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Figl. Diagram showing different node positions of soybean plant.
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percentage of soybean leaves at ten node positions

during reproductive growth period.
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Fig3. Changes of soluble protein content in the soybean
leaves at ten node positions during reproductive

growth period.
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Fig4. Changes of chlorophyll content of soybean depodded

leaves (2WAF) at different parts during growth

period.
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leaves (4WAF) at different parts during growth

period.
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