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Abstract 
Research on the effects of ultraviolet-B (UV-B) radiation on soybean seed quality is limited. The 
objective of this study was to quantify UV-B doses, 0, 5, 10 & 15 kJ∙m−2∙d−1, on soybean growth and 
seed quality. The experiment was conducted in the Soil-Plant-Atmosphere-Research (SPAR) facil-
ity. Chambers located at the R.R. Foil Plant Science Research Facility of Mississippi State University, 
Mississippi, USA, were used. Each SPAR chamber consists of a steel soil bin to accommodate the 
root system, a Plexiglas chamber to accommodate plant canopy and a heating, and cooling system 
connected to air ducts that pass conditioned air to cause leaf flutter through the plant canopy. The 
SPAR units, supported by an environmental monitoring and control systems, are networked to 
provide automatic acquisition and storage of the data, monitored every 10 seconds throughout the 
day and night. Soybean cultivar Pioneer 93Y92 (maturity group IV, Roundup Ready) was used in 
the study. The desired UV-B radiation was supplied by square-wave UV-B supplementation sys-
tems under near ambient PAR and delivered to plants for eight hours, each day, from 08:00 to 
16:00 h by eight fluorescent UV-313 lamps. The results showed that increased UV-B did not influ-
ence many of the growth parameters because the treatments were imposed at mid-fruiting period. 
Seed quality parameters that are important for seed industry and human and animal nutrition 
were all affected by UV-B. Protein and palmitic and oleic acids declined linearly, while oil and li-
noleic and linolenic acid contents increased with increased UV-B. Sucrose, stachyose, and stearic 
acid contents showed quadratic trends, increased to about 4 - 5 kJ of UV-B and declined at higher 
doses. Thus, both current and projected UV-B radiation levels can modify soybean growth and 
seed quality. The functional algorithms developed in this study could be useful to develop UV-B- 
specific sub-models for soybean farm management and in policy decision areas. 
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1. Introduction 
Soybean is an important source of protein, oil, carbohydrates, isoflavones, and other minerals [1] for humans 
and animal nutrition [2]. Seed quality is often determined by seed protein, oil, fatty acid, sugars and mineral 
content. Therefore, maintaining and improving soybean seed quality is a key to overall human and animal nutri-
tional aspects. Projected changes in global climate include increasing atmospheric carbon dioxide concentration, 
temperatures, and ultraviolet (UV)-B radiation which have significant effects on plant vegetative and reproduc-
tive growth. Reductions in ozone column have led to substantial increases in UV-B radiation at the earth’s sur-
face with the amount and intensity dependent on atmospheric and geographic factors [3]. During the last few 
decades, the thinning of the stratospheric ozone has led to the enhanced UV-B radiation on the earth surface [4]. 
The current UV-B levels of 4 - 9 kJ∙m−2∙d−1 during June-August 2002 over USA and projected increases of 14% 
- 40% in near future will have profound effects on crop yield and quality. The relative plasticity of soybean 
growth and development to the current and projected UV-B radiation will play a major role in determining crops 
future as well the industry needs as quality will be dependent on changes projected in the climate. Numerous 
studies have shown that enhanced UV-B radiation can affect physiological and biochemical processes of many 
plant species, including altered plant photosynthesis [5], changes in the carbon partitioning from growth pools to 
secondary metabolic pathways [6], and thus changes in crop morphology, crop reproductive organ abortion and 
yield reduction [7]. 

For the past 10 plus years, the effect of enhanced UV-B radiation on soybean yield has been extensively stu-
died because of the importance of intensity and quality of solar radiation intercepted by the canopy in determin-
ing soybean yield and yield components [8]. It was suggested that enhanced UV-B radiation makes the soybean 
plants to be dwarf by shortening the internodal length [9]. In addition, enhanced UV-B radiation also caused de-
creased total biomass of soybean by 24% [10]. Pod number per plant was the most responsible component for 
yield change under UV-B radiation in the 2-year study. Seed number per pod was less affected by changes in 
UV-B light treatment, compared with the pod numbers per plant. However, enhanced UV-B radiation has been 
reported to have no significant effect on effective pod-filling period, but the seed size was negatively impacted 
and decreased 12% for three sensitive cultivars [11]. Reduction of seed size was mainly due to the decrease of 
cotyledon cell number [12]. Studies conducted in China revealed that the soybean crop under exposure to the 
treatment of weak UV-B radiation during the early stage of pod development greatly decreased seed number as 
well as seed weight per plant and seed yield [12]. It was reported that seed weight of the 15 out of 20 soybean 
cultivars decreased when exposed to UV-B radiation [13].  

Soybean is mainly produced for oil and soymeal, and the quality of oil and the soymeal depends on the com-
position of fatty acids and protein, respectively. Soybean seed protein concentration ranges from 341 to 568 
g∙kg−1 of total seed weight, with a mean of 421 g∙kg−1. Oil concentration ranges from 83 g∙kg−1 to 279 g∙kg−1 
with a mean of 195 g∙kg−1 [14]. Saturated fatty acids in soybean oil range from 100 g∙kg−1 to 120 g∙kg−1 for pal-
mitic acid, and from 22 g∙kg−1 to 72 g∙kg−1 for stearic acid [15]. The mean concentration of unsaturated fatty ac-
ids is 240 g∙kg−1 for oleic acid, 540 g∙kg−1 for linoleic acid, and 80 g∙kg−1 for linolenic acid [16]. A negative 
correlation has been reported between protein and oil concentration and yield in many soybean cultivars [17], 
and a negative correlation between protein and oil [18]. The average soybean seed contains 9% to 12% total so-
luble carbohydrates, of which 4% to 5% are sucrose (C12H22O11), 1% to 2% are raffinose (C18H32O16), and 3.5% 
to 4.5% stachyose (C24H42O21) [11]. Raffinose and stachyose are undesirable components because they have de-
trimental effects on the nutritive value of the meal and are indigestible by human and animals, often causing 
flatulence and diarrhea in non-ruminants [18]. Therefore, soybean seed with low raffinose and stachyose is de-
sirable for feeding non-ruminant animals to improve feed energy efficiency, increase mineral uptake, and reduce 
flatulence [17]. On the other hand, soybean seed with high sucrose concentration is desirable for the seed and 
food processing industry because it improves taste and flavor in tofu, soy milk and natto [2]. Seed composition 
constituents have also been reported to be genetically controlled [19]. However, seed composition has also 
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shown to be affected by environment [20], genotype, maturity, diseases [21], temperature [20], drought [22], 
nutrients in soil and seed [23]. 

Understanding soybean responses to the increasing intensities of UV-B radiation is much needed to develop 
suitable management and cultural practices for the present and future climates. Some studies have been carried 
out either under greenhouse or under unrealistic solar radiation environments and results may not be portable to 
field situations. Studies have been conducted on other crops such as wheat [24] and corn [25]. The effect of en-
hanced UV-B radiation on soybean physiology and yield has been studied extensively. However, information on 
the effects of enhanced UV-B radiation on seed quality characteristics of soybean is limited and little informa-
tion is available concerning the UV-B radiation effects on the relationship among growth, seed yield and seed 
quality traits [26]. The objective of this study was to investigate the effect of UV-B radiation on soybean growth 
and seed quality as soybean seed nutrition is important for human and animal nutrition. 

2. Materials and Methods 
2.1. Facilities and Growth Conditions 
The Soil-Plant-Atmosphere-Research (SPAR) chambers located at the R.R. Foil Plant Science Research facility 
of Mississippi State University (33˚28N, 88˚47W), Mississippi, USA were used for this study. Briefly, each 
SPAR chamber consists of a steel soil bin (1 m deep by 2 m long by 0.5 m wide) to accommodate the root sys-
tem, a Plexiglas chamber (2.5 m tall by 2 m long by 1.5 m wide) to accommodate plant canopy and a heating 
and cooling system connected to air ducts that pass conditioned air to cause leaf flutter through the plant canopy. 
The SPAR units supported by an environmental monitoring and control systems are networked to provide auto-
matic acquisition and storage of the data, monitored every 10 s throughout the day and night. Many details on 
the operation and control of SPAR chambers were described by others [27]. 

Soybean cultivar Pioneer 93Y92 (maturity group IV, Roundup Ready) seeds were planted on 5 July 2011 in 
pots (22 cm tall and 22 cm diameter) filled with fine sand and soil mixed in the ratio of 75:25. Seventy pots 
having planted with 3 seeds per pot were maintained in an outdoor environment. In each pot one healthy plant 
per pot was maintained a week after emergence. Twelve pots, 1 plant pot−1 and 3 plants row−1, were arranged in 
6 rows in each of the 4 SPAR chambers on 27 August 2011. Plants were watered three times a day with half- 
strength Hoagland’s nutrient solution [28], delivered at 0800, 1200, and 1600 h, to ensure favorable nutrient and 
water conditions for plant growth through an automated and computer-controlled drip system. Variable-density 
black shade cloth around the edges of plants was adjusted regularly to match plant height in order to simulate 
natural shading caused by presence of other plants. The treatments included 4 biologically effective UV-B radia-
tion intensities of 0, 5, 10, and 15 kJ∙m−2∙d−1. The treatments were imposed on plants when they are at the mid-
dle of the pod-filling stage, 65 days after sowing. 

The desired UV-B radiation was supplied by square-wave UV-B supplementation systems under near ambient 
PAR. The UV-B radiation was delivered to plants for eight hours, each day, from 08:00 to 16:00 h by eight flu-
orescent UV-313 lamps (Q-Panel Company, Cleveland, Ohio, USA) powered by 40 W variable dimming bal-
lasts. The lamps were wrapped with pre-solarized 0.07 mm cellulose diacetate film to filter UV-C (<280 nm) 
radiation. The cellulose diacetate film was changed at 3 - 4 d intervals. The UV-B energy delivered at the top of 
the plant canopy was checked daily at 09:00 h with a UVX digital radiometer (UVP Inc., San Gabriel, CA, USA) 
calibrated against an Optronic Laboratory (Orlando, FL, USA) Model 754 Spectroradiometer, which was used 
initially to quantify lamp output. The lamp output was adjusted, as needed, to maintain the respective UV-B 
radiation levels. A distance of 0.5 m from lamps to the top of plants was always maintained throughout the ex-
periment. The actual biologically effective UV-B radiation was measured during the crop growth period at six 
different locations in each SPAR unit corresponding to the pots arranged in rows. The weighted total biologi-
cally effective UV-B radiation at the top of the plant canopy during the treatment period is presented in Figure 1. 
The set UV-B conditions, average temperature, and measured chamber CO2 from a typical day during the expe-
rimental period for each treatment is mentioned in Table 1. 

Final harvesting was carried out on 13 October 2011 (100 DAS or 47 days after UV-B treatment). Plants were 
cut above ground and separated into roots, leaves, pods, and stems. Pods were kept outside under normal drying 
conditions while other plant parts were dried in oven at 75˚C until it weighed constant during a period of 72 h. 
The biomass parameters such as dry weight of leaf, stem, root and total per plant, number of pods and seeds per 
plant, number of seeds per pod as well as seed weight per seed were measured. 
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Figure 1. Daily ultraviolet-B (UV-B) radiation doses for three UV-B 
treatments measured at the top of the canopies, and lamps placed at 
0.5 m above the canopy. Each data point is mean of three measure-
ments measured at 4 different locations in each treatment and stan-
dard errors are shown if the values are larger than the symbols. The 
UV-B doses were measured daily at 10:00 h and adjusted to the target 
levels of 5, 10, or 15 kJ∙m−2∙d−1.                                         

 
Table 1. The Set Ultraviolet (UV)-B conditions, average temperature, and measured chamber CO2 from a typical day during 
the experimental period for each treatment.                                                                             

Treatments Measured variables 

UV-B (kJ∙m−2∙d−1) Mean temperature (˚C) Chamber CO2 (µmol∙mol−1) 

0 29.6 ± 0.04 409 ± 2.2 

5 29.7 ± 0.03 407 ± 3.1 

10 29.3 ± 0.05 406 ± 2.3 

15 29.6 ± 0.03 404 ± 2.7 

Each value represents the mean ± SE (standard error of the mean) for one typical day for [CO2], and 27 August to 13 October 2011 for temperature. 

2.2. Seed Analysis for Protein, Oil, Fatty Acids, Sucrose, Raffinose, and Stachyose 
Seed pooled from each row of plants were analyzed for protein, oil, fatty acids, sucrose, raffinose and stachyose. 
About 25 g of seed from each pot was ground using a Laboratory Mill 3600 (Perten, Springfield, IL). Analyses 
were conducted by near infrared reflectance [29] using a diode array feed analyzer AD 7200 (Perten). Calibra-
tions were developed by the University of Minnesota, using Perten’s Thermo Galactic Grams PLS IQ software. 
To improve accuracy, the calibration curve was updated as needed for oil, fatty acids, protein, sucrose, raffinose, 
and stachyose. Analyses of protein, oil, and sugars were performed based on a seed diameter basis [29] [30]. 
Fatty acids are analyzed on oil basis. 

2.3. Statistical Analysis 
To test the significance of UV-B radiation on growth and biomass components of soybean, analysis of variance 
was performed by using general linear model PROC GLM (SAS Institute Inc., Cary, NC, USA). Fisher pro-
tected LSD tests at P = 0.05 was used to determine significance of treatment effects. Regression analysis was 
performed between seed quality parameters and UV-B radiation using SAS (Sas Institute, Inc.) and SigmaPlot 
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11.0 (Systat Software Inc., San Jose, CA, USA) and best fit regression models were selected based R2 values. 
The graphical analysis was carried out using SigmaPlot. 

3. Results and Discussion 
3.1. Treatments and Growth Parameters 
The ultraviolet-B radiation treatments were very close to the set points (Figure 1). The treatments represent the 
UV-B doses that are currently experienced for soybean and all other crops cultivated between 40˚N and 40˚S la-
titudes, currently at 2 to 10 kJ∙m–2∙d–1 depending on location and season [31] [32] and within the limits of pro-
jected UV-B in the 21st century [33]. Biomass parameters under UV-B radiation and natural light conditions ob-
tained were summarized in Table 2. The effect of increasing levels of UV-B radiation at 5, 10 or 15 kJ∙m−2∙d−1 
in respect of root and total dry weight per plant as well as number of seeds per pod over natural light (control, 0 
UV-B radiation) was found non-significant. However, the total dry weight per plant decreased at all the UV-B 
radiation levels compared with the control, but the reduction was more at 10 kJ∙m−2∙d−1 compared to either 5 or 
15 kJ∙m−2∙d−1. This is in agreement with the study of Feng et al. [10] where enhanced UV-B radiation decreased 
total biomass soybean by 24%. Leaf dry weight had no distinct pattern with increasing levels of UV-B radiation. 
Stem dry weight, pod dry weight, number of pods, seeds per plant, and individual seed weight showed lower 
values at higher doses of UV-B compared to the control. However, the reduction in single seed weight was con-
sistent with concomitant increase in UV-B radiation doses up to 15 kJ∙m−2∙d−1 (0.20 g∙seed−1), which is signifi-
cantly lower in comparison to control (0.22 g∙seed−1). 

Seed weight was negatively impacted by UV-B radiation. Chen et al. [13] reported similar findings in that 
seed weight of the 15 soybean cultivars out of 20 significantly decreased. Seed size was a function of the rate of 
seed growth and the duration of dry weight accumulation in the seed fraction and thereby the dry weight. Seed 
growth rate was shown to be a function of the cotyledon cell number and the supply of assimilate to the devel-
oping cotyledons [34]. Reduction of seed size was mainly due to the decrease of cotyledon cell number [11]. 

Stem and pod dry weight per plant were reduced by UV-B radiation up to 10 kJ∙m−2∙d−1, while it enhanced at 
15 kJ∙m−2∙d−1, but the enhancement remained lower than control. The significant reduction in stem and pod dry 
weight at 10 kJ∙m−2∙d−1 were of the order of 30 and 12% over control, respectively, while reductions were close 
and comparable with 5 kJ∙m−2∙d−1. Decreased stem dry weight might be due to reduction in main stem and 
branch elongation rates upon enhanced UV-B radiation resulting more compact and shorter plants [35]. It was 
suggested that enhanced UV-B radiation makes the soybean plant dwarf by shortening the internode length [9]. 
It was reported, working on pea plants, that low doses of ultraviolet-B or ultraviolet-C radiation had affected 
phytohormones, including indoleacetic acid (IAA) and abscisic acid (ABA) [36]. Mark and Tevini [37] specu-
lated that the mechanism for reduced stem elongation by UV-B might be due to changes in the phytohormone 
levels, especially IAA which plays a role in stem elongation. It was also confirmed that UV-B radiation de-
creased plant height of two soybean cultivars 10% and 15%, and decreased dry weight of individual stem by  
 
Table 2. Biomass parameters of soybean as influenced by enhanced doses of UV-B radiationm.                                 

Biomass parameters 
UV-B radiation, kJ∙m−2∙d−1 

F test 
0 5 10 15 

Leaf dry weight, g 20.6bc 24.2ab 20.4c 24.4a 3.67 

Stem dry weight, g 30.3a 29.5a 23.2b 30.1a 4.27 

Root dry weight, g 18.4a 16.8a 17.7a 17.7a ns 

Pod dry weight, g 75.8a 68.1b 67.5b 69.3ab 7.51 

Total dry weight, g 145.0a 138.5a 128.8a 141.5a ns 

Pods, no. plant−1 109.9a 101.6b 105.7ab 107.8ab 6.57 

Seeds, no. plant−1 259.3a 237.7b 248.4ab 258.8a 16.19 

Seeds, no. pod−1 2.36a 2.34a 2.35a 2.41a ns 

Seed weight, g∙seed−1 0.22a 0.21ab 0.21b 0.20b 0.013 
mValues are means of four replicates; ns = Not significant at p = 5%; means within columns followed by the same letter are not significantly different 
at the 5% level. 
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44% and 28% [38]. 
Pod and seed number per plant were significantly decreased by UV-B radiation up to 5 kJ∙m−2∙d−1, exhibiting 

8 and 9% reduction compared with control, respectively, where as it increased at 10 and 15 kJ∙m−2∙d−1, and the 
increases were maintained lower than control. UV-B radiation decreased average pod number per plant of three 
soybean cultivars by 34%. This suggests that UV-B radiation imposed during early flowering stage would 
change assimilates availability to the developing reproductive structures, influence flowering, and flower and 
pod abscission number with a resultant change in final pod number at harvest. Pod number per plant was the 
yield component most influenced by change in cultural and environmental conditions [39]. In our study, UV-B 
radiation had no significant effect on seed number per pod (Table 1). Herbert and Litchfield [40] and Board et 
al. [41] reported that seed number per pod is a minor component determining the yield of soybean. However, the 
small tendency of decreased seed number per pod under UV-B radiation indicated that seed number per pod is 
strongly determined by the internal genetic mechanism, and is less influenced by environment condition. 

The attenuation of the stratospheric ozone has led to the enhanced UV-B radiation on the surface of land in 
recent decades [42]. The present study confirmed previous reports [9] [43] that UV-B radiation in the canopy 
changed soybean agronomic traits and decreased yield per plant. Furthermore solar UV-B radiation exclusion 
studies indicated that ambient levels of solar UV-B radiation reduce biomass accumulation and grain yield of 
soybean [44]. Few studies indicated a breakdown of IAA on exposure to UV-B radiation [45]. Crop biomass 
production in response to UV-B radiation was highly UV-B dosage dependent. The effects of enhanced UV-B 
radiation on plant growth and dry matter accumulation in growth chamber or greenhouse were usually much 
higher than those in field conditions [46]. In field conditions UV-B caused decreases in total above ground pro-
duction of soybean when PAR and UV-A were reduced to less than half their flux in sunlight [47]. The UV-B 
radiation appears to have a strong ameliorating effect when PAR is not high. 

3.2. Seed Quality Parameters 
3.2.1. Seed Protein 
Although crop yield and seed quality are important products of soybean crop, few studies addressed UV-B ef-
fects on seed quality parameters that are important to human and animal nutrition. Soybean seed protein reported 
in this study under various UV-B treatments, 407 to 440 g∙kg−1, is within the range, 340 - 570 g∙kg−1, reported in 
other studies (Wilson 2004). Seed protein content, however, declined linearly with increase in UV-B radiation, 
2.21 g∙kg−1 UV-B−1 (Figure 2). Since seed protein content is governed by nitrogen availability, UV-B might  
 

 
Figure 2. Ultraviolet (UV)-B radiation effects on soybean seed pro-
tein and oil content for plants harvested at 100 days after sowing. The 
UV-B treatments were imposed at early-pod-filling stage, 65 days 
after sowing. Each data point is mean of four replications and stan-
dard errors are shown if the values are larger than the symbols.                   
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have affected both uptake and translocation of nutrients as reported in other studies under UV-B treatments in 
soybean and other plants under UV-B radiation [25] [48] [49]. 

3.2.2. Seed Oil 
Soybean seed oil is an important product with many industrial application. The seed oil content of found in this 
study ranges from 198 to 238 g∙kg−1, are with the ranges reported in the literature of about 83 to 279 g∙kg−1, de-
pending on cultivar and growing season environment [14]. Unlike, seed protein content, soybean seed oil in-
creased linearly with 1.205 g∙kg−1 UV-B−1 (Figure 2). Alan et al. [50] reported similar declines in seed protein 
and oil content of two soybean cultivars with increased UV-B radiation. The seed protein content of the soybean 
cultivar Essex was decreased up to 5% while the seed oil content had no significant changes due to enhanced 
UV-B radiation. Reductions in seed protein content were observed in cultivar Williams in two of the years while 
it increased in two other years. Seed oils were also variously affected with reductions of 10% in one year and an 
increase of 8% in another year. However, no changes grain protein in maize and gluten concentration in wheat 
have been reported in non-leguminous plants [51]. 

The inverse negative relationship between soybean seed protein and oil (y = 752 – 1.6x; R2 = 0.88, where y = 
g∙kg−1 protein and x = g∙kg−1 oil) observed in our study when used all treatments and inverse relations with pro-
tein and yield [52] observed in many studies poses many challenges to breeders and farm managers to increase 
protein without reducing grain yield. Breeders have to consider UV-B into their grand scheme of things while 
increasing the soybean seed yield to meet the future human and animal nutrition with altered climate change. 

3.2.3. Seed Fatty Acids 
Soybean oils contain about 16% saturated, 23% monosaturated and 58% polysaturated fatty acids and these fatty 
acid composition play important roles in oil stability and human and animal nutrition [51]. The saturated fatty 
acids such as palmitic and stearic acid contents in seed oil showed linear and quadratic trends with increasing 
UV-B levels (Figure 3). The decline in pamitic acid content was 0.9459 g∙kg−1 UV-B−1. On the other hand, 
maximum stearic acid content of 40.5 g∙kg−1 was observed at 4.94 kJ of UV-B and declined at higher and 0 
UV-B levels. Plants grown at the highest UV-B had 28% less stearic acid content than the maximum levels ob-
served at 4.94 kJ of UV-B. The most common monosaturated fatty acid in plants, oleic acid, declined linearly 
with increase in UV-B doses, 6.734 g∙kg−1 UV-B−1 (Figure 3). The polysaturated fatty acids, linoleic and lino-
lenic acid contents, on the other hand, increased with increase in UV-B doses (Figure 3). The increase was 
steeper for linolenic acid (69.45 g∙kg−1 UB-B−1) compared with increase in linoleic acid (0.1903 g∙kg−1 UV-B−1). 
High oleic acid and low linoleic and linolenic acids are desirable because they contribute to oil stability and hu-
man and animal nutrition [51]. 

3.2.4. Seed Sugars 
Growing season environment such as temperature [20], genotypes, maturity and diseases [21], drought [22], and 
nutrients [23] affects soybean seed composition. Sucrose and stachyose contents showed quadratic trends with 
increasing UV-B doses, maximum sucrose of 38 mg∙g−1 was found at 4.27 kJ of UV-B (Figure 4). Raffinose 
content, on the other hand, declined linearly with increase in UV-B doses, 0.013 mg∙g−1 UV-B−1. Experiments 
conducted by Gao et al. [25] also reported that maize seed sugar and starch contents decreased with enhanced 
UV-B irradiance similar to our results in soybean. Similarly, higher UV-B treatments showed decreased wheat 
grain sugar content [24]. Raffinose and stachyose are undesirable components because they have detrimental ef-
fects on the nutritive value of the meal and are indigestible by human and animals, often causing flatulence and 
diarrhea in non-ruminants [18]. Therefore, soybean seed with low raffinose and stachyose is desirable for feed-
ing non ruminant animals to improve feed energy efficiency, increase mineral uptake, and reduce flatulence [53]. 
On the other hand, soybean seed with high sucrose is desirable because it improves taste and flavor in tofu, soy 
milk and natto [2]. 

4. Conclusion 
This study reports the biomass and seed quality responses of soybean crop exposed to enhanced UV-B irra-
diance under sunlit controlled plant growth chamber conditions. Enhanced UV-B irradiance caused significant 
reductions in certain plant growth parameters, but the influence was not consistent as the treatments were  
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Figure 3. Ultraviolet (UV)-B radiation effects on soybean seed fatty acid content for plants 
harvested at 100 days after sowing. The UV-B treatments were imposed at early-pod-filling 
stage, 65 days after sowing. Each data point is mean of four replications and standard errors 
are shown if the values are larger than the symbols.                                                    

 
imposed during mid-fruiting period. The protein, oil, fatty acid and sugar contents in soybean plants are critical 
to soybean seed industry and human and animal nutrition. Increased UV-B radiation altered soybean seed quali-
ty. Seed protein declined linearly while oil content increased with increase in UV-B radiation. Changes in these 
two important seed quality parameters have implications for seed industry and animal and human nutrition. The 
negative correlation between seed protein and oil content and their opposite responses to increasing UV-B doses 
poses challenges for breeders to develop soybean cultivars better suited for human and animal nutrition in a 
changing climate. The desirable fatty acids such as oleic acid declined while the linoleic and linolenic acids in-
creased with increase in UV-B radiation. Palmitic and stearic acids showed linear and quadratic trends with in-
creasing UV-B doses. While lower levels of desirable sugars such as raffinose declined linearly while stachyose 
increased up to 4 - 5 kJ and declined at higher UV-B treatments will have positive effects on improved feed 
energy efficiency in non-ruminant animals. The declined sucrose content at higher UV-B doses compared to the 
levels typically seen in soybean growing areas (~5 kJ), will have serious implications for human consumption. 
The functional relationships between UV-B radiation and soybean seed quality parameters will be useful to de-
velop seed quality-specific sub-models under optimal temperature and nutrient conditions. Models equipped 
with seed quality would be useful not only for production optimization of natural resources such as water and 
nutrients, but also useful in assisting planting dates in the current environment and in policy decisions for the 
hypothesized changes in global environmental change on soybean production in the future. 

Acknowledgements 
We thank Mr. David Brand for their technical assistance. This article is a contribution from the Department of  



K. R. Reddy et al. 
 

 
63 

 
Figure 4. Ultraviolet (UV)-B radiation effects on soybean seed sugar 
contents for plants harvested at 100 days after sowing. The UV-B 
treatments were imposed at early-pod-filling stage, 65 days after 
sowing. Each data point is mean of four replications and standard er-
rors are shown if the values are larger than the symbols.                     
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