee 68—- - 1 1 16.8
Lee 7h4=—mmocm e e 1 1 16.2
FFR 777=—=—~ 1 1 15.4
McNair 600-~ i1 1 16.3
Ransom- 1 1 18.9
Bragg-- 1 1 18.0
McNair 800 1 1 17.7
Coker 338-- e 1 1 18.8
Hampton 266A~—=ww—mmamm——— 1 1 17.9
Hutton~- - e 1 1 20.8
Coker 71-21l-m==wmmmmm e eem 1 1 17.5
Cobb~ - 1 1 16.0
W=-46 - 1 1

14.8

* Seed quality is rated from 1 to 5 according to the following scale:
1 = very good; 2 = good: 3 = fair; 4 = poor; 5 = very poor.

*% Purple stain ratings are given to seed samples on scale of 1 to 5
as follows:

1 no purple staining 4 9-19% purple staining

2 1-3% purple staining 5 over 207% purple staining

3 4-8% purple staining



Table 19. Three-Year Averages for Yield, Date of Maturity, Plant and First Pod Height and Lodging
of Soybean Varieties Planted June 4 at Gulf Coast Substation, 1972 through 1874

2/

Variety Yield: Maturity2 Plant ht.2/ Et. lst peal/ Lodging?
- Bu/A Dates In. In. Rating
Davis 46 .4 10/04 38 4.9 1.7
Hutton 6.0 10/20 38 6.6 1.8
McNait 600=m—mmeemem 44.5 10/08 36 4.3 1.6
Ransom 43.9 10/14 34 6.3 1.2
Lee 68-mm—mmm e 43.5 10/05 26 4.7 1.2
Dare—~- B 43.3 9/2{‘:‘ 28 3.5 1.0
McNair 800-—cmmmwme 43,2 10/11 36 5.1 2.1
B agg—mmm e e 43.0 10/12 38 5.8 1.7
Hampton 266A-————— 41.0 10/17 42 6.1 2.6

1/ Yields adjusted to 13% moisture and 60 pounds per bushel.

2/ An explanation of data and ratings is given on page 3 of this report.

€T
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Table 20. Four- and Five-Year A&éfages for Yield of Soybeans
at Gulf Coast Substation 1970-741/ Plarted June 5

b-yr. S5~yr.

71-74 70-74
Variety Yield ; . Yield

Bu/A . Bu/A
Hutton-- ' 47.1 ’ ‘ 45.2
Davis 46.7 : : 45.4
Ransom 46.3 : L, mm—
McNair 600 — 45.5 . - 45.3
McNair 800=mmmmmmem e 45,0 j 43.3
Bragg-- . : 44,7 : 44.8
Lee 68-- - : - 44,3 f 44,3
Dare- : - 43.6 5 I |

Hampton 266A T 42.3 S 4.3

1/ Yields adjusted to 13% moisture and 60 pounds per bushel.



Tzable 21. Yield, Date of First Bloom and Maturity, Plant and First Pod Height, Lodging and Shattering of
Soybean Varieties when Planted May 15, 1974 at Prattville Experiment Field

T4

o 1st Plant
Variety Yieldl/ Bloom= 2/ Maturitygf ht. 2/ Ht. lst podgf Lodgingg/ Shatterlngz/
Bu/A Dates Dates In. In. Rating Rating
Tracy- 49.9 a 7/20 10/10 40 6.3 3.5 2.1
Ransom———=—=—==mm—— 47.2 ab 7/26 10/21 39 7.5 2.3 1.0
Davis-=m=——m————— 45.5 abc 7/26 10/05 39 5.8 3.3 1.0
Lee 74~———mmm———— 45.4 abe 7/25 10/16 36 7.0 2.5 1.0
Forrest=———————— 45.0 abced 7/16 9/25 37 5.0 1.6 1.0
D64~4636——=~——-—-44,8 bed 7/18 9/30 33 3.8 2.0 1.0
Essex 44.6 bcde 7/15 9/23 26 4.8 1.0 1.0
Coker 136------—=43.4 bedef 7/22 9/27 40 7.0 1.5 1.0
Hutton=—=——=—=--=43.4 bedef 7/31 10/21 41 6.3 3.9 1.0
Hood~—=—=mmmm e 42.5 bedef 7/23 9/30 36 4.3 3.4 1.0
McNair 600-—-———~ 42.4 bedef 7/20 10/07 - 41 6.0 3.5 1.0
FFR 666—————=—===42.4 becdef 7/19 10/09 30 4.0 1.6 1.0
Bragg-—-————————~ 42.2 bedef 7/27 10/18 45 8.3 4.4 1.0
Coker 338--———==- 42.2 bedef 7/27 10/24 43 4.8 2.8 1.0
Cobb-m=mm—emeee==41.9 bedef 8/02 11/03 46 4.3 4.4 1.0
Lee 68~~~—-———ewum 41.5 cdef 7720 10/16 34 4.3 2.0 1.0
McNair 800---——-—- 40.4 cdef 8/05 10/16 36 - 5.8 3.0 1.0
FFR 777-~-—~—~===— 39.8 def 7/26 10/07 42 6.3 3.5 1.0
Dare 39.8 def 7/20 9/23 35 4.8 1.5 1.0
Coker 71-211-----39.7 def 7/31 10/23 45 3.8 4.5 1.0
Hampton 266A-----39.3 ef 7/31 10/23 44 4.5 3.4 1.0
e 38.3 f 8/05 10/23 47 3.5 3.9 1.0
C.V.% 7.7

1/Yield adjusted to 13% moisture and 60 pounds per bushel. Yields with a common letter are not different
(P = .05)..
2/An explanation of data and ratings is given on page 3 of this report.



Table 22, Yieild, Date of First Bloom znd Matuvrity, Plant and First Fod Height, Lodging and Shattering of
Soybean Varieties when Planted June 18, 1974 at Prattvilie Experiment Field

~ 1st - Plant

97

- Variety - vielal/ 1oom2/ Maturitygj ht.2/ Ht. lst podgf Lodglngzl Shatterlngzl
Bu/A Dates ‘Dates In. In. Rating Rating

Cobb-—m=m e 39.1 a 8/13 11/07 38 5.3 3.0 1

 Coker 71-211-----35.9 ab- 8/13 16/31 - 40 5.8 4.0 1
Ferrestm—=—=-==-=-35.3 abe 8/04 10/16 27 2.8 - 3.4 1
Davig==—w—-—: 34.2 bed 8/07 - 10/18 - 32 1.8 2.6 1

. Bragg————r=mm———m 33.0 bede = 8/07 - 10/29 34 5.0 3.3 1
‘Mclair 800-w————m 33.0 bede = 8/14 110/17 27 2.8 2.1 1

 Coker 338=mm—m——m 32.9 bede 8/10 10/31 37 4.8 2.9 1
McNair 60C---—~-~32.4 bede 8/07 10/25 32 3.0 2.1 1
D64=4 636 —mmemmamemm 32.0 bedef  8/05 10716 26 2.3 2.4 1

CHutton=—————ar—e— 31.8 bedef - 8/12 10/31 33 4.3 2.1 1
Hampton 268A-----31.5 bedef — 8/13 1631 37 4.8 4.0 1

“Hood~ 31.2 bedefg 8/05 10/16 23 1.3 3.9 1
Lee 74 & Bragg3/-31.1 bedefg /07 - 10/31 35 3.5 2.5 1
Essex=-====—=w=-=-30,7 bedefg 3/03 - 10/05 - 22 2.8 1.3 1
Dare—--——-»—«—~——30 5 lcdefg 8/03 - 10/05 25 3.3 1.5 1
Wl o e -30.0 cdefg 8/16 10/29 39 5.0 2.4 1

'-Tlany——un——~-~——-29 9 defg  8/07 11/07 34 3.5 2.9 1
Coker 136-=w——wuem 29.8 defg 8/07 10/16 30 2.8 2.5 1
Davis & Bragg3/--28.1 efgh 8/07 10/390 34 3.0 2.8 1
Pickett 71=--==-=-26.7 feh 8/08 10/23 29 3.3 1.8 1
Lee 74————wnime-26,1 gh 8/07 11/05 27 2.8 1.5 1
Ransom~—=—=m=mm wem24,2 h 8/07 10/31 - 32 4.0 - 1.5 1
Lee 68— ———semen19. 5 i 8/07 11/09 26 2.7 1.2 1

: - G.V.%2  10.3 ,
1/Y1eld adjusted to 137 moistnre and 60 pounds per bushel. Yields with a common letter are not different

= .05) .

’2’An explanation of data and ratings is given on page 3 of this repoat.
3/Blerds of 50% of each vareity shown.



Tehle 23, Effect of Planting Date on Seed Stain, Quality, and Size cf Sovbeans Grown on Prattville

Experiment Field, 1974

m

Planting dates

May 15, 1974 , June 18, 1974

Seed® Purple*#* Seed Seed Purple Seed
Variety quality stain size quality stain size

Rating Rating g/100 seed Rating Rating g/100 seed
NDare-———==— —mmmme—— ] 1 12,0 1 2 12.9
E§g@Xmmmnemmm = mmmm e ] 1 12.5 1 2 13.6
Forrest: - -mw~wmm mmnme 2 1 12.2 2 1 12.4
Coker 136---~=m—mwrwm 1 1 12.7 1 1 15.3
D6L-4636- = mvrmm e ] 1 13.6 1 1 13.4
Eood-mr =mmmmes e ) 1 13.2 2 1 16.2
Davig—- ~=wmmmmrmm e ] 1 14.4 1 1 14.3 o
Lee 68-rmmmmmmme e ] 1 12.4 1 ! 14,7 ~
Lee 74 -wmmmmmrmmonn 1 1 12.0 ! : 1is
FFR 666~ wommmmsomemn ] 1 13.0 ek Bk Fbk
MeNair 600 —wmrwmm— 1 1 11.9 1 2 14.2
Tracy- —=m=—m- e - 2 1 17.3 2 1 16.7
Bragg- == e -1 1 13.5 ! 1 15.4
MeNair 800- ———mmmmme 1 11.4 [ 1 10.9
Rangom- - == wmmmam e ] 1 15.3 L 1 15.6
FFR 777 mmmmmmmmmmm | 1 13.2 ek - Kok
Hutton--—wm=mmre e 1 1 15.7 l 1 17.5
Hampton 266A-——-—-—— 2 1 14.9 2 1 17.0
Coker 338-—m-mmwmmum 1 1 15.4 K 1 17.2
Coker 71-21l--emeeme 2 1 14.5 ! 1 17.0
Cobbmmmm i e 1 1 13.5 . 1 15.5
Wl e e 1 1 11.5 : 1 12.9
Davis & Bragg--—--—-—--— *%% Rk Z 1 15.1
Pickett 71-——w- e REE whk 1 1 14,
Lee 74 & Bragg—-—-—- k&% kkk 1 1 15,1

#Seed cuality is rated frcm 1 to 5 according to the followine sealer 1 = very good: 2 = pood’ 3f=_falri”§ = Poir

5 = very poor. *%Purple-stain ratings are given to seed sarples on a scale of 1 to 5 as follows- 1. Ko P?r? e

stainine 2. 1 37 purnie. staining- 3. 4-8% purple stainingr-4:8+0% worple<stainize: 5. over 207 purple staining.
*%%Soybean varieties not in test. — : - : DA ' .



Table 24. Two-year Averages for Yield, Date of Flrst Bloom, Date of Maturity, Plant and First Pod Height,

and Lodging of Soybean Varieties Planted May 17 at Prattville Experiment Field

ist Plant

Variety vielal/ Bloom2/ Maturityg/ ht.2/ Ht. lst podg/ Lodgingg/ Shatteringz/

Bu/A Dates Dates In. In. Rating Rating
Essex——=—=—======354 7/11 9/18 23 3.3 1.0 2.3
Tracy————w==—wm——= --35.1 7/18 10/03 38 4.9 2.5 1.6
Davig-—=——wmem——— 34.7 7/22 9/30 38 4.6 2.3 1.5
Forrest-—=—-======34,0 7/12 9/19 31 3.5 1.3 1.5
RanSom=———mw———— 33.3 7/21 10/12 36 5.5 1.7 1.1
Coker 136-————ew- 33.1 7/16 9/21 36 6.1 1.4 1.0
Lee 74=——nmonma==32,1 7721 10/10 32 4.4 1.8 1.0
HoOdm—mwrmsemems e e m 31.7 7/17 9/23 32 3.4 2.3 2.0
FFR 666-——m~m—wm—e 30.8 7/18 10/06 26 2.5 1.3 1.0
Hutton=————m— e 30.4 7/25 10/17 40 6.0 2.7 1.0
Lee 68~————=——m-- 30.2 7/16 10/10 31 3.3 1.5 1.0
Dare————-———mwm—om- 30.1 7/14 9/21 30 3.6 1.3 1.9
McNair 600-------29.4 7/16 10/02 36 4.5 2.3 1.0
Bragg--- : 29.4 7/23 10/13 41 7.9 2.9 1.0
FFR 777==wmmm e 29.0 7/23 10/00 40 5.9 2.3 1.0
Coker 338-——w——m—=m- 28.9 7/23° 10/20 43 4.6 2.0 1.0
McNair 800--——u— 28.5 8/01 10/09 36 5.6 2.3 1.1
Coker 71-211 27.5 7731 10/19 44 4.6 3.0 1.0
Hampton 266A-----27.4 7/29 - 10/18 43 5.3 2.4 1.0

1/Yields adjusted to 13% moisture and 60 pounds per bushel.
9/An explanation of data and ratings is given on page 3 of this report.

8¢



Table 25. Two-Year Averages for Yield, Date of First Bloom, Date of Maturity, Plant and First Pod Height,
Shattering-and Lodging of Soybean Varietiés Planted June 15 at Prattyilie Expetriment Field, 1973-74

' 1st Plan
Variety Yielél/ BloomZ/ Maturity ht.g} Ht. lst Podgf Lodgingg/ Shatteringg/
Bu/A Dates Dates In. - In. Rating Rating
Forrest-—-———=——=238.1 8/01 10/03 28 3.4 2.2 1.4
Davig~—m=cmem——— 25.9 ~ 8/05 10/09 32 3.4 1.8 1.0
ESSex——mmm—m——— 25.8 '7/30 9/28 21 3.3 1.1 2.3
McNair 600------25.6 8/G5 10/15 33 3.0 1.6 1.0
Darem-— e 25.6 8/01 9/31 26 3.3 1.3 1.5
Bragg--———-—-——- 24.8 3/05 10/22 35 5.3 2.1 1.0
Hood~=——=m—wm——m 245+ 8/02 10/05 28 2.1 2.4 1.6
Coker 338-=—w-—-24.5 8/07 10/28 39 6.6 1.2 1.0
Coker 136-————-~ 24.3 8/03 10/03 31 4.6 1.8 1.0
Coker 71-211----24.1 8/11 10/28 A% 6.9 2.5 1.0
Tracy~=-————=~==23,9 8/03 i0/22 34 3.6 1.9 2.8
Hutton—---—-—-—--23.6 8/09 10/23 34 5.4 1.6 1.0
Hampton 266A--—-23.4 8/11 10/28 39 5.9 2.5 1.0
McNair 800-————m 22.6 8/11 - 10/14 29 3.9 1.6 1.8
Lee 74-—rmmmmeee 22.0 8/05 10/24 29 3.9 1.3 1.0
Pickett 7i-~----21.5 8/06 10/16 29 4.1 1.4 1.4
Ransom——~==—=——m—- 20.4 8/05- 10/21 31 3.9 1.3 1.5
3.2 1.1 1.1

IS T T —— 17.7 8/05: 10/25 27

}jYields adjusted to 13% moisture and 60 pounds per bushel.
2/

—' An explanation of data and ratings is given on page 3 of this report.

6¢
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Table 26. Three-Year Avevages for Yield, Date of Maturity, Plant and
First Pod Height and Lodging of Soybean Varieties Planted
at Two Dates at Prattville Experiment Field, 1972-74

Variety Yield 1/ Maturity 2/ Plant ht. 2/ Ht. lst pod 2/ Lodging 2/
Bu/A Date In. In. Rating
- Three-year average planting date May 14
Forrest=~——-~==34,7 9/19 30 3.2 1.2
Davig~smmmm———— 32.5 9/28 37 4.8 1.9
Hood~wwmomcmma32 1 9/22 31 3.4 1.8
Tracy-=---—-—==-31.5 : 10/04 35 4.4 2.0
Dare-—-=—wm=--~30,8 9/20 29 3.3 1.2
FFR 666-———mww 28.0 10/01 27 2.8 1.2
McNair 600----27.2 10/01 34 4.3 1.8
Ransom--———=== 27.1 10/07 34 5.2 1.5
Lee 68--~=-~==27.0 10/05 30 3.2 1.3
Hutton——~—-mwm 25.4 10/16 38 5.6 2.2
McNair 800----24.7 16/09 36 5.6 1.9
Bragg—-~-——w- 23.4 10/10 40 7.1 2.3
Hampton 266A--23.4 10/17 41 5.5 2.3
Three-year average planting date June 19
Forrest~——-—---25.9 16/07 28 3.0 2.6
Bragg————-—w=m 24.3 10/11 35 4.1 2.5
McNair 600--~-23.9 10/06 33 2.6 1.9
Hutton---~----23,7 . 10/26 34 4.3 2.1
Tracy——=——=—w-— 23.6 10/11 24 3.5 1.8
Davig-—=-=vm==23 4 10/13 32 3.4 1.9
Hampton 266A--23.0 10/30 37 4.6 3.1
McNair 800----22,2 10/05 29 3.8 1.4
Hood-—=——mmemm 21.9 10/07 29 2.6 2.3
Dare—-———~=w==21,5 10/01 28 3.7 1.8
Ransom==-~-~~-20,5 10/14 31 3.6 1.3
Pickett 71----20.3 10/09 28 3.6 2.5
Lee 68-=---=--18,5 10/22 27 3.2 1.5

!JYields adjusted to 13% moisture and 60 pounds per bushel.
Z/An explanation of data and ratings is given on page 3 of this report.
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Table 27. Four- and Five-Year Averages for Yield of Soybean Varieties
Grown at Prattville Experiment Field 1970-74
At Two Planting Dates

Soybean yieldl/ by planting date

May 12 May 15 June 17 June 17

4~year 5~year 4-year 5~year
Variety 71-74 70-74 71-74 70-74

Bu/A Bu/A Bu/A Bu/A
Davisg —~=r=——————— 35.5 37.1 27.5 29.9
Dare - 33.4 35.4 24.6 27.2
Hood -- 33.4 34.5 25.2 27.3
McNair 600 ———————mm 32.4 33.4 28.3 29.8
Huttomr—=———==—e————— 31.9 33.3 28.6 29.7
Lee 68 ~——mmmmmmce e 32.1 33.1 23.8 25.8
Bragg - 29.6 31.0 28.5 f.29.8
McNair 800 ——m——cimem 29.4 30.3 26.2 26.7
Hampton 266A ——mm——- 28.6 24.4 27.4 27.6

Ransom==—~—=—m—m——— 32.9 —— 26.7 e n

1/ Yields adjusted to 13% moisture and 60 pounds per bushel.






Table 29, Yield, Date of Maturity, Plant and First Pod Height, Lodging and Shattering of Soybean Varieties
Planted May 25, 1974 at Sand Mountain Substation

1st Plant

Variety vielal/ BloomZ/ Maturity< 2/ ht.2/ Ht. lst @odgj Lodginggj Shatteringg/
. Bu/A Dates Dates In. In. Rating Rating
EsSex~———m=====- 36.8 2 7/31 9/30 30 7.5 2.1 1
Dare-———=——=w——= 36.0 ah 8/02 a/30 35 6.3 3.1 1
Yok e 35.3 abe 7/31 3/ 33 5.0 3.0 1
RANS Offtm swm e mm e e 35.1 abed 28/07 3/ 38 7.0 3.3 1
Forrest-—=————-— 33,5 abecde 7/31 9/30 37 6.8 3.9 1

Lee 74———mmmem— 33.1 abede 8/09 3/ 34 €.3 3.6 1
Lee, 68~-w=—mmm=—w~ 32.6 bedef 8/09 3/ 31 5.3 3.8 1
McHair 600-——mm- 31.9 bedef 8/09% 3/ 35 7.3 4.3 1
Tracy---—=—————== 31.8 cdefg 8/04 - 3/ 36 6.3 3.5 1
Coker 136-=-—--— 31.6 cdefg 8/09 3/ . 37 8.0 2.6 1
FFR 568~—=——=-~~ 31.3 cdefg 3/04 3/ 33 5.8 4.5 1
Ho0d=~mmmmmm e 31,0 defg 8/07 3/ 36 7.0 3.0 1
FFR 777~—==~=== 30.6 efgh 8/09 3/ 35 6.3 2.9 1
D64-£636~——~—mmem 30.4 efgh 7/07 3/ 33 7.5 3.0 1
Davig—=———nw—w=— 29,4 efeh 8/14 3/ 37 6.8 3.5 1
Bragg--——=——=—m=— 23.4 fgh 8/09 3/ 36 7.3 2.9 1
Hutton—————mw——= 27.6 "~ gh 8/12 . 3/ 37 7.8 3.9 1
McNair 800-——=— 26.6 7.8 5.0 1

h 8/16 3 3%

123

cC.Vv.2 7.9
1/Yield adjusted to 13% moisture and 60 pounds per bushel. Yields with a common letter are not different
® = .05).
2/An explanation of data and ratings 1s given on page 3 of this report
3/Beans killed by frost, Oct. 3.



Table 30. Yield, Date cf Maturity, Plant and First Pod Height, Lodging and Shattering of Soybean Varieties
When Planted June 26, 1974 at Sand Mountain Substation

7€

' 1st Plant
Variety vieldl/ Bloom_/ Maturitygf ht.2/ - Ht. lst«podZ/ Lodgiqggl Shattering%/
Bu/A Dates Dates In. In. Rating Rating
Essex—==—————=—— 31.9 a 3/20 3/ 28 6.0 2.5 1
York--m—————————— 25.6 b 8/20 3/ 28 5.0 3.5 1
Tracy--=—=—~—w— 24.3 be 8/20 3/ 35 6.3 3.6 1
Coker 136~------23.8 be 8/20 3/ 34 8.3 3.1 1
Forrest—————wm—— 23.0 bed 8/20" 3/ 34 7.8 3.4 1
McNair 600--———- 22.2 bed 8/20 3/ 35 5.8 3.3 1
D64~4636—-~~-———21.6 bcde 8/20 3/ 30 7.3 3.3 1
Lee 68--—---———-21.4 bede 8/29 3/ 33 7.0 3.1 1
Bragg-—-————~m==—- 20.8 bedef 8/20 3/ 38 9.3 3.1 1
FFR 666~—~—w—w==20.7 Leodef 8/20 3/ 31 7.8 3.0 1
Dare 13.9 tcdefg 8/20 3/ 31 5.3 3.5 1
Ransom-——————=—- 19.2 cdefg 8/20 3/ 31 6.8 3.9 1
Lee 7h4———-tcem— 18.8 ecdefg 8/20 3/ 28 8.3 4.3 1
McNair 800-----—-17.2  defg 8/20 3/ 29 6.3 3.4} 1
Davis——————————m 16.5  efgh 8/20 3/ 34 6.8 2.9 1
Hood====mm———--=15.2 fgh 8/20 3/ 34 8.0 3.6 1
Huttop~—————=——- 14.0 gh 8/20 3/ 25 5.5 4.0 1
FFR 777-——==——==10.9 ~h 8/20 3/ 34 7.0 3.6 1
C.V.712.5

1/Yields adjusted to 13% moisture and 60 pounds per bushel. Yields with a common letter are not different
(P = .05).

2/An explanation of data and ratipgs i3 given on page or this report.

3/B€aﬁ killed by frost October 3, 1¢74.



Table 31. Scybean Seed Quality and Sice by Variety When Grcwa at Sand Mountain Substation, 1974

Planting dates

May 8, 1974 May 25, 1974

Seed* Purple** Seed Seed Purple Seed
Variety guality stain size quality stain size
Rating Rating /100 seed Rating Pating g/100 seed

Dare- === 1 1 12.8 1 1 13.0
Egsgex—=-—= o ] 1 15.7 1 1 12,9~
Forrest~-—~=—wmwomm—e— 1 i 14,2 1 1 12.2

Coker 136-~——mmweew 1 1 6.1 1 1 12.7-
York- —=mmmmmni e 1 1 18.7 1 1 17.7:
Eood = mmsrmms mmr - mnemem L 1 15.3 2 1 14.3.
Davig~—- == mmrm i e 1 1 15.8 1 1 12.5

Lee 68— —mmmmm e 1 1 12.5 1 1 11.7.
Lee 74-wmmmemm e 1 1 13.4 1 1 12.1¢
D6b=bi636 - wemmmme e 2 1 15.4. 1 1 12,15
McNair 600-—--—m—-—m -1 1 12.3 1 1 11,58
Tragy——=———=———————— 1 2 18.7 1 1 12,43
Bragg— ~=———==me——ee 1 1 14.8- 1 1 15.8
McHair 800-——-—mee= 1 1 12.2 1 1 10,1
Ransom-— - —=—nm—mwea -1 1 14.8 2 1 13.6
tFR 666~-mrmrrmsimee 1 1 14.¢ 1 1 12,10
Hutton-——=———~wmn=mmwe 1 1 13.4. 1 1 13.5%
TFR 777 - Bh% k% kkk 2 1 14.3.

Ge

*Seed quality is rated from 1 to 5 according to the following scale:
1 = very good; 2 = good: 3 = fair: 4 = poor: 5 = very poor
**Purple stain ratings are given to seed samples on a scale of 1 to 5 as follows:
1. TNo purple staining; 2. 1-3% purple staining; 3. 4-8% purple staining; 4. ¢-i97% purple staining
5. Over 20% purple staining
*%**Variety not in test.
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Table 32. Two-Year Averages for Yield, Date of Maturity, Plant and First
Pod Height and Lodging of Soybean Varieites Planted at Three
Dates on Sand Mountain Substation 1973 and 1974

;Variety Yieldl/ Maturitygf Plant ht.2/ Ht. lst podg/ Lodgingz/ Shatteringg/

Bu/A Date In. In. Rating Rating
o Average planting date May 11
Tracy--——m——mm 38.8  10/02 31 | 3.3 3.5 1
ESSeX——em—mm— 38.7 9/21 23 4,0 1.0 1
e T — 38.6 9/26 31 4.4 2.6 1
Coker 136---38.4 9/27 36 5.4 2.6 1
T — 37.9 9/24 26 4.3 1.4 1
YT T S 37.3 9/27 31 4.0 2.1 1
Lee 7h-mmm-n36.0 107113/ 33 6.9 1.8 1
Davig-————==35.7 107043/ 36 4.1 3.3 1
Ransom--———~34, 8 10/05 31 6.0 2.1 1
Bragg--—=-34 ,2 10/15 40 5.6 2.9 1
cNair 600--33.9 10/01 33 4.9 2.5 1
Lee 68.—----33,1 10/10 32 5.1 1.6 1
Hood- mmmmee32, 1 9/27 31 5.4 2.0 1
. Average planting date May 25
ESSeX-mmmmmm 35.6 9/24 26 4.8 1.6 1
Dare~—--—--=35,0 /28 32 4.6 2.1 1
Forrest--——-34.1 9/28 34 4.9 2.5 1
Coker 136---33.1 97273/ 36 6.0 1.8 1
Tracy--s==—=33.0 10/053/ 33 4.1 2.8 1
Ransom-——=-=33.0 10/123/ 34 | 5.3 2.1 1
McNair 600--32.9° 10/06%4: 33 4.9 2.9 1
Lee 74————— 31.5 107092 - 31 5.1 2.9 1
Hut ton-———mm 30.7 10/243/ 33 5.1 2.9 1
HOOd=mmmmmn=30. 3 107013/ 32 4.5 2.0 1
Bragg- ~——---29.6 10/153/ 36 5.4 2.1 1
Davig——ce——=29.3 10/103/ 35 5.0 2.8 1
D64-4636~—-—28.7 107013/ 30 5.1 2.1 1
Lee 68———-=28.7 10/103/ 28 4.6 2.4 1
' Average planting date June 21
ESSeX-mm——mm 33.6 107023/ 25 5.3 1.8 1
Bragg—-——-—---29.8 10/213/ 38 8.6 2.7 1
Coker 136---28.1 10/083/ 34 7.4 2.3 1
FOrrest—-m——m 28.0 10/043/ 33 6.3 2.8 1
Ransom———---27 .6 107223/ 31 6.5 2.4 1
McNair 600---27.4 10/083/ 34 4.8 2.3 1
Hut ton-————=-26., 3 107243/ 29 6.5 3.0 1
Davis.-———-=226. 1 10/233/ 35 7.1 2.2 1
Dare--——-==25,5 10/033/ 31 4.9 2.4 1
Lee 68———e—m 24.6 10/143/ 32 6.1 2.6 1
Lee 7bomm-m 2.4 107193/ 30 7.6 4.1 1

1/vield adjusted to 13% moisture and 60 pounds per bushel. :
2/an explanation of data and ratings is given on page 3 of this report.
3/Frost killed beans 1974 on 10/3 - 1973 Maturity Dates are listed.



Table 33. Three-Year Averages for Yield, Date of Maturity, Plant and
First Pod Heights and Lodging of Soybean Varieties Planted
at Three Dates at Sand Mountain Substation, 1971, 1973, and

1974,
Variety Yield L Maturity-g/ Plant ht. 2/ It. 1lst pod 2/ Lodging_gj
Bu/A Date In. In. Rating
Average planting date May 8
Ransome= ~—ww—m——— 42 .6 10/09 31 .1 2.2
LT R —— Y DY 9/25 30 4.2 2.1
Davig——rrm o 40.8 107093/ 37 5.2 3.0
Bragg-----~=-==40,3 107163/ 41 6.2 3.2
oy Y Y ©9/25 25 3.6 1.3
fcNaiy 600=mm—m 39.9 10/03 33 4.4 2.6
Loe 68-——mmme==39,6 107093/ 30 5.3 2.0
HOOd mne e e 36.2 9/27 31 5.3 2.4
Average planting date May 29
Ransom-——n—=m==37 . 107153/ 36 6.5 2.5
McNair 600-————- 36.5 107073/ 34 5.1 3.1
)Y 35.8 9/28 33 4.8 2.2
T — 35.0 10/163/ 35 6.3 2.5
Davig-mm=rmw—=34, 3 10/143/ 35 5.8 3.0
O —— 34,2 10/143/ 32 4.8 2.3
Lee 68-————=--=33.1 10/093/ 31 5.1 2.9
A Average planting date June 24
RANSOmE —mm e 31.4 107203/ 31 6.5 2.0
T S— 30.5 10/213/ 36 7.9 2.6
McNair 600-——-=30.4 107123/ 34 4.7 2.3
Dare=-—————mm—= 30.3 10/083/ 31 4.8 2.6
T 2 P T— 28.8 10/223/ 35 6.3 2.3
Lee 68-—mm—mem 27.3 10/233/ 31 5.9 3.0

EJYield adjusted to 13% moisture and 60 pounds per bushel.

2/An explanation of data and ratings is given on page 3 of this report.

§/Average maturity for 1971 and 1973 as frost killed soybean on October
3, 1974,



Téble 34: Four-, and Five-Year=' Averages for Yield~ of Soybean Varieties Grown at Sand Mountain Substation -

2/ 1/

At Three Planting Dates

May 8 May 6 May 29 o May 27 June 23 June 21

b-yr, 5-yr. b-yr. 5-yr. b4-yr. 5-yr.
Variety 70-74 69-74 70-74 69-74 70-74 ' 69-74

Bu/A Bu/A - Bu/A Bu/A Bu/A Bu/A
Dare ——— 43,9 4209 36.4 35.2 31.7 29.0
Davis 42.7 . 41.6 35.1 34.7 30.3 - 28.1
York 42.5 41.2 —— — — —
Bragg--- 41.8 40.1 36.5 35.9 31.7 Tt 28.4
Y S — 41.5 39.9 33.8 32.9 28.9 —n26.7
Hood 39.4 39.5 35.1 34.0 _— -—
McNair 600~~-——m—m—m 42.1 — - 37.8 —— - 32.6 —

1/ Yield adjusted to

13% moisture and 60 pounds per bushel.

2/ These data do not include 1972 yield due to delayed harvest.

8¢



Table 35. Yield, Date of First Bloom and Maturity, Plant and First Pod Height, Ledging and Shattering of
Soybean Varieties When Planted May 9, 1974 at Tennessee Valley Substation

1st Plant
Variety Yieldl/ Bloom Maturity ht. ~ Ht. lst pod Lodging Shattering
Bu/A Dates Dates In. In. Rating Rating
ESSeXmmmmmmmm—m———- 49.6 a 7/10 9/25 28 5.3 1.5 1
Yorks—w———————— 47.3 ab 7/08 9/30 34 5.5 2.9 1
Dares————————— --45.8 ab 7/12 10/01 40 6.5 2.6 1
Forrest——————=-— 45.2 ab 7/11 9/30 36 5.3 2.9 1
Tracy———————w———=44,1 b 7/08 * 40 7.0 3.6 1
Food—=—-=-=w—w==-=39,2 ¢ 7/17 10/05 40 7.3 4.3 1
Coker 136--————- 38.5 ' ¢ 7/15 10/04 44 9.0 2.1 1
Mclair 600———-—— 37.1  cd 7/11 % 490 6.3 3.3 1
Lee 74—————mme—m 36.5 cde 7/16 * 33 7.3 4.3 1
Ransom————m=m—mm—-=— 36.0 cde 7/16 * 37 8.3 2.5 1
FFR 666——~————a—- 35.5 cde 7/13 * 31 7.0 2.8 1
Lee 68-——————muv 33.9 cdef 7/15 % 36 5.8 2.4 1
Hutton==—————me—— 33.1 def 7/25 * 39 7.3 4.5 1
Bragg-———————m——- 31.7 def 7/25 * 45 10.5 4,4 1
Davig=——=——m————e 31.1 ef 7/25 * 43 7.5 4.8 1
McHair 800-———w= 29.7 £ 7/25 * 36 10.0 5.0 1
FFR 777-~——mmmmemn 29.1 £f 7/22 * 44 8.8 4.4 1

6¢

c.v.z %.1
*Frost killed soybeans Oct. 3, 1974.
1/Yield adjusted to 13% moisture and 60 pounds per bushel. Yields with a common letter are not different
(P = .05).
2/An explanation of data and ratings is given on page 3 of this report.



Table 36. Two-year Averages for Yield, Date of First Bloom, Date of Maturity, Plant and First Pod Height, and
Lodging of Soybean Varieties Planted May 10 at Tennessee Valley Substation, 1973 and 1974

1st Plant

Variety vielal/ Bloomd/ Maturity3/  ht.3/  Ht. 1st podd  Lodgingd/ Shattering3/
Bu/A Dates Dates In. In. Rating Rating
ESSex=mmmmmmmm—a=53,7 - 7/09 9/25 32 4.6 1.7 1
Forrest——==—=———52,2 7/11 9/27 34 4.4 2.4 1
York -51.7 7/09  9/28 33 4.5 2.3 1
Dare--—m——mm——m—cm50, 2 o 7/14 9/28 37 5.3 2.4 1
Coker 136-——mmmm 47.0 7/15 10/01 41 7.0 1.7 1
Hood 43.3 7/17 10/03 37 6.1 3.6 1
McNair 600--—-——42.0 7/13 107072/ 38 4.9 3.4 1
Lee 74 ——e————41.9 7/16 10/082/ 36 7.1 4.0 1
Lee 68~—————meev 41.4 7/14 10/072/ 36 5.6 3.1 1
FFR 666=m——mmmmm 41.1 7/15 107062/ 33 6.5 2.9 1
RansOm——m—mmmmm—m 40.4 7/17 10/122/ 38 7.1 2.8 1
Hut ton-———mmmmmm 39.4 7/23 10/192/ 40 6.9 4.4 1
Davig——————————— 38.6 7/23 10/112/ 41 6.8 4.6 1
Bragg—-———mm—m——m 38.4 7/22 10/132/ 43 9.0 4.3 1
McNair 800-- ———-36.1 7/23 10/112/ 38 8.3 4.5 1
FFR 777=—mmmmmmm 32.8 7/20 107062/ 42 7.9 4.k 1

oy

1/Yields adjusted to 13% moisture and 60 pounds per bushel.
Z/Faturlty date for 1973 as frost killed soybeans Oct. 3, 1974.
3/An explanation of data and ratings is given on page 3 of this report.



Table 37. Three- and Four-Year Yield and Three-Year Averages for Date of Maturity, Plant Height and Lodging
of Soybean Varieties Planted May 7 at Teannessee Valley Substation
., Yield ‘ ) )
ariety 3~yr. Av.= b-yr, Av, . Maturity— Plant ht. =~ . - Lodging™
72-74 71-74 Dates In. Rating
" FFR 666 44.6 — 10/12 3; 34 3.5
Ransom 42.3 43.3 10/15 3 40 2.6
Davis 42.0 —— 10/14 3/ 42 4.3
Bragg 39.9 41.4 16/15 = 45 3.9
McNair 800 36.8 40.3 10/14 3/ 38 4.2
, -

1/ Yield adjusted to 13% moisture and 60 pounds per bushel.

"2/ An explanation of data and ratings is given on page 3 of this report.

3/ Maturity

dates 1971-1973. Frost killed soybeans October 3, 1974.



Table 38. Yield, Date of First Bloom and Maturity, Plant and First Pod Height, Lodging and Shattering of
Soybean Varieties when Planted May 7, 1974 at Upper Coastal Plain Substation

ist Plant '
Variety vielal/ Bloomg/ Maturitygj ht.2/ Ht. lst podgf Lodginggl Shatteringg/
Bu/A Dates Dates In. In. Rating Rating
RANSOm—~—mmmm—mm 49.3 a 7/12 10/09 | 37 7.8 1.5 1
Lee 74-——mm——em 49.1 ab 7/12 10/07 ' 33 7.8 2.3 1
"Hampton 266A-~--48.4 abe 7/25 10/20 40 7.5 3.0 1
Hutton————=—=———m 46.1 abed 7/18 10/23 32 6.8 2.3 1
Davig————m—————— 45.8 abed 7/23 10/07 44 9.0 2.5 1
Bragg—————m————— 45.8 abed 7/14 10/18 42 10.3 1.8 1
Pickett 7l-we—ee 45,5 abed 7/15 10/08 30 6.0 2.5 1
Coker 338—-————m 45.4 abed 7/15 10/25 37 7.8 3.0 1
Coker 71-211--—- 45.1 abed 7/23 10/23 41 7.3 3.0 1
Tracy———w==—————- 44,1 abed 7/11 10/02 32 7.3 1.9 1
Cobb~wm—mmm e 43.5 abcd 7/28 10/28 46 16.0 2.3 1
Essex—~————w——~=£42.,9 abed 7/10 9/18 26 4.0 1.0 1
Coker 136-~-—=--42.6 abed 7/12 10/01 38 6.8 1.3 1
HcNair 600-————- 42.2 abed 7/11 10/02 34 6.3 1.3 1
Forrest————————- 40.5 abed 7/10 10/01 33 6.0 2.0 1
McHair 800-—-———- 40.0 abed 7/30 10/067 37 7.8 2.8 1
Hood 39,2 abced 7/11 10/01 33 6.5 1.8 1
FFR 777-————=—— 39.0 abed 7/15 10/07 40 9.5 1.3 1
Lee 68--—-------38.9 bed __ 7/11 10/07 33 5.5 1.8 1
York——————mmee 38.2 cd 7/10 9/18 29 4.8 1.5 1
Dare~————m—————— 37.2 d 7/11 9/28 30 5.3 1.3 1
FFR 666~———m—m—m 36.1 d 7/11 10/04 23 5.3 1.5 1

C.V.%Z14.4

1/Yield adjusted to 13% moisture and 60 pounds per bushel.

(P = .05)

2/An explanation of data and ratings is given on page 3 of this report.

Yields with a common letter are not different

(A



Table 39. Yield, Date of First Bloom and Maturity,

Plant and First Pod Height, Lodging and Shattering ot

Soybean Varletles when Planted June 14, 1974 at Upper Coastal Plain Substation

1st Plant : ,
Variety vielal/ Bloom?/  Maturity2 ht.2/  Ht. lst pod?/  Lodging2/ Shattering2/
Bu/A Dates Dates In. In. Rating Rating

Hampton 266A-——-— 41.8 a 8/19 10/28 42 7.5 3.8 1

Tracy— ————mm———— 40.9 a 8/12 10/18 38 4.3 2.8 1
Forrest—-—mmm——m—- 40.5 a 8/05 10/08 36 5.8 2.5 1

| Y A — 40.2 a 8/12 10/18 34 5.5 3.3 1

RaANSOM= == e memmn 40.1 a 8/12 10/20 36 6.3 2.0 1
Essex—————=—=——==38.9 2 8/05 10/01 29 4.3 1.3 1

() 7 —— 38.8 a 8/05 10/05 31 3.8 1.8 1

Coker 136—=—mmmwm 36.6 a 3/12 10/12 a8 7.8 2.0 1
Dare~-——=mm—=—===36.4 a 8/05 10/07 37 5.8 1.5 1
Hutton~-=——n=wv—36.0 a 8/16 10/18 35 6.3 2.3 1 =
Lée 74 & Bragg3(-35.4 a 8/12 10/18 38 4.8 3.3 1. w
Bragg---—--~-----35.3 a 8/14 10/20 45 6.3 2.8 1

[T 1 — 34.8 a 8/10 10.18 31 4.3 2.3 1

Coker 71-211---w=34.5 a 8/21 10/2¢8 43 6.0 3.8 1

Davis & Bragg3/--34.2 a 8/15 10/18 41 5.3 2.5 1

Davis 33.4 a 8/16 10/18 39 4.3 2.5 1

McNair 690~—---==33.2 a 8/12 10/10 38 6.5 2.3 1

Hood 33.1 a §/10 10/07 37 4.0 1.8 1

Coker 338——mm—mm—m 33.0 a 8/15 10/28 44 7.5 3.3 1

McNair 800-———-m --32.6 a 8/23 10/18 37 5.8 2.3 1

Pickett 71l=———m—m 32.5 a 8/12 10/18 33 5.0 3.3 1

010] ) —— 32.1 a 8/24 10/28 48 8.5 3.0 1

[ Y S —— 27.6 a 8/23 10/25 44 7.3 4.0 1

C.V.% 15.6

1/Yields adjusted to 13% moisture and 60 pounds per bushel.
2/An explanation of data and ratings is given on page 3 of this report.

" 3/ Blends of 50% of ‘each variety shown.

Yields with a common letter are not dlfferent (P=.05)



Tzble 40. Soybzan Sead Quality and Size by Variety Where Grown at Upper Coastal Plain Substation, 1974

Planting dates

‘May 7, 1974

June 14, 1974

Seed* . Purple®* Seed Seed Purple Seed

Variety guality stain size quality stain size
Rating Rating g/100 seed ~ Rating Rating g/100 seed

Dare--——=rmmmememeen ] 1 13.3 1 1 15.4
S T | 1 11.7 1 1 14,2
Forrest—-—~—m——mmw——e 1 1 12.8 1 1 14,1
Coker 136--——mmwwwew= 1 1 15.1 1 1 16.1
York- - —rm e ] 1- 15.4 1 1 i7.0
Hood: 1 1 15.7. 1 1 16.8
Davig—-——=—m—————mee 1 1 15.5 1 1 14.8
Lee 68 ~——mmmmmmee 1 1 13.7% 1 1 14.0
Lee 74--mmm—mme e 1 1 14,77 1 1 13.1
FFR 666--———mm——emem 1 1 14,7 - - -
HMceNair 600~ -—=memee 1 1 14.4. 1 1 13.2
Tracy——==——=mw—mewe 1 1 18.0 2 1 16.8
Bragg--~——==———meeee 1 1. 15.97 1 1 13.9
McNair 800-~——=m—mew 1 1 C 14,1 1 1 11.7
Ransom-+=————=——————- 1 1. 17.6. 1 1 14.8
FFR 777~ mmmm e e ] 1 15,57 - - -
Hutton-~~=——=———— e 1 1 17.7° 1 1 13.7
Hampton 2664 —————=m 1 1 15.9 1 1 14.3
Coker 338--wwen ————— 1 1 17.6: 1 1 15.2
Coker 71-211- ~——wmeun 1 1 15.6 1 1 14.3
Cobbm = 1 1 14.5 1 1 12.1
Pickett 71--—-m- e 1 1 14.9- 1 1 13.1
Davis & Bragg——-——-- - - - 1 1 14,7
Lee 74 & Bragg——-—-~ - - - 1 1 13.5
Wergfmommm e - - 1 1 10.8

*Seed quality is rated from 1 to 5 according to the following scale:

1 = very good; 2 = good; 3 = fair; 4 = poor; 5 = very poor.
**Purple stain ratings are given to seed samples on a scale of 1 to 5 as follows:
1-3% purple staining; 3.
5. over 20% purple staining.

1

1. No purple staining; 2.

4-8% purple staining: 4.

g-12% purple staining

7%



Table 41. Two Year Average Yield, Date of First Bloom and Maturity, Plant and First Pod Height, Lodging and
Shattzring of Soybean Varieties when Planted May 16, 1973-74 at Upper Coastal Plain Substation

1st Plant
Variety Yieldl/ Bloomzl Maturitygf ht.2/ . qﬁt. 1st @odgf Lodginggf Shatteringg/
: Bu/A Dates Dates In. In. Rating Rating
Lee 74~———m——mmeee 45.90 7/17 10/06 32 7.0 2.4 1
Ransom——-———=——=—m 43.8 7/18 10/06 , 37 7.3 1.3 1
Davis 43,4 7/23 10/02 41 504 1.9 1
Tracy 43.3 7/17 9/30 33 5.8 1.4 1
Pickett 71--—~--=43,2 7/19 10/06 29 4.8 2.3 1
McNair 600-—-—~— 43.0 7/17 9/31 34 5.6 1.3 1
Coker 136~————- —42.4 7/17 9/28 37 6.9 1.1 1
Forrest——~-—————-42.3 7/13 9/27 33 5.9 1.6 1
Coker 338-—w——w—— 40.6 7/19 10/17 38 6.3 2.3 1
Food-~-——=—m———— 40,2 7/17 9/28 32 5.4 1.4 1
Lee 68~———m———a=40.0 7/17 10/03 33 5.4 1.6 1
Bragg~———————w——e 39.5 7/19 10/12 42 10.0 1.4 1
Hampton 266A——-—— 39.5 7/25 10/15 38 7.1 2.4 1
Hutton—=-~——————m 39.1 7/21 . 10/15 . 36 8.3 1.9 1
Coker 71-211--~-=39.0 7/23 10/16 40 7.0 2.4 1
Essex—=—=—=—m———-— 38.9 7/13 9/18 27 4.3 1.0 1
FFR 666-————————— 38.1 7/17 9/31 28 4.9 1.4 1
McNair 800----—-38.1 7/30 10/06 38 7.6 2.1 1
York 37.8 7/13 9/18 29 4.0 1.3 1
FFR 777-———mmmmmmn 37.0 7/19 10/06 38 8.8 1.3 1
Dare-—-—————weeem 35.3 7/13 9/26 29 5.1 1.1 1

1/Yields adjusted to 13% moisture and 60 pounds per bushel.
2/An explanation of data and ratings is given on page 3 of this report.

G



T:ble 42. Two-year Average Yield, Date of First Bloom and Maturity, Plant and First Pod Height, Lodging
and Shattering of Soybean Varieties when Planted June 20, 1973-74 at Upper Coastal Plain Substation

1st ] Plant .

Variety - Yieldl/  Bloom2/ Maturity2/  ht.2/  Ht. lst pod?/  Lodging2/ Shattering2/
. . Bu/A Dates Dates In. In. Rating Rating
ESSeX————mmmmmmm 37.6 8/04 10/903 28 4.6 1.3 1.0
[P 7 —— 37.4 8/09 10/15 34 6.3 2.3 1.0
S T S — 36.9 R/04 10/06 34 5.4 1.8 1.0
RANSOMm—m m=mmmmm —36.7 8/11 10/18 34 6.5 1.5 1.0
Tracy——-———=—=—m 36.5 8/11 10/13 35 5.4 2.3 1.3
() 5 e ——— 36.0 8/04 10/05 29 4.0 1.4 1.0
Hampton 266A-——-34,7 8/19 10/25 41 7.1 2.5 1.0
M¢Nair 600-————- 34.1 8/11 10/09 37 5.0 1.8 1.0
Coker 136~—~—w--34.0 8/11 10/09 37 7.6 1.5 1.0
Pickett 71------33.9 8/15 10/13 34 4.6 2.6 1.0
Coker 33§~——-=-—33.5 8/16 10/24 42 6.1 2.4 1.0
32 o S— 33.0 8/07 10/06 35 5.4 1.3 1.0
Hutton-—————m——=m 31.6 8/13 10/17 35 7.3 1.6 1.0
5{C]0Y: N ——— b P S 8/14 10/08 35 5.6 1.4 1.0
B2 T 31.2 8/17 10/13 37 4.5 1.9 1.0
Bragg~———=—mm—mmm-— 31.2 8708° . 10/18 40 6.3 1.9 1.0
Lee 68————m—mwmm 30.7 8/14 10/11 33 5.0 2.0 1.0
McNair G00--—--—30.6 8/20 10/14 33 5.9 1.8 1.0
Coker 71-211----30.5 8/16 10/24 41 5.4 2.5 1.0

1/Yields adjusted to 13% moisture and 60 pounds per bushel.
2/An explanation of data and ratings is given on page 3 of this report.

9%
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Table 43. Three-Year Averages for Yield, Date of Maturity, Plant and First Pod
Heights and Lodging of Sovbean Varieties Planted at Two Dates at
Upper Coastal Plain Substation, 1972-74

Variety Yield 1/ Maturity 2/ Plant ht. 2/ Ht. lst pod 2/ Lodging 2/
Bu/A Date In. In. Rating
Average planting date May 12
Forrest- ~——w———m- 37.1 9/27 36 5. 1.6
Hood-=-=~mnmvivnn34 9 9/28 35 5.0 1.6
Pickett 71.~--~--34.8 10/07 32 4,7 2.0
MeNair 600-——---=34.4 9/29 37 5.4 1.2
Ransoms - =wwmw =34 4 10/05 39 6.5 1.2
Davig=-~m—mmnie34 3 2/31 41 5.5 1.6
Hampton 266A-----32,5 10/22 41 6.9 2.1
Lee 66- wmrmmmrean32 04 10/03 35 5.5 1.8
FFR 666-~-—wrwua3],7 9/30 32 4.9 1.3
Bragg~-- ~=mwmenn31,6 10/14 45 9.0 1.3
Dare-——- wmmmomm e 31.6 9/26 34 4.8 1.3
Hutton-------=—- ek § 10/16 38 7.3 1.9
McNair 800------~=31.5 10/10 39 6.2 2.1
» - Average planting date June’l9
Ransom=— ==mumm: mreme 32.9 10/18 35 7.2 1.3
Forrest ——w——mm—- 32,7 10/07 34 5.5 1.7
McNair 600--—--~=31.4 10/09 36 5.4 1.5
Hampton 266A~~-—~ 30.7 10/29 41 6.3 . 2.6
Pickett 71-—ew -~ ~30.6 10/15 35 4,8 2.8
Davig-mmmmemaa =29, 1 10/10 37 5.5 1.6
Dare- =mwmwsmnwas28,9 10/05 33 5.0 1.5
Hutton--~--~wmwn--28,9 10/20 35 7.2 1.8
Lee 68--wmeren=28,7 10/14 33 5.2 2,2
Hoodm=rmmmiemnemn28, 3 10/08 33 5.0 1.5
Bragg.----mmwe===28.0 10/18 40 6.6 1.8
McNair 800-------27.4 10/15 32 5.¢ 1.5

by,

Yields adjusted to 13% moisture and 60 pounds per bushel.

2/

— An explanation of data and ratings is given on pape 3 of this report.
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Table 44. Four- and Five-Year Averages for Yield of Soybean
Varieties Grown at the Upper Coastal Plain Substa-
tionl/ At Two Planting Dates

Sovbean vield by planting date

May 15 May 13 Juna 22 June 20

4-yr. 5-yr. 4=y, 5-yr.

Variety 71-74 70-74 71-74 70-74.
Bu/A Bu/A Bu/A Bu/A
Dare—- 29.9 32.5 31.4 31.4
Pickett 7l-memmmmme 32.2. 31.1 32.6 32.1
Davis 32.2 30.8 33.0 . 32.8
McNair 600-m——acee—a .33.4 30.8 33.5 32.4
Hood-~ 32.3 30.1 31.6 32.0
Huttonem—————e e e - 30.6 29.9 32.7 32.1
Braggem———mm————————— 30.4 29.8 30.8 30.0
Hampton 266A~~———em- 30.8 29.1° 34.4 33.3
Lee 68 31.0 28.8 31.2 30.6
McNair 800—wwmmamnn 29.6 28-5 29.7 29.7
Rans ol = == e e 33.0 —— 35.3 ———

1/ Yield adjusted to 13% moisture and 60 pounds oer bushel.



Table 45. Yield, Date of First Bloom and Maturity Plant and First Pod Height, Lodging, and Shattering of
Soybean Varieties when Planted May 13, 1974 at Wiregrass Substation

1st Plant

Variety vielal/ Bloom2/ Maturity2/ ht.2/ Ht. lst pod2/ Lodging2/ Shattering2/
Bu/A Dates Dates In. In. Rating Rating
Davig—=——m——————— 46.9 a 7/15 10/05 38 3.3 2.4 1
MeNair800-——emm—— 44,1 ab 10/11 34 3.8 1.8 1
Tracy————-=—==m—m= 43.8 ab 7/19 10/05 29 1.8 1.9 1
Dare 43.3 ab 7/10 9/16 27 3.5 1.0 1
Coker 338-——=——- —42.6 be 7/12 10/18 34 3.3 2.3 1
MeNair 600-——mmw—— 42.2 be 7/12 10/0¢9 23 1.8 1.0 1
Essex—-mmm——————— 42.1 be 7/10 9/16 21 2.3 1.0 1
RanNSOmm-mmsmmm = 41.9 be 7/13 10/14 27 3.0 1.0 1
Forrest————=—=wmum- 41.9 be 7/190 9/16 28 3.0 1.3 1
Tutton—————— e 41.4 be 7/15 ' 10/17 37 4.5 2.3 1
Coker 71-211---—-40.9 ©be 7/17 10/17 36 3.8 3.3 1
Pickett 71---—-—40.6 bed 7/14 10/08 24 2.3 1.0 1
Hampton 266A~———— 40.1 bede 7/17 10/17 36 - 5.0 3.0 1
Lee 74--—wwew=a==39.8 becde 7/15 10/09 23 1.3 1.0 1
Coker 136~-------39,7 bede 7/12 9/13 34 5.5 1.4 1
Bragg~—~——wm——m——e 38.7 - cde 7/13 16/13 32 3.0 1.4 1
D 63-4636--———— 38.4  cde 7/12 ¢/20 26 1.3 1.1 1
Lee 68~————wimmee 36.4 de 7/15 10/12 17 1.3 1.0 1
Cobb-mmmm e 36.1 e 7/18 10/21 41 2.0 3.3 1
W e e men 32.0 f 10/17 41 4.3 3.8 1

6%

C.V.%Z 6.9

1/Yield adjusted to 13% moisture and 60 pounds per bushel. Yields with a common letter are not different
(P = .05)

2/An explanation of data and ratings is given on pagev3 of this report.



Table 46. Soybean Seed Quality and Size by Variety When Grown at

Wiregrass Substation, and Planted May 13, 1974

Seed* Purple®* Seed
Variety quality stain size

Rating Rating g/100 seed
Dare-~ - 3 2 17.7
Essex—————m ——— 3 2 19.3
Forest - 3 2 16.1
Coker 136 . 2 2 15.8
K 64-4636~———- 1 2 17.6
Pickett 71-—==- 1 1 15.8
Davis—- 1 2 18.4
Lee 68-~——mm e 1 1 17.5
Lee 74m—m—ommee 1 2 16.7
Ransom~—--- — ———men 1 1 17.7
McNair 600--- — 1 2 15.6
Tracy~————- —— - 2 2 19.1
Bragg—- 1 1 15.4
McNair 800-——— e e e 1 2 13.5
Hamptom 266A--- - — 1 1 17.4
Coker 338=——- 1 1 18.1
Hutton—-—-- e — 1 1 20.2
Coker 71-211-wvuwm 1 1 16.6
Cobb 1 1 15.8
| Y . 1 1 13.9

* Seed quality is rated from 1 to 5 according teo the following scale:
l=very good; 2=good:; 3=fair; 4=poor; 5=very poor.

**Purple stain ratings are given to seed samples on a scale of 1 to 5

as follows:

U=

., No purple staining

1-3% purple staining
4--87% purple staining
9~19% purple staining
over 207 purple staining



Table 47. Two Year Averages for Yield, Date of First Bloom, Date of Maturity, Plant and First Pod Height,
and Lodging of Soybean Varieties Planted May 14 at Wiregrass Substation

st Plant

Variety Yieldl/ Bloom2/ Maturitygf ht.2/ Ht. 1st deg/ Lodgingg/
Bu/A Dates Dates In. In. Rating
McNair 800-——-——- 36.0 A 10/13 27 4.0 1.4
Dare———wm—m————— 33.3 7/09 9/20 22 3.1 - 1.0
Coker 71-211----33,2 7/18 11/01 30 4.3 2.1
Davis——————m——em 33.0 7/12 10/04 29 3.8 1.7
Bragg-—————————- 33.0 7/12 10/29 28 4,1 1.2
Essex~——————=~~—== 32.8 7/08 9/20 i8 2.5 1.0
Button--—===—=— 32.8 7/16 11/01 30 5.0 1.6
McNair 600---—-- 32.4 7/12 10/11 23 2.9 1.0
Hamtpon 266A----32.0 7/18 10/28 29 4.6 2.0
Ransome— e mmm——— 31.3 7/12 10/23 23 3.5 1.0
Forrest———m—————m 30.2 7/08 9/20 22 2.9 1.1
Coker 338-———-=—- 30.2 7/i4 11/01 27 3.9 1.6
Lee 7b4--m—m—ee—- 29.6 7/13 10/16 21 2.1 1.0
D64~4636———~~--—--29,2 7/098 9/22 21 2.0 1.1
Lee 68-————m—mev 28.6 7/13 10/14 17 - 2.6 1.0

}/Yields adjusted to 137 moisture and 60 pounds per bushel.
~/An explanation of data and ratings is given on page 3 of this report.
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