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Table 1. Physical and chemical properties of soil in experimental site

Sos o o Che S O5aa ol B A e B ey
S sl ghl JE (©) S eglas (Clay)  (Sand)  (Silt)  (Total N) (P) (K)
Soil texture pH (%) @S.m™h (%) (%) (%) mgkg! mgkg! mgkg
Silt —clay (_zhw o)) 6.08 1 0.41 49 12 39 0.089 28 193

(\V*\)\i}w M)cjjbdjbjj &UJT&‘f‘&#@@‘}AQbW\—* J_gub-

Table 2- Meteorological information at the experimental site during the growth period of soybean (2012)

by il bos Sl S Ol jee f gazes 138 i Cashy Pl I5m (o Lasb, ST
Date Aol Min. Temperature ( C) Max. Temperature ( C) Total rainfall (mm) Min. RH (%) Max. RH (%)
May Cingms ) 13 23.6 75.1 54.3 91.1
Jun sls = 18.1 28.3 34.2 52.4 88.3
Jul % 20.3 30.2 21.2 553 38.4
Aug sls 20.4 28.2 18.1 70.3 96
Sep Jpr 20.2 28.8 0 68 96
Oct 4 16.6 26.6 102.2 65.2 98.6
Nov oLt 12.9 214 21 70.5 98.2
Average ke 17.3 26.7 44.8 62.2 93.8
SlsT glasles )3 eslinal 3550 (SES s O e 5o 5 Y gl
Table 3. Formulation of stimulators used in the experimental treatments
Formulation & sw¥ e 3 LS 5
Gy J el Aoy /¥ JT 055,25 5 Aoy tIA Gloysl 055 5 cdeoy3 1/ £ 055 2 ¥ ST ol e 2d 5o (,fdpwm 15T 4T (gladnl
Aminol forte  Free Amino acids (3750 mg.I""), Organic material (2%), Total N (1.1%), Urea N (0.8%) and Organic N (0.3%)
335 doys ® rdgj Aoy /¥ JT 05555 0o y3 V1) (SO a5 055 5 ooy VP (SpaT 055 5 oy ¥ JT sl g ¢ 2l 53 0 8 e VO 15T el (glatond
Kadostim Free Amino acids (3750 mg.I""), Organic material (2 %), Total N (5%), Ammonia N (1.6 %), Nitric N (3.1 %), Organic N (0.3 %) and K (6 %)
6358 CIBVY o2 5m 5 (4 p3 VIOV 0ndS (33 Y70 V) (orisley (e 3 +/90) i (43 YN 055 1
Cow manure N (2.14 %), P (0.65 %), K (3.01 %), Ca (2.57 %) and Mg ( 0.67 %)
o graS (p 5 5hS 55 0 8 hn 0/F) o 5unslS 5 (p kS 55 0 8 on AN o (oo y3 YIF) (S (oo 33 4 /9Y) ks (o3 /8Y) i (a3 V/F0) O35 55
Compost N (1.40 %), P (0.61 %), K (0.62 %), C (27.3 %), Pb (85.1 mg.kg'l) and Ka (5.4 mg.kg'l)
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Table 4. Mean comparison of soybean traits in spray application treatments

6ls o 03y als s Sles REEIes NZE #303 Shes B350 Nas Sl Sl e EXCPRw Sl el S5 el
S gl sl s Gy 55 OO sl e 5 4l sl 100-grain weight Grain yield protein content Oil content Oil yield Protein yield Palmitic acid Stearic acid Oleic acid Linoleic acid Linolenic acid
Treatments Pod.plant” Seed. pod” (2) (kgha™) (%) (%) kgha™ (kgha™) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
(Aals) 342¢ 100.6 d 12.98d 1020.7 f 34.1a 23.0a 2345 f 2144¢ 9.44 cd 3.60c 18.85¢ 44.0d 6.44 cd
Control
sebliae OT 71.0 be 183.0 ab 16.26 ab 2452.0c¢ 30.4b 232a 570.5 be 749.5¢ 10.12b 452a 21.14 ¢ 45.64 be 10.61 a
Magnetic Water
(338 74.4b 193.0 ab 16.78 ab 3024.7b 31.7 ab 21.0b 634.0b 971.0b 10.98 a 4.04b 23.14b 46.74 b 7.30 ¢
Kadostim
S5 gl 60.4 cd 175.0b 15.62 be 2016.1d 23.4c¢ 20.0 be 4043 ¢ 475d 9.95 be 3.17d 21.62¢ 45 cd 6.83 cd
Aminol forte
s 60.6 cd 178.0 b 15.87 be 24148 ¢ 23.7¢ 20.5b 499.2d 580.5d 11.22a 3.51c¢ 21.72¢ 45.88 be 7.11 cd
Organic manure
G gS” 68.1 be 193.0 ab 16.95 ab 2646.1 ¢ 29.1b 21.0b 556.0 cd 7743 ¢ 10.07 b 3.52¢ 2135¢ 45.93 be 7.21 cd
Compost
AT S 86.5a 199.0 a 17.87 a 35043 a 34.1a 238a 839.0a 1204.2 a 11.18 a 4.08b 2434 a 49.63 a 9.14b
Nano -Fe chelate
ST ET Y 52.8d 141.0 ¢ 14.5 cd 14129 ¢ 22.1c¢ 19.0 ¢ 2684 f 313.0e 9.06d 357c¢ 20.02d 44.48 cd 6.37d
Nitrogen fertilizer
Cbls p Calien (a0l ) 55 b LS Slivo Sk dlin —0 J g
Table 5. Mean comparison of soybean plant characteristics at different times of harvest
PR als s Sas s Ol oy Ol s Sas oS Ses Saally ol &Sl Al S gl S gl S el
Sl gla Ol $ 355 OV sl OO 3 il sl 100-grain weight ~ Grainyield  protein content  Oil content Oil yield Proteinyield  Palmiticacid  Stearicacid  Oleicacid  Linoleicacid  Linolenic acid
Time of harvest Pod.plant’ Seed. pod” (8 (kgha) (%) (%) (kgha) kgha') (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
1 61.0b 161.0b 15.6b 2197.1b 25.8b 21.0b 466.0b 597.0b 10.2b 3.67b 21.02b 45.40b 7.73a
2 68.0a 186.0a 16.6a 2547.7a 29.2a 22.2a 573.7a 791.0a 10.5a 3.89a 22.73a 46.63a 7.93a
3 60.0b 163.0b 15.3b 2189.4b 25.8b 21.1b 464.0b 593.0b 10.0b 3.69b 20.82b 45.71b 7.22b
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Means in each column followed by similar letter(s) are not significantly different at the five percent probability level using Tukey's Test

AR


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1393.16.2.4.1
https://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-38-en.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal.ir on 2026-01-31 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1393.16.2.4.1 ]

VFRY Bl Y oo o 5l b "0 0 6155 g sle s

Lo 28 Slio il Ol 5 (Bl shoms slse plite 31 80l s lie —# st

Table 6. Mean comparison of interaction effect of spraying application and harvest times of soybean plant

characteristics
als s Slae o Ul 533 Shas S5 3 Sas &S gl
b gl lajles sl ol Grain yield Oil content Oil yield Protein yield Oleic acid
Treatments Harvest time (kg.ha™) (%) (kg.ha™") (kg.ha™") (%)
a5 1 1045.0k 21.80 bede 227.81 217.3 mn 18.83 ij
n 2 1001.0 k 24.03ab 240.51 218.8 mn 19.20 hij
Control :
3 1016.0 k 23.20 abe 23551 2073 n 18.53
T 1 2230.0 defgh 21.70 bede 481.8 efghi 615.8 ghijk 20.27 efghi
“ﬁb_ = 2 2791.0 bede 24.60 a 686.7 bed 949.3 bede 23.20 be
Magnetic Water B B
3 2335.0 defg 23.33 abc 543.0 defgh 683.6 fghij 19.97 fghij
< 1 2899.0 bed 21.13 cdefg 612.5 bede 905.3 cdef 22.33 bede
(= . 2 3280.0 b 21.50 cdef 704.4 be 1159.0 b 2453 b
Kadostim
3 2895.0 bed 20.50 defg 593.8 cdef 848.7 cdefg 22.57 bed
gt 1 2050.0 fghi 20.37 efg 417.1 hijk 454.6 jklmn 21.13 cdefgh
”_f - 2 2205.0 defgh 20.20 efg 444.8 ghi 565.2 hijkl 22.23 cdef
Aminol forte .. ..
3 1793.0 ghij 19.60 efg 351.2 ijkl 405.0 klmn 21.50 cdefg
| 1 2144.0 efghi 20.03 efg 428.1 ghij 460.3 jklm 21.70 cdefg
< >25 2 2820.0 bede 21.63 bedef 611.0 bede 749.0 efghi 22.37 bede
Organic manure . .. .
3 2281.0 defgh 20.0 efg 458.5f ghi 532.3 ijkl 21.10 cdefghi
] 1 2702.0 bedef 21.13 cdefg 570.8 cdefg 783.9 defgh 21.30 cdefgh
Cw,,;ft 2 2768.0 bedef 22.03 bede 609.5 bede 841.1 cdefg 22.67 bed
ompos
po 3 2468.0 cdefg 19.80 efg 487.5 efghi 698.1 fghij 20.10 efghij
TS St 1 3291.0b 23.0 abed 756.7b 1078.0 bc 23.0 be
o 2 4062.0 a 2497 a 1014.0a 1503.0a 27.10 a
Nano -Fe chelate
3 3160.0 be 23.60 abc 7543 b 1031.0 bed 22.93 be
L 1 1217.0 jk 1897¢g 231.51 260.8 mn 19.60 ghij
, SIEPeY 3;. ' 2 1454.0 ijk 19.13 fg 278.4kl 342.5 Imn 20.60 defghij
Nitrogen fertilizer B . =
3 1567.0 hijk 18.87 g 295.5 jkl 335.4 Imn 19.87 ghij
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Means in each column followed by similar letter(s) are not significantly different at the five percent probability level using

Tukey's Test
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Effect of spray application of nano-Fe chelate, amino acid compounds and
magnetic water on protein content and fatty acids composition of oil of soybean

(Glycine max) in different harvest time
Tousi, P'., M. Tajbakhsh’ and M. Esfahani’

ABSTRACT

Tousi, P., M. Tajbakhsh and M. Esfahani. 2014. Effect of spray application of Nano-Fe chelate, amino acid compounds and
magnetic water on protein content and fatty acids composition of oil of soybean (Glycine max) in different harvest time.

Iranian Journal of Crop Sciences. 16(2): 125-136. (In Persian).

To evaluate the effect of chemical and organic growth stimulus as well as harvest time on quality
characteristics of soybean cultivar Williams, a factorial experiment was conducted as factorial arrangement in
complete randomized block design with 24 treatments and three replications in Rice Research Institute of Iran,
Rasht, Iran, in 2012. The first factor included 1. nano-Fe chelate (2¢), 2. Kadostim (5¢9), 3. Aminol forte
(20.00), 4. magnetic water (20 1.m?), 5. municipal solid waste compost (10 ton.ha”, was added to the water with
the ratio of 0.1), 6. farmyard manure (10 ton.ha™, was added to the water with the ratio of 0.1), and 7. nitrogen
fertilizer (50,9 of urea) plus a control treatment and the second factor was three harvest time including 1. when
the main stem seed pods had 20-25% moisture, 2. when the main stem seed pods had 14-15% moisture
(yellowing of more than 95% of pods), 3. when the main stem seed pods had 10-12% moisture (pods complete
maturity). The interaction effect between treatments showed that spray application of nano-Fe chelate at the
second harvest produced the highest oleic acid (27.1%), grain and protein yield (4062 and 1503 kg.ha’l,
respectively) and oil yield (1014 kg.ha™"). The magnetic water produced the highest linoleic acid and stearic acid
(10.61 and 4.52 %, respectively). It can be concluded that spray application of nano-Fe chelate and the second

harvest increased the quantity and quality of soybean production.

Key words: Aminol forte, Farmyard Manure, Compost, Oleic acid of Soybean.
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