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Abstract: The growth of continuous cropping soybean and control measurements in sandy loam were studied in this experi-
ment. Compared with normal planting, the plant height, plant dry weight and yield of continuous cropping soybean reduced
1.86% ,56.54% and 20.99% ,respectively. Both microelement fertilizer treatment( MFT ) and using superior mutant soybean
(USMS) could alleviate continuous cropping barriers. The plant dry weight and yield of MFT increased by 108.96% and
114.76% ;the plant height,plant dry weight and yield of USMS increased by 7. 80% ,47.67% and 67.53% , respectively,
compared with common continuous cropping soybean.
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