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Table 1. Soybean production data for the United States, 2010 crop

Region State Yield Area Harvested Production
g (MT ha™) (1000 ha) (M MT)
Western lowa 3.49 3,989 14.0
Corn Belt Kansas 2.28 1,721 3.9
(WCB) Minnesota 3.02 2,961 9.0
Missouri 2.75 2,078 5.7
Nebraska 3.70 2,066 7.6
North Dakota 2.49 1,640 4.1
South Dakota 2.69 1,681 4.5
Western Corn Belt 2.9 16,135 49
52.6%
Eastern lllinois 3.49 3,665 12.8
Corn Belt Indiana 3.36 2,159 7.3
(ECB) Michigan 2.96 846 2.5
Ohio 3.23 1,895 6.1
Wisconsin 3.29 660 2.2
Eastern Corn Belt 33 9,226 31
33.3%
Midsouth Arkansas 2.35 1,268 3.0
(MDS) Kentucky 242 559 14
Louisiana 2.96 405 1.2
Mississippi 2.55 790 2.0
Oklahoma 1.55 186 0.3
Tennessee 2.22 571 1.3
Texas 2.08 75 0.2
Midsouth 2.3 3,854 9
10.0%
Southeast Alabama 1.95 142 0.3
(SE) Georgia 2.08 103 0.2
North Carolina 1.68 628 1.1
South Carolina 1.78 182 0.3
Southeast 1.9 1,055 2
2.0%
East Delaware 2.28 70 0.2
Coast Maryland 2.22 186 0.4
(EC) New Jersey 2.22 37 0.1
New York 3.29 114 04
Pennsylvania 2.89 196 0.6
Virginia 1.61 223 0.4
East Coast 2.4 827 2
2.1%
USA 2010 2.98 31,113 92.8
USA 2009 2.96 30,931 915

Source: United States Department of Agriculture, NASS 2010 Crop Production Report (October 8, 2010)



Table 2. USSEC/ASA 2010 Food Soybean Quality Survey by State and Region®

(nitrifer Protein* Protein Regional Oil N Regional Fiber Fiber Regional
Region Average Protein Average Oil Range Qil Average’ Fiber
of Range Range
(%) Average (%) Average (%) Average
samples)
M'ggi)ga“ Northern 36.1 31.8-42.4 18.1 156 - 22.3 55 50— 6.0
M'?gg)s"ta Northern 37.1 31.9-429 174 14.4-20.6 56 45-6.6
North
Dakota Northern 35.6 33.1-39.0 17.2 154 -19.7 5.9 54-6.5
(22)
South
Dakota Northern 334 31.9-347 18.2 17.9-18.7 5.7 4.7-6.6
(3)
W's(%‘s'“ Northern 37.0 33.9-407 36.3 18.4 16.6 — 20.3 17.9 58 51-6.2 56
lowa
53 Central 37.7 33.0-435 174 149-195 5.7 35-6.3
”2'2%(;'5 Central 37.3 34.9-415 18.1 153-213 59 56—6.3
Ohio
A Central 38.2 35.0—42.1 37.7 17.9 16.2 - 20.0 17.7 5.6 51-59 5.7
M'(slsg)“” Southern 36.6 34.4—41.0 36.6 18.1 16.1-19.8 18.1 6.0 55-65 6.0

Data as of October 27, 2010

* Northern region = Michigan, Minnesota, North Dakota, South Dakota, and Wisconsin; Central region = lowa, lllinois, and Ohio;

Southern region = Missouri
13% moisture basis; T Percent dry matter basis



Table 3. USSEC/ASA 2010 Food Soybean Quality Survey by Seed Size® & Region®

Seed Size Protein Qil
. . Number Average * Protein * Qil Fiber Fiber
Region Seed Size Average Average s
Samples (9/100 Range Range Average Range
(%) (%)
seeds)
Small 18 9.2 34.2 31.9-38.2 17.4 15.4-19.7 6.0 4.7-6.6
Northern Average 134 17.4 36.3 31.8-42.9 18.1 144 -22.3 5.6 45-6.6
Large 24 22.5 38.2 35.6 —40.5 17.3 16.3-194 54 52-59
Small 7 12.3 36.9 34.5-39.9 17.9 16.5-19.1 5.9 56-6.2
Central Average 80 16.1 37.7 33.0-435 17.7 15.3-21.3 5.8 52-6.3
Large 13 24.0 38.2 36.7-39.9 17.0 149-18.3 5.3 3.5-6.0
Small 1 12.6 37.3 16.1 5.9
Southern Average 17 15.1 36.5 34.4-41.0 18.2 16.3-19.8 6.0 55-6.5
Large 0

Data as of October 27, 2010

S Small seed: <13.0 g/100 seeds; Average: 13.1-21.0 g/100 seeds; Large: >21 g/100 seeds (unofficial categories)

* Northern region = Michigan, Minnesota, North Dakota, South Dakota, and Wisconsin; Central region = lowa, Illinois, and Ohio;
Southern region = Missouri

" 13% moisture basis; " Percent dry matter basis



Figure 1. US Soybean Planting and Harvest Progress
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Soybean rust information <http://sbr.ipmpipe.org/cgi-bin/sbr/public.cgi>
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% of US Crop Planted or Harvested by date

Figure 1. US Soybean Planting and Harvest Progress
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