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Pre-sowing seed treatment of soybean seeds as approach to increase crop yield 

Soybean holds a leading position in the world ranking of the agricultural crops. The cultivated areas for this 

crop have been expanding in all countries of the global leaders in its production. In Kazakhstan, in recent 

years the cultivated areas have decreased from 139.5 thousand hectares in 2019 to 113.3 thousand hectares in 

2021. This is due to the difficulty to grow the early-season varieties in the northern region of the Republic. 

The average crop yield of soybean by region ranges from 3.0 c/ha in the north to 24.8 c/ha in southeastern 

Kazakhstan. The crop yield of the developed and approved for production varieties can be increased by the 

additional agronomic techniques, including the pre-sowing seed treatment with the biologically active sub-

stances. This paper demonstrates the results of the effect of soybean seed treatment for different groups of 

maturity with the nitrogen-fixing inoculant HiStick and micronutrients of Co and Mo. Profitability of the 

conducted treatments was calculated. The pre-sowing treatment with salts of molybdenum and cobalt is prof-

itable to use for early-season variety Ivushka and full-season variety Lastochka. For the early ripening variety 

Birlik KV, the highest profitability was observed for the combined seed treatment with nitrogen-fixing inocu-

lant HiStick and salts of Mo and Co. In Zhansaya soybean variety, the application of the additional treatments 

decreases the profitability of production. 

Keywords: soybean, variety, nitrogen fixation, micronutrients, crop yield, profitability. 

 

Introduction 

Significance of soybean in the global food system is indisputable. The unique qualitative seed composi-

tion, a wide range of product applications and green manure crop are priority for the agro-industrial complex 

of any country [1, 2]. The cultivated areas in the Republic of Kazakhstan tend to spread the area for this crop. 

In 2021, about 113.3 thousand hectares were for the crop [3]. The main soybean are in the Republic is its 

southeastern region — the Almaty region. This region is an irrigated area. About 15 thousand hectares are 

occupied by soybean in the north and east of Kazakhstan in Kostanay and East Kazakhstan regions. These 

regions are cultivated without irrigation. The high soybean crop yield of 30-35 c/ha in the south-east of Ka-

zakhstan is resulted by the favorable climatic conditions, many warm days, cultivation of the mid-season 

with middle-late varieties, a growing season of 120-140 days and irrigation. In the northern and eastern re-

gions, the crop yield of varieties is low and less than 10-15 c/ha. This is due to less positive temperatures, 

cultivation of the early-ripening varieties, and lack of irrigation. 

The highest soybean crop yields with high quality factors depend on the regular, balanced plant nutri-

tion by the macro- and micronutrients. This is due to the fact that intensification of the agriculture increases 

in removal of all nutrients including micronutrients [4]. 

Micronutrients improve nitrogen fixation. Thus, the molecular nitrogen fixation in legume nodules de-

pends on a complex of micronutrients in various enzymes [5]. Therefore, it is important to study the effect of 

the certain micronutrients on the symbiotic fixation of the molecular nitrogen by soybean. Their nutrition 

will be improved due to the atmospheric nitrogen. As a result, the biological cycle will include the additional 

nitrogen inaccessible to other crops. 

Some experiments in our country and abroad have proved that the biological nitrogen significantly en-

hances soybean crop yield and a protein in seeds without reducing an oil content, i.e. it is very important  

[6–8]. In the grain legume group, soybean and white lupine have the highest nitrogen-fixing activity [9]. 

In order to cultivate soybean an obligatory and important approach is an application of the bacterial fer-

tilizer (rhizotorfin) containing an active strain of the nodulating nitrogen-fixing bacteria [10, 11]. 

The seed treatment by nitrogen-fixing inoculants, foliar nutrition with preparations containing biologi-

cally active substances [12, 13], stimulants and regulators of growth [14-16], various types of the microbio-
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logical fertilizers [17-21] are becoming very popular. Studies demonstrate the positive effects from these 

types of stimulants. 

Cobalt and molybdenum are the most important of all micronutrients in the nitrogen fixation pro-

cess [22-25]. Cobalt elevates the leghemoglobin content in nodules. Its content determines intensity of their 

respiration. The nitrogen fixation process is active with cobalt. Molybdenum is a component of about 20 en-

zymes. It is actively involved in protein and phosphorus metabolism. It affects intensity of respiration and 

chlorophyll synthesis. Choice of method and practicability of molybdenum application in soybean cultivation 

should be very carefully, i.e. the pre-sowing treatment can reduce soybean crop yield during the high content 

of this micronutrient in seeds. The simplest method of providing soybean with this element is the pre-sowing 

seed treatment. Thus, it is possible to increase nitrogen fixation and to achieve 10-15 % of the crop yield in-

crease [22]. 

Not all soybean varieties are well adoptive to the pre-sowing treatment with cobalt and molybdenum, 

i.e. it may be related to their growing season [26]. However, it has been stated that the pre-sowing treatment 

with micronutrients has an impact on the complex of production characters [27]. 

Purpose of the study is to determine the possibility of yield increase of the domestic soybean varieties 

using cobalt and molybdenum salts in combination with a nitrogen-fixing inoculant. 

Experimental 

The studies were conducted in 2020-2021 in the experimental field sites of laboratory of oilseeds at 

LLP “Kazakh Research Institute of Agriculture and Plant Growing”, in the Almaty region. 

Four soybean varieties of different groups of maturity were studied for the pre-sowing seed treatment: 

Lastochka (III), Zhansaya (II), Birlik KV (0) and Ivushka (00). 

The day before the sowing, the soybean seeds were treated with ammonium molybdate 4 % w/v aque-

ous solution (40 g per 100 kg of seeds) and cobalt (II) sulfate heptahydrate (4 g per 100 kg of seeds). On the 

day of the sowing, seeds were inoculated with HiStick containing nitrogen-fixing bacteria (400 g per 100 kg 

of seeds). The experiment was according to the scheme: the control — without treatment; the first 

experience — seed treatment with HiStick; the second experience — seed treatment with Mo + Co; and the 

third experience — seed treatment with HiStick + Mo + Co. 

The sowing was done in the third decade of April. The registration plot was 25 m2. The seeding rate 

was 500 thousand pcs/ha. The row spacing was 30 cm. The depth of seed placement was 4 cm. 

The randomized seeding was replicated four times. The agrotechnological actions were made with the 

standard methods and recommendations for the research area [28]. Establishment of experiments, harvesting 

and crop accounting was performed with the method of field study of Dospekhov B.A. [29]. The structural 

analysis was performed under the VIR procedure [30]. The vegetative irrigation was done three times in the 

development phases (flowering, full pod, full seed) on June 15-20, July 10-15 and August 10-15 with an irri-

gation rate of 1200 m3/ha. 

The statistical processing was performed in the open-source R (https://cran.r-project.org/) software and 

in the Windows Excel program. 

The weather conditions in 2020 were comparable to the mean annual values. However, decrease in 

moisture availability in May, June and July was observed. Conditions in 2021 differed significantly from the 

mean annual indicators, i.e. they were arid. In 2021 the temperature was 1.2-2.9 0C higher than the average 

annual indicators. July was the hottest month, with a deviation of 2.9 0C from the average annual indicators. 

Maximum day temperatures of 20 days of this month were in the range of 35-39 0C. The amount of precipita-

tion during the growing season in 2021 was 1.5 times lower than the average annual indicators. The decrease 

in precipitation was observed in all spring and summer months (Fig. 1).  Buk
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Figure 1. Distribution of temperature (a) and precipitation (b) in experimental area for 2020 and 2021 

Results 

The phenological observations demonstrated some variations from year to year within one variety. 

However, different types of treatments did not impact on the individual development phases. All varieties in 

the control and with treatments ripened within their group of maturity. The growing season of varieties of 

Ivushka was 95-97 days, Birlik KV — 107-110 days, Zhansaya — 127-130 days and Lastochka — 139-

145 days. 

The soybean crop yield of varieties has a positive correlation with the group of maturity (r = 0.87). It is 

interesting to state that weather conditions had an ambiguous effect on the crop yield of varieties of groups 

of maturity. During the driest year the crop yields of soybean varieties of Birlik KV and Zhansaya were de-

creased. The late-ripening variety Lastochka had higher crop yield compared to 2020 (Fig. 2). 

 

 

Figure 2. Soybean crop yield of varieties of the four groups of maturity during the study years, c/ha 

The pre-sowing seed treatment showed varietal specificity for the types of treatment. Thus, the average 

crop yield of the early ripening of variety Ivushka was the lowest. The crop yield depending on treatment 

was in the range from 15.5±1.0 c/ha to 16.9±0.5 c/ha. This variety had the smallest range of variability in 

crop yield as compared to the full-season varieties. The second highest crop yield was middle-early variety 

Birlik KV with values from 28.8±3.8 c/ha to 31.7±3.4 c/ha. Soybean varieties of maturity groups of II and III 

were the most yielding. The crop yield of variety Zhansaya during the study years averaged 50.0±9.3 c/ha — 

51.8±12.8 c/ha. The crop yield of the most late-ripening variety Lastochka was 48.5±1.6 c/ha — 

54.8±5.1 c/ha. The crop yield of ultra-ripening variety Ivushka and late-ripening variety Lastochka most im-

pacted by the pre-sowing treatment with micronutrients of Mo and Co without nitrogen-fixing inoculant. The 

crop yield increase compared to the control for these varieties was 1.4 and 6.3 c/ha, respectively. 

The crop yield of early-ripening variety Birlik KV and mid-season variety Zhansaya significantly in-

creased by 2.3 c/ha and 1.8 c/ha with a combined treatment of seeds with nitrogen-fixing inoculant HiStick 

and micronutrients of Mo and Co (Table 1). 
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T a b l e  1  

Soybean crop yield of four groups of maturity with various types of the pre-sowing seed treatment, c/ha 

Types of treatments 2020 2021 Average Deviations from the 

control 

Ivushka (00) 

The control  16,5±2,5 14,5±2,9 15,5±1,0 0,0 

HiStik 14,6±1,7 15,0±1,0 14,8±0,2 -0,7 

Mo, Co 16,3±4,4 17,4±5,9 16,9±0,5 1,4 

HiStik+ Mo, Co 16,7±3,1 16,7±0,4 16,7±0,0 1,2 

HCP  1,77 1,25   

Birlik KV (0) 

The control  34,1±3,3 24,6±7,7 29,4±4,8 0,0 

HiStik 32,5±3,5 25,0±7,1 28,8±3,8 -0,6 

Mo, Co 30,0±4,8 27,7±1,7 28,8±1,2 -0,6 

Histik+ Mo, Co 35,1±4,2 28,3±6,1 31,7±3,4 2,3 

HCP  2,12 1,88   

Zhansaya (II) 

The control  59,2±9,2 40,7±4,4 50,0 ±9,3 0,0 

HiStik 61,4±9,6 40,6±2,9 51,0±10,4 1,0 

Mo, Co 58,9±5,2 35,3±8,5 47,1±11,8 -2,9 

HiStik + Mo, Co 64,6±7,1 39,0±4,0 51,8±12,8 1,8 

HCP 1,55 2,14   

Lastochka (III) 

The control  46,9±4,2 50,0±4,2 48,5±1,6 0,0 

HiStik 46,4±2,7 56,9±6,3 51,7±5,3 3,2 

Mo, Co 49,7±6,9 56,9±6,3 54,8±5,1 6,3 

HiStik + Mo, Co 49,9±1,9 56,9±2,1 53,4±3,5 4,9 

HCP 1,99 1,85   

 
Production costs of the test sowing consist of the seed cost, salary fund of mechanics, irrigators, agron-

omist, including all taxes, the cost of fuel and lubricants, fertilizers, amortization, overhead costs, cost of ir-

rigation water, storage, cleaning and storage of seeds. 

For the additional types of treatments, production costs increase from the cost of nitrogen-fixing inocu-

lant and micronutrients, and expenditures of the seed treatment. Minimum increase in production costs in-

volves the using of micro-fertilizers and it is 1.63 US dollars. Application of nitrogen fixing inoculant in-

creases production costs by 22.88 US dollars per hectare. Application of the HiStik + Mo, Co complex mag-

nifies the costs by 24.51 US dollars. 

Calculation of the economic efficiency proves the high profitability of soybean production. Thus, the 

early ripening and low-yielding variety Ivushka has profitability of 39.3-64.8 %. The full-season and high-

yielding variety Lastochka had profitability of 374.3 — 434.4 % depending on treatment. 

Soybean seed treatment of the ultra-ripening variety Ivushka with nitrogen-fixing inoculant HiStik for 

two study years showed the low efficiency. In the first year with this type of treatment, the crop yield of 

Ivushka variety was lower than in the control. In the second year it did not significantly exceed in the con-

trol. Thus, this type of treatment was the least profitable (39.3 %). The using of the pure salts of molyb-

denum and cobalt were the most profitable (64.8 %) for this variety. 

Application of the Histik + Mo, Co complex was the most cost-effective for early-ripening variety 

Birlik KV in production. Profitability of this production was 197.5 %. 

The highest profitability for the mid-season soybean variety Zhansaya was observed in the control. 

However, the using of nitrogen-fixing inoculant HiStik in combination with Mo and Co in the pre-sowing 

seed treatment resulted in a yield increase of 1.8 c/ha. The additional costs for these inoculants reduced the 

overall profitability from 388.9 to 386.2 % (Table 2). 

The good results were obtained for the late-ripening variety Lastochka. Its profitability was higher than 

in the control during any type of treatment. The seed treatment with micronutrients of molybdenum and co-

balt had the highest profitability. Profitability of this type of treatment in variety Lastochka was 434.4 %, and 

374.3 % in the control. 
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T a b l e  2  

Calculation of the economic efficiency 

Types of treatment 

Production costs 

per hectare, US 

dollars 

Crop yield, 

c/ha 

Price of 1 ton 

of commercial 

seeds, US dol-

lars 

Cost of gross 

production from 

1 ha, US dollars

Conditional 

net income 

from 1 ha, US 

dollars 

Profitability, 

% 

Ivushka 

The control  584,96 15,50 572,00 886,60 301,64 51,6 

HiStik  607,84 14,80 572,00 846,56 238,72 39,3 

Mo, Co 586,59 16,90 572,00 966,68 380,09 64,8 

HiStik + Mo, Co 609,47 16,70 572,00 955,24 345,77 56,7 

Birlik KV 

The control  584,96 29,40 572,00 1681,68 1096,72 187,5 

HiStik  607,84 28,80 572,00 1647,36 1039,52 171,0 

Mo, Co 586,59 28,80 572,00 1647,36 1060,77 180,8 

HiStik + Mo, Co 609,47 31,70 572,00 1813,24 1203,77 197,5 

Zhansaya 

The control  584,96 50,00 572,00 2860,00 2275,04 388,9 

HiStik 607,84 51,00 572,00 2917,20 2309,36 379,9 

Mo, Co 586,59 47,10 572,00 2694,12 2107,53 359,3 

HiStik + Mo, Co 609,47 51,80 572,00 2962,96 2353,49 386,2 

Lastochka 

The control  584,96 48,50 572,00 2774,20 2189,24 374,3 

HiStik  607,84 51,70 572,00 2957,24 2349,40 386,5 

Mo, Co 586,59 54,80 572,00 3134,56 2547,97 434,4 

HiStik + Mo, Co 609,47 53,40 572,00 3054,48 2445,01 401,2 

Conclusions 

1. The soybean production is highly profitable. 

2. The increase in profitability of production from ultra-ripening to late-ripening varieties was ob-

served. 

3. The pre-sowing seed treatment determined the varietal response to application of stimulants. 

4. It was the most cost-effective to use the pre-sowing treatment with salts of molybdenum and cobalt 

for varieties of Ivushka and Lastochka. The highest profitability was observed in the combined seed treat-

ment with nitrogen-fixing inoculant HiStick and salts of Mo, Co for the variety Birlik KV. Application of the 

additional treatments reduced the profitability of production in Zhansaya soybean variety. 
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YC72CY1%2. 

 

 

References 

1 Ibragimov, A.D. (2018). Soia — unikalnaia belkovo-maslichnaia kultura [Soybean is unique protein-oil-bearing crop]. 

Innovatsionnye dostizheniia v strategii razvitiia agropromyshlennogo kompleksa Rossii: materialy Vserossiiskoi nauchno-

prakticheskoi konferentsii — Innovative approach in development strategy of agroindustrial complex of Russia: materials of the All-

Russian scientific-practical conference. Makhachkala, 40–44 [in Russian]. 

2 Malashonok, A.A. (2020). Strategiia razvitiia soevogo subkompleksa agropromyshlennogo kompleksa [Development strate-

gy of soybean subcomplex of agroindustrial complex]. Candidate`s thesis. Moscow [in Russian]. 

3 Statisticheskie dannye po Respublike Kazakhstan [Statistic Data on the Republic of Kazakhstan]. Retrieved from 

https://stat.gov.kz/official/industry/14/statistic/5 [in Russian]. 

4 Udobreniia. Klassifikatsiia [Fertilizer. Classification]. Retrieved from https://studfile.net/preview/5050216/page:16/ [in Rus-

sian]. 

Buk
eto

v U
niv

ers
ity



S.V. Didorenko, G.K. Kabylbekova et al 

56 ?#@A0%B C1$1+10.%0@B)+) D0%E#$@%A#A1 

5 Zavalin, A.A., Skolov, O.A. & Shmyreva, N.Ya. (2019). Ekologiia fiksatsii azota [Ecology of nitrogen fixation]. Moscow: 

RAN [in Russian]. 

6 Didorenko, S.V., Karyagin, Yu.G., & Ramazanova, S.B. (2005). Comparative study of soybean collection varieties by ability 

to symbiotic nodule formation in light chestnut soils of the Zaili Alatau. Bulletin of the Kazakh National University, 3(26), 37-44. 

7 Jaybhay, S.A., Taware, S.P., & Varghese, Ph. (2017). Microbial inoculation of Rhizobium and phosphate-solubilizing bacte-

ria along with inorganic fertilizers for sustainable yield of soybean. Journal of Plant Nutrition, 40, 2209-2216. 

8 Omelyanyuk, L.V., Assanov, A.M., & Yussova, O.A. (2018). Application of biological preparation Rhizobact SP for soybean 

in the southern forest-steppe of Western Siberia. Oil cultures, 1(173), 61-66. 

9 Nassiev, B.N. (2004). Features of formation of symbiotic apparatus of grain legume. Bulletin of Agricultural science of Ka-

zakhstan, 8, 33-34. 

10 Khaitov, B. (2018). Effects of Rhizobium inoculation and magnesium application on growth and nodulation of soybean (Gly-

cine max L.). Journal of Plant Nutrition, 41, 2057-2068. 

11 Joshua, G., Jennifer, E., Manuel, G., & Amélie, C.M. (2021). Impact of an antarctic rhizobacterium on root traits and produc-

tivity of soybean (Glycine max L.). Journal of Plant Nutrition, 44, 1-8. 

12 Suryanto, P., Suwignyo, B., Prianto, S.D., Putra, E.T.S., & Alam, T. (2017). Morpho-Physiological Characters and Soybean 

Productivity on Alfisol and Vertisol under Intercropping with Kayu Putih (Melaleuca cajuputi). Agrivita Journal of Agricultural 

Science, 39(2), 153-159. 

13 Didorenko, S.V., & Mussaldinov, T.B. (2014). Influence of pre-sowing seed treatment of soybean with biologically active 

substances on yields and production characters. Bulletin of the Kazakh National University, 2(41), 188-193. 

14 Akulov, A.S., & Vassilchikov, A.G. (2019). Study of effectiveness of the growth stimulator Alfastim and organo-mineral mi-

cro-fertilizer Polidon bio for cultivating of soybean. Legumes and cereals, 2(30), 72-77. 

15 Andreev, A.A., & Dracheva, M.K. (2019). Evaluation of effect of the Epivio preparation on growth and productivity of soy-

bean. Legumes and cereals, 2(30), 77-83. 

16 Eliseeva, L.V., Kayukova, O.V., & Nesterova, O.P. (2018). Influence of growth regulators on soybean productivity in condi-

tions of the Chuvash Republic. Bulletin of the Mari State University, 4, 3(15), 22-27. 

17 Zolotoreva, A.V., Dmitrieva, Yu.N., & Koryagin, Yu.V. (2011). Application of biological products in cultivation of soybean. 

XXI century: results of the past plus the present problems. Series: Ecology, 1(1), 134-137. 

18 Tishkov, N.M., & Shkarupa, M.V. (2018). Influence of microbiological fertilizer TagTeam LHO on crop yield and quality of 

soybean seeds. Enthusiasts of agrarian science: materials of the International scientific and practical conference (pp. 99-105). Al-

maty. 

19 Yelisseeva, L.V., Kayukova, O.V., & Yelisseev, I.P. (2019). Influence of fertilizing with microbiological fertilizers on crop 

yield and quality of soybean seeds. Bulletin of the Kursk state agricultural academy, 2, 33-38. 

20 Belyaev, N.N., & Dubinkina, Ye.A. (2019). Effectiveness of microbiological fertilizers in treatment of seeds and soybean 

plants in the northeast of the Central Black Earth region. Legumes and cereals, 2(30), P. 67-72. 

21 Kayukova, O.V., Yelisseeva, L.V., & Puleeva, U.N. (2018). Efficiency of additional nutrition with microbiological fertilizers 

on soybean. Development of agrarian science as an essential condition for effective functioning of agro-industrial complex of coun-

try: materials of the All-Russian scientific and practical conference (pp. 55-58). Cheboksary. 

22 Chumak, A., & Dovgayuk-Semenyuk, M. (2017). Molybdenum and soybean: Opportunities and challenges. Proposition, 2, 

60-62. 

23 Pereverzeva, Ye.V. (2000). Effektivnost inakuliatsii soi, primenenie tsinka i molibdena na predkavkazskikh chernozemakh 

[The efficiency of soybean inoculation, the use of zinc and molybdenum on Ciscaucasian chernozems]. Candidate`s thesis. Stavropol 

[in Russian]. 

24 Prokhorova, T.M. (1985). Effekt kobilta i mobibdena na metabolizm azota i mineralnye komponenty Lupinus luteus L. [Ef-

fect of cobalt and molybdenum on nitrogen metabolism and mineral composition of Lupinus luteus L.]. Extended abstract of candi-

date`s thesis. Moscow [in Russian]. 

25 Yagodin, B.A., & Zakharova, I.G. (1984). Nitrogen fixing ability of lucerne and its consumption of mineral nutrition ele-

ments for seed treatment with solutions of molybdenum and cobalt salts. Proceedings of Timiryazev agricultural academy, 3, 69-75. 

26 Didorenko, S.V., Kabylbekova, G.K., Saikenova, A.Zh., & Kassenov, R.Zh. (2021). Crop yield of soybean varieties of dif-

ferent groups of maturity depending on pre-sowing seed treatment. Bulletin of the Kazakh National University, Series ecological, 

4(69), 54-63. 

27 Vassin, A.V., Burunov, A.N., Vassin, V.G., & Kuznetsova, Ye.S. (2021). Influence of application of micro-fertilizer mix-

tures on crop yield structure and productivity of soybean in the forest-steppe conditions of the Middle Volga Region. Legumes and 

Cereals, 4(40), 32-38. 

28 Kudaibergenov, M.S., & Didorenko, S.V. (2014). Tekhnologiia kultivirovaniia soi na polivnykh ploshchadiakh v yugo-

vostochnom Kazakhstane [Soybean cultivation technology on irrigated lands in the south-east of Kazakhstan]. Almaty: Asyl kitap [in 

Russian]. 

29 Dospekhov, B.A. (2012). Metodika polevogo opyta [Procedure of field experience]. Moscow [in Russian]. 

30 Vishnyakova, M.A., Buravtseva, T.V. & et al. (2010). Kollektsiia mirovykh geneticheskikh resursov zerno-bobovykh kultur 

VIR: popolnenie, sokhranenie i izuchenie. Metodicheskie rekomendatsii [Collection of world genetic resources of grain legume crops 

VIR: addition, preservation and study. Methodological guidelines]. Saint-Petersburg: VIR [in Russian]. 

Buk
eto

v U
niv

ers
ity




