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Fig. 1. Growing of soybean in a greenhouse

Table 1. Physicochemical properties of the soils used
in the experiment

Soil pH |{OM.| CEC |Ex.Ca ExK .

@) | %) |(cmolkg)| (cmolkg) | T FMC

Gugili | 7.0 | 7.0 | 225 | 182 | 1.8 |Silt Loam

Sangrari| 55 | 47 | 164 | 86| 12 | Loam

OM : Organic matter, CEC : Cation exchange capacity
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Fig. 2. Collecting of the soil samples
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Table 2. TF, values of "I for soybean

Transfer factor of ' for soybean
(TF,, m /kg-dry)

Seeds (dry) |Shells (dry)|Stems (dry)|[Leaves (dry)

Soil

Gugilri [34x10° + L1x10°R.0x10*  5.4x10°2.2¢10° + 6.1x10"34x10° £ 7.5¢10"

Sangrari |13<10* + 32x10°{L4x10° £ 3.1x10°/99x10° & 45x10°

AM=SD [83x10° + 69x10%7.9x10°" + 8.3<10%}6.0x10° + 5.5x10°

IGM/GSD)| 67x10° /259 | 53x10* /386 | 46x10° /295

AM: Arithmetic mean, SD: Standard deviation,
GM: Geometric mean, GSD: Geometric standard deviation
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Fig. 3. Underground distribution of 20 activity after
plant harvest
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