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Abstract ; In orde to explore the potential excellent agronomic characteristics and enrich the vegetable soybean
germplasm of Shanghai soybean landraces, the major agronomic characteristics of nine soybean landraces collected
from Shanghai Chongming islands were evaluated. The results showed that there were significant differences among
these landraces. Based on the photoperiod reaction, they could be classified into spring and summer ecotypes. Li-
uyueba , Zaolvpi, Guliging ,and Wudaqing were spring ecotype, and the others were summer ecotype. Based on the
seed quality , Zaolvpi, Wudaqing, and Huangniutabian could be excellent germplasm for vegetable soybean breeding.
These landraces had large green pods with over 1.5 em in width and over 6.0 ¢m in length,and large seeds with
100-seed weight greater than 40g. In addition, their green grains were slightly sweet taste, good flavor and aroma,
and their pubescence on the pod was sparse and gray. The landrace Guliqing had green and big cotyledons which

could be used for green soybean sprouts production. The protein content in each landrace was over 42% , among
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which , Liuyueba and Xibayuebai had the highest protein content( over 45% ) which could be claasified as high-pro-

tein germplasm. However, all these nine landraces did not have good resistances to soybean mosaic virus and soy-

bean rust which required further improvement through plant breeding.
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Table 1 The major biologic characteristics of nine landrace
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Table 2 The main botany performance of nine landrace
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Table 3 The marketable properties of fresh pod for nine landrace
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Table 4 The major characteristics of ripen-seed for nine landrace
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Landrace Shell colour Hilum colour  Seed shape 100-seed weight Crude fat content Crude protein content
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Table 5 The evaluation of nine landraces for resistance to soybean mosaic virus and soybean rust
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