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Evaluation the morphological and Physiological characteristics assciated with
early vigour in four cotton (Gossypium hirsutum L.) cultivars
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Fig. 1. LAI trend in different cotton cultivars in farm phase ((based on Growth Degree Day (GDD))
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Table 1. Mean comparison for studied triats in farm phase
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Difference of means having at least a common letter is not significant at the %5 level of probability.
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Fig. 2. Total dry matter accumilation trend in different cotton cultivars in farm phase

( based on Growth Degree Day (GDD))
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Fig. 3. CGR trend in different cotton cultivars in farm phase (based on Growth Degree Day (GDD))
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el sl g3 B e Olakl Sl Lk &I Wl S S Sl (oo ok om0 arads, Jsb
Cultivars (SRUE) Germination capacity (GC)  Germination velocity (GV)  Germination rate index (GRI) Bulk density (BD) Coleorrhiza length (C,L)
(g/2) (%) (% .(4dy™h (GRI unit) )g/em’( yem(
0r cpblds 0.52b 72.11¢ 67.25¢ 0.56 ab 097b 10.06 ¢"
Deltapine 50
58,18 0.64a 783 a 7241 a 0.553 ab 1.067 a 13.09 a
Red leaf Okra
R 0.54b 71.21d 65.24d 0.538 b 0.86 ¢ 8.9d
Shirpine
ol 0.59 ab 74.25Db 69.9b 0.545 ab 1.02 ab 11.9b
Oultan
SE Mean + 0.57125 £ 0.02236 73.75+0.05916 68.7 £ 0.005 0.549 + 0.0052 0.9792 + 0.01581 10.987 £ 0.1151
¢b! o bl dsb el Uk JS 505 ol J5 eSas 05 o il ST 03 arady; S 035
Cultivars Coleoptile length Seedling length (SL) Total fresh weight (TFW)) Total dry matter (CpLDM) C,L Dry matter ~ C,L Dry matter
(CpL)(cm) (cm) 8 (TDM)) (g) (8) (C.LDM) (g)
o cpllds 6.725 a 16.785 b 1.078 ¢ 0.0741b 0.0649 ¢ 0.0092 ¢
Deltapine 50
58,18 525b 18.34 a 1.547 a 0.1105a 0.09722 a 0.0132a
Red leaf Okra
bt 24d 12.3d 1.071¢ 0.0755b 0.06635 b 0.00915 ¢
Shirpine
ol 45¢ 16.4 ¢ 1.204 b 0.087 b 0.07667 a 0.01033 b
Oultan
SE Mean + 4.718 +0.06892 15.956 + 0.1095 1.225 £ 0.005 0.08677 + 0.0055 0.07628 £ 0.0007071  0.01049 + 0.0003536

e l3 sma 10 (sl Jlozml o 53 dipls &S 2 U 0S5 4T S0l 93 o g5 g 8 55

q¢

* Difference of means having at least a common letter is not significant at the %5 level of probablility.
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Table 3. Correlation coefficients among some of measured traits in farm phase

TDM;
.882 LAI

992 897  LDM
968 961" 959" LFW

967" 928 944 993"  TFW;

E3

996 913 998" 974" 963 CGR

993" 927 996" 98" 967" 999" CGRuux

998 85 983" 954" 961" 987" 982" RGR

-973"  -88 -994™ -928  -903 -985" -983  -961° D95%
953" 892 984" 917 .883 973" 973" 936 -996  BD

Table 4. Correlation coefficients among measured traits in laboratory phase

TDM,

EES

.996 TFW,

sk

997 9997 C,LDM

sk

999" 9957 996" C,LDM

671 695  .695 668 SL

905 .892  .894 906 85 C,L

146 197 194 139 812 .386 C,L

719 723 724 718 972" 926 691 BD

985" 986 987" 985 787 953" 303 825 GC

923 916 917 923 862 9977 404 924 969 GV

163 226 222 155 773 327 9797 616 304 359 GRI

971" 947 949 973" 587 911 .007 .689 946 912 -0.1 SRUE
* and ** : Significant at the 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively. NAIRY/ ST PR PV
# The details are described in footnotes, table 1 and table 2. Aok 03,5TY 51 lad sl Gla 5,5k 5o Sliw )l Sl #

5 il b b anale Jab camraty, oS AT s 3o sla iS5 oS s

MQ:,.:YL:.Q Jsd=) Cils 55 SRUE wadyj&&oj)mé)lsww
Gl d g S 0 Lo a bl $Si 5 0 0 il ¢Sis 055 ¢S 5 05 Slao s s

q0
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Evaluation the morphological and physiological characteriestics associated with

early vigour in four cotton (Gossypium hirsutum L.) cultivars
M. Barzalil, Z. Tahmasbiz, A. Ghalavand® and R. Tavakol Afshari*

ABSTRACT

In order to evaluate the early vigour (early season dry matter accumulation) of cotton (Gossypium hirsutum

L.) seedlings, two field and laboratory studies were conducted in 2001 cropping season. In this research, 12
(Oultan, No-228 and Lamberaite), semi- determinate (Shirpine, Shirpine 603 and cultivars with determinate
Shirpine 533) and indeterminate growth habits with normal leaf shape (Deltapine 50, Zeta 2 and 1097) and Okra
leaf shapes (Red leaf Okra, Super Okra and Okra) were studied in a randomized complete block design with 4
replications. Cultivars with the greater seedling dry matter in the field experiment (44 days after planting) were
selected and some of their morphological and physiological characteristics were evaluated in both field and
laboratory studies. These selected cultivars were Oultan (from the determinate cultivars), Shirpine 603 (from the
semi-determinate cultivars), Deltapine 50 (from the indeterminate cultivars with normal leaf shape) and red leaf
Okra (from the indeterminate cultivars with Okra leaf shape). The results of the field study showed that red leaf
Okra and Shirpine 603 had the highest and lowest dry matter, hence early vigor, respectively (P<%S5). Although
there was no significant differences between Leaf Area Index (LAI) of Oultan and red leaf Okra, the Crop
Growth Rate (CGR) of red leaf Okra was the greatest among all four cultivars, it had also the highest Net
Assimilation Rate (NAR). Deltapine 50 had the highest mean of Leaf Area Ratio (LAR) and Leaf Weight Ratio
(LWR) but it could not produce high dry matter, because its LAI and NAR were low. The results of the
laboratory study showed that red leaf Okra could produce the highest seedling dry matter at twelve days after
sowing in incubator and had the greatest seed reserve utilization efficiency and germination capacity (P<%?5).
The highest correlation coefficient was observed between dry matter production with maximum Relative Growth

Rate (r=0.99"") in the field and with coleoptile dry matter (r= 0.99") in the laboratory.

Key words: Cotton (Gossypium hirsutum L.), Early vigour, Germination, Seedling evaluation and

morphological and physiological characterestics.
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