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ABSTRACT

Two field experiments were carried out at Gemmeiza Agricultural Research
station, El-Gharbia Governorate during two seasons (2002 and 2005). The main
objective of this investigation was to study the effect of bio-fertilizer (Rhizobacterein)
as a method to decrease the levels of mineral nitrogen fertilizer of Giza 89 cotton
variety using 60 kg/fed. without Rhizobacterein (as control) and using 30, and 45
N/fed. with Rhizobacterein at thinning, squaring and flowering stages On some
cotton plant growth traits and attributes, earliness seed cotton yield / fed. and its
components and net income. Results can be summarized as follows:

Application of bio-fertilizer {Rhizobacterein)l at treatment (8) [45 kg N/fed. +
Rhizo. {2 L./fed. squaring) + 2 L./fed. flowering stage]. Significantly increased plant
height, number of fruiting branches / plant, boil weight, number of open bolls / plant,
seed cotton yield / fed. and lint percentage in both seasons. Also, applying bio-
fertilization significantly increased the net income / fed. as compared with the check
treatment. Also, using bio-fertilizers significantly increased dry weight of plant organs
during different growth stages and significantly increased leave contents of
chlorophyll, carotinoids, nitrogen, oil and protein contents in seeds.

Keywords: Cotton, Bio-fertilizer, Rhizobacterein, Nitrogen, Growth, yield.

INTRODUCTION

Soil in the Delta and the Nile Valley in Egypt are poor in organic matter
and accordingly in nitrogen. The content of total and soluble nitrogen vary
between 0.07 — 0.11 % and 13 - 25 ppm, respectively. These values are
faily low, (Hamissa and Abdel-Salam, 1999). Furthermore, a major
compensation for the low available N was the extensive use of mineral N
fertilizer and this causes the following problems, increased the consumption
of fertilizer and cost of production. The share of fertilizer in the total variable
cost for cotton in Egypt increased from 4 — 8 % in 1987 to 11.2 % in 1992
(Nassar and Salama, 1995). Also, the economic use of fertilizers and its
percentage to the total production cost should be now taken into account
more seriously than before (Roussopoulos and Angelakis, 1995). For this it is
needed to limit mineral fertilization by using Bio-fertilizer with half of the
recommended mineral fertilization which reduce the quantities of mineral
fertilization and its negative environmental consequence besides, the
simplest and cheapest way of mixed the inculum to the cotton seeds.

Inoculation with N-fixing bacteria increasing yield of field crops even in
agricultural systems where mineral N supplementation is not a major problem
{Mitkess et al., and Said, 1998).

Bio-fertilizers drew the attention as a partial good altemative to N fertilizer
application. In addition, bio-fertilizers have many merits i.e., supply part of
plant N requirement by 25 %, increase the availability of nutrients, reduce the
environmental pollution, control the vegetative growth and improve the yield
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potential (Ragab, 1999). The use of bio-fertilizer for cotton was suggested by
Hamissa et al. (2000) who found that inoculation of cotton seeds with some
bio-fertilizers i.e., Microbein, Rhizobacterein or Nitrobein significantly
increased plant height at harvest, boll weight, seed cotton yield / plant or per
feddan, number of open bolls / plant and lint percentage. This application
increased also net income / fed.

With regard to the interaction between mineral N fertilizer rate and bio-
fertilizer treatments, Hamissa et al. (2000) found that inoculation of cotton
seeds with Rhizobacterein when conjugated with using the high N dose 60 kg
N / fed. produced the highest values of number of open bolls plant, lint %
and net income / fed. :

The objective of this study to evaluate the effect of N fertilizer rates, and
bio-fertilizer treatments to limit mineral fertilization and answer this respect in
cotton.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Two field experiments were conducted at Gemmeiza Agricultural Two
field experiments were conducted at Gemmeiza Agricultural Research
station, El-Gharbia Governaorate during 2004 and 2005 seasons.

The experimental unit was 14 m? (14 x 3.5) including five ridges with a
distance of 25 cm between hills and in ridges of 65 cm a part and 10 - 15
seeds per hills, thinned to two seedlings, Egyptian cotton Cv. Giza 89 was
used in this investigation and sown on March 24® and 27" for the two
seasons, respectively.

A randomized complete blocks design with four replicates was used to
study these treatments:

1) Control (60 kg N/ fed.).

2) 30 kg N / fed. + Rhizobacterein (seed dressing) at sowing.

3) 30 kg N/ fed. + Rhizabacterein (2 liter / fed.) applied with water irrigation
after 10 days from thinning + Rhizobacterein (2 liter / fed.) at the beginning
of squaring stage.

4) 30 kg N / fed. + Rhizobacterein (2 liter / fed.) applied with water irrigation at
the beginning of squaring stage + Rhizaobacterein (2 liter / fed.) at the start
of flowering.

5) 30 kg N / fed. + Rhizobacterein (2 liter / fed.) applied with water irrigation
after 10 days from thinning + Rhizobacterein (2 liter / fed.) at the start of
flowering.

6) 45 kg N / fed. + Rhizobacterein (seed dressing) at sowing.

7) 45 kg N / fed. + Rhizobacterein (2 liter / fed.) applied with water irrigation
after 10 days from thinning + Rhizobacterein (2 liter / fed.) at the beginning
of squaring stage.

8) 45 kg N/ fed. + Rhizobacterein (2 liter / fed.) applied with water irrigation at
the beginning of squaring stage + Rhizobacterein (2 liter / fed.) at the start
of flowering.

9) 45 kg N/ fed. + Rhizobacterein (2 liter / fed.) applied with water irrigation
after 10 days from thinning + Rhizobacterein (2 liter / fed.) at the start of
flowering.
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N fertilizer levels in the form of ammonium nitrate (33.5 % N) were
applied in two equal splits first after thinning (36 days after planting), and
second at the next irrigation.

Phosphorus and potassium fertilizers were added as recommended.
Other cultural practices were carried out as recommended, for the
conventional cotton planting.

Analyses of the experimental soil were carried out according to the
procedures described by Jackson (1960). The results of soil characterization
are shown in Table (1).

Table (1): Soil mechanical and chemical analysis of the experimental

soil.
Mechanical analysis Chemical analysis

2004 | 2005 2004 | 2005
Clay % 55.2 | 56.4 |Availabie N (PPm) 23.80 | 22.0
Siit % 27.5 | 28.3 |Available P (PPm) 572 | 6.3
Sand % 13.3 | 14.5 [Available K (PPm) 402 | 409
CaCos % 3.2 4.1 |PH 7.8 8.0
Texture 2y | 2y leC (mnohsyem/25°C 235 | 28

rganic matter % 1.88 | 1.90

The Studied characters:
A- Plant growth characters :

Four random plant samples were taken at 80, 120 and 150 days after
sowing and were separated into the different organs (leaves, stems,
branches, roots, squares, flowers and bolls). The studied characters on
cotton plant were as follows: '

1- Plant height (cm).
2- Leaf area (L.A.), the disk method was used according to Johnson (1967).
LA/ plant = Leaf dry we.ight Ipla.nt x disc area (dm 2)
Disc dry weight
Leaf area index (L.A.l.) was calculated as follows :
LAL Leaf area / plant
Plant ground area

4- Total dry weight / plant (g)
5- Crop growth rate (CGR), was measured by using the equation:

CGR = W2 =~ W1 (glmzlweek)

3

t2 — t1
6- Relative growth rate (RGR), was calculated as follows:
RGR = _9 eW2 ~Loge W1 (g/m?/week)

t2 ~ 4
Net assimilation rate (NAR), was calculated as follows:

(Wo - W1) (Loge A2 ~ Loge A7
(A2 = A9 (tz ~ t9

7

NAR =
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B- Yield and yield component:

At harvest, sample of ten plants from the inner ridges of each sub-plot
were taken at random to determine the following yield attributes:

Number of fruiting branches / plant, number of open bolis / plant, boll
weight (g), earliness percentage, lint percentage, seed index (100 seed
weight (g)), seed cotton yield (kentar/ fed.), fiber fineness and fiber strength
and the net income / fed. in pounds was determined as follow:

Net income / fed. = Total income of seed cotton yield ~ total costs (all
agricultural practices) / fed.

C- Chemical analysis:
1- Leaf chlorophyll content: was determined in leaves according to Aman

(1949).

2- Oil and protein percentage: were determined in the seeds by the method

described by A-O-A-C- (1975).

3- Nitrogen content of leaves: was determined by using A-O-A-C (1975).
Statistical analysis:

The data were taken and analyzed as outlined by Snedecor and Cochran
(1981) and the means were compared using L.S.D. at 0.05 level of
probability.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A- Growth characters:
1- Plant height (cm):

The results presented in Table (2) reveal that using bio-fertilizer namely
Rhizobacterein tend to increase plant height in the first season (2004),
however, this increase was significant in the second season (2005). Bio-
fertilizer treatments gave a significant effect on number of fruiting branches /
plant in both seasons (Table 2). In this respect, Hamissa et al. (2000), found
that cotton plant height at harvest was significantly increased due to seed
inoculation with bio-fertilizer, While number of fruiting branches / plant did not
respond to bio-fertilizer application.

2- Leaf area (LA / plant) and leaf area index (LAl):

Data in Table (2) show that LA / plant and LAl were significantly higher
due to bio-fertilizer (Rhizobacterein) application over the check at the different
sampling dates in the two seasons under study. In this concem, Perumal
(1999), found that increasing N levels significantly increased Leaves / plant,
leaf area and leaf area index.

Generally, the results indicated that leaf area / plant increased gradually,
by advancing plant age till reaching its maximum values at 120 days age,
then decreased in values at 150 days age, but also with an increase in leaf
area / plant by increasing the bio-fertilizer in both seasons. Where, LAl
gradually increased to reach its maximum value at 120 days from planting,
then decreased in both seasons as a result of shedding the older leaves,
which have larger leaf area with the same area of ground.
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Table (2) : Effect of bio-fertilizer and Nitrogen fertilization on some growth characters of cotton plants during

-
»
Q
3,
O
e
2004 and 2005 seasons. ;
Plant height Leaf el )(L A Leaf area index (L.A.\) §
Treatments em) 2004 2008 2004 2006 e
20064 | 2005 | 90 [120] 160 | 90 | 120 | 160 | 90 | 120 [ 160 | 80 | 120 | 160 3
days |days| days | days | days | days | days | days | days [days days | days c
Control (60 kg N fled.) 15503 | 145.63 [18.24[32.90] 25.13 | 18.52 [32.13 | 23.61 | 2.22 | 4.03 | 3.05 [2.27] 3.93 | 2.90 S
30 kg Nifed. + Rhiz. (Seed dressing) 156.58 | 147.50 |16.25[31.49 23.39 | 16.99 | 31.53 | 26.10 | 1.90 | 3.84 | 2.84 [2.05] 3.85 | 3.43 g
30 kg Nifed. + Rhiz. (2L/f — 10 days 7 thin I
' 2L H-squating sie ) 15725 | 150.00 [19.11[34.43 25.38 | 20.65 | 31.28 | 23.62 | 233 | 422 | 3.11 |2552| 383 | 289 2
o kgri:gl;:‘a;;;).m' (2L/f-squaring + 2L/ 15888 | 148.13 |23.70[38.44 27.30 [ 25.04 | 38.36 | 25.99 | 2.01 | 472 | 336 |3.04| 471 | 3.5 ]
30 kg Nffed. + Rhiz. (2L/f — 10 days / thin 3
2. oworing s 160.50 | 150.00 [19.83[35.52 25.65 | 21.23 | 34.58 | 24.20 | 2.0 | 4.34 | 3.15 |2.60| 423 | 2.94 g
(45 kg Nifed. + Rhiz. 158.20 | 147.83 |18.22[31.62 23.67 | 18.52| 32.10 | 23.56 | 221 | 3.85 | 290 (225 392 | 2588 ~
(Seed dl’essmg) . o . . A . . 3 v X . . R o §
45 kg Nifed. + Rhiz. (2L/T — 10 days / thin
£ 21 -squaring stage). 15360 | 15563 |19.98/36.80] 26.45 | 21.82 | 35.21 | 24.60 | 2.45 | 4.52 | 3.23 |2.67| 432 | 3.02 -3
45 kg Nifed. + Rhiz, (2L/f-squaring + 2L./1
hiowering stage). 15845 | 157.38 |24.64[39.09 29.08 | 26.96 | 41.37 | 28.42 | 3.06 | 4.80 | 353 [3.17| 5.06 | 3.47
45 kg Nffed. + Rhiz. (2LJf - 10 days / thin
¢ 2L howering stage), 158.23 | 156.75 |22.91[38.36 27.39 | 22.10 [ 37.11 | 25.80 | 2.81 | 4.71 | 334 [271] 455 | 3.14
L.5.D_at 5% N.S. 282 | 003 |0.04] 0.05 | 16.30| 0.05 | 0.11 | 0.10 | 0.03 | 0.05 [0.04] 0.03 | 0.04

* One kentar = 157.8 kg. seed cotton.
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3- Dry weight / plant:

Data presented in Tables (3 and 4) show the effect of bio-fertilizer
“Rhizobacterein” on dry weight of the different organs of cotton plant after 90,
120 and 150 days from sowing.

Bio-fertilizer addition gave significant effect on total dry weight / plant at
all growth stages in both seasons.

It could be concluded that all treatments of bio-fertilizer significantly
increased the dry weight of whole cotton plant and its organs i.e. roots, stem
and leaves in both growing seasons.

Theses results may be due to the increases in both number of vegetative
and fruiting branches by increasing the bio-fertilizer addition which added
more dry weight to stem.

In this respect, El-Shazly and Darwish (2001) found that bio-fertilizer
treatments gave significant effects on total dry weight / plant at all growth
stages.

4- Crop growth rate (CGR):

Data in Table (5) indicated that using bio-fertilizer (Rhizobacterein) had a
significant effect on crop growth rate (CGR) at all growing periods under
study i.e., 90 - 120 and 120 — 150 days after sowing in both seasons.

With regard to bio-fertilizer treatments, it is clear from Table (5) that
treatment number (8) [45 kg N/fed. + Rhizo. (2 L./fed. squaring) + 2 L./fed.
flowering stage) recorded the highest values of CGR at all growth ages in
both seasons. This may be due to the increase in plant ability to receive more
light energy and consequently more chemical energy formed as dry matter.
Similar conclusion was obtained by Mahrous (1977) and El-Shazly and
Darwish (2001).

5- Relative growth rate (RGR):

Results presented in Table (5) show that during 2002 and 2005 growing
seasons, bio-fertitizer “Rhizobacterein” applications had a significant effect on
relative growth rate (RGR) in the first period and later period.

Generally, relative growth rate (RGR) tended to decrease with advancing
plant age in both seasons. These results due to the increase in weight of
fruits to the total weight of plant.

6- Net assimilation rate (NAR):

Data presented in Table (5) reveal that the bio-fertilizer treatments exhibit
a significant effect on NAR in the first period and later period in both seasons.
Data revealed that NAR for treatment (8) exceeded the other treatments.

B- Seed cotton yield and its components:

Bio-fertilizer treatments had significantly increased the number of open
bolls / plant, boll weight and seed index in both seasons (Table 6). In this
respect, Hamissa et al. (2000) and El-Shazly and Darwish (2001), found that
bio-fertilizer treatments had significant effects on number of open boils / plant
and lint percentage only in one season and on boll weight and seed cotton
yield / plant in two seasons. The highest mean values of these traits were
obtained when cotton seeds were inoculated with the commercial bio-fertilizer
(Rhizobacterein or Microbein) compared with (Nitrobein) or the check, but this
addition decreased seed index
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Table (3) : Effect of bio-fertilizer and Nitrogen fertilization on some growth characters of cotton plants in 2004

seasons.
Dry weight/ plant (gm) Dry welght/ plant (gm) Dry weight/ plant (gm)
{90 days) {120 days) (150 days)
freatments Yotat | o | Shoot Yotal] foc | Shoot Yotat | ey |3hoot
Roots| Stem Leave pla:( ‘:' r: root/ |Roots | Stem [Leaves p:::t ::: root/ |Roots| Stem F.eave plo::t ;."r: root/
Sth ratio S+b ratio S+b ratio
Control (60 kg M fed.) 635 [19.7911703{4317| - [ 580 {1249]17.15! 26.44 169.08] 13.0 | 4.53 | 13.23 ] 32.28 | 20.92 | 82.50 | 16.07 | 5.24
B0 kg Ned. + Rhiz. (Seed g5 | 1987 | 14,47 | 39.94 6.1 | 1338 [18.81 | 2581 [7027] 12.28 83.74 | 15.36 | 5.01
ressing) : . . X -— R ¥ A . . 2.28 | 4.25 | 13.93 | 33.75 [ 20.70 .74 { 15. .
30 kg NAed. + Rhiz. (2L.1 - 10
days / thin + 2L.lI-squarlnﬂ 6.23 | 1950 (1638 [ 4211 | - 5.76 | 12.66 [ 1544 | 33.34 |72.67] 11.23| 4.74 | 1417 | 3558 | 22.70 | 88.07 | 1562 | §.22
kstage).
30 kg Nfed. + Rhiz. (2LA.
sBguaring + 2L floweri 498 | 1511129114298 | — 766 | 13.84116.20 | 29.93 {73.24] 13.27 | 4.29 { 16.00 | 33.68 | 22.57 |1 89.21 | 16.96 ] 4.58
stage).
30 kg Nfed. + Rhiz. (2L.A ~ 10
days / thin + 2LA- flowering 646 | 1583|1891 | 4120| — 538 | 1294 [ 1767 | 24.47 (69.61| 1253 | 4.38 | 14.22 1 30.37 | 22.63 | 84.13 | 16.91 | 4.92
stage).
45 kg Ned. + Rhiz.
(Soed dressing) 696 | 1806 1465 (3967, -~ | 470 | 17.26 ] 13.03 | 27.19 ]69.88| 12,39 | 3.05 | 1450 | 34.02 | 21.53 [ 8563 | 15.58 | 4.91
5 kg Nfed. + Rhiz. (2LA - 10
lays / thin + 2Lll~squam\1 5.01 1191211448 13861) - 6.71 | 163311585 | 2508 [69.56] 12.30 | 3.26 | 14.73 | 32.73 { 20.31 | 83.14 | 15.37 | 4.61
).
5 kg Nfed. + Rhiz. (LA
ng + 2LA fowering 7.40 | 17.88 | 1894 ] 4422 ] - ] 498 | 16.32 | 16.91 | 2964 [67.42| 1355 | 3.68 | 15.45 | 38.25 | 22.40 ( 93.37 { 17.27 | 504
age).
5 kg Nfed. + Rhiz. (2L.A - 1
ays / thin + 2LA- 694 | 18.37118.76 1 4407| - | 535 116.60)17.67 | 29.36 |76.04] 12.41 | 3.58 | 1468 | 38.52 [ 21.85 | 91.42 | 16.37 | 5.232
.S.D.'a( 5% 1045 | 046 | 059 | 091 | — 1045 ] 045 | 042 | 039 §1.10] 032 ] 0.13 [ 025 | 068 | 0.30 | 057 { 0.36 | 0.09
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Table (4) : Effect of bio-fertilizer and Nitrogen fertilization on some growth characters of cotton plants in 2005

seasons.
Dry weight/ plant (gm) Dry weight/ plant (gm) i Dry weight/ plant (gm)
{90 days) {120 days) {150 days)
Neight Neight Weigh
Treatments o 9 Shoot Vo9 Shoot Shoot
Roots| Stem fLeaves ;f;:: ',:::: roqu Roots| Stem |Leaves ::’;:: ":;‘:: roc_otl Roots | Stem L.eave: ;?;:: ::::Troou
S+b ratio S+b ratio S+b ratio
Control (60 kg N /ffed.) 7.20 11989 170314439 --- 517 1135011822 124.40 | 69.42 ] 13.30 | 4.14 | 17.33 1 27.30 | 21.20 | 82.01 ] 16.18 ] 3.73
ey e Seed g eg | 1905|1508 4153 | -~ | 539 | 1430 1890|2600 | 71.52 | 1223 | 4.00 | 17.96 | 20.85 | 2081 | 8401 [ 1539 | 368
p() kg Nifed. + Rhiz. 2LA - 10
days / thin + 2L/f-squaring 6.35 ) 18.00|16.80 | 4115 - 548 112791954 | 28.44| 72.10 | 11.33 | 4.64 | 16.28 | 32.59 | 22.85 | 87.42 | 15.70 | 4.37
stage).
30 kg NAed. + Rhiz, (2L
squaring +  2LA  floweringl 6.12 | 19.61{17.01 | 42.74| -- 598 | 13.90 | 17.50 | 29.90 | 74.67 | 13.37 | 4.37 | 20.30 | 30.78 | 22,60 | 90.67 | 1699 | 3.47
slage).
0 kg Nffed. + Rhiz. (2LA - 10
bays / thin + 2L./f- flowering 6.96 { 16.12 | 1896 {4204 | -~ 504 1305179712950 ) 73.08] 1256 | 4.60 | 17.32 | 29.47 | 22.65 | 86.39 | 16.95 | 3.99
tage).
45 kg Nffed. + Rhiz.
Seed dressing) 515 { 1750 {17.70| 4135{ — 572 | 1366|1850 |27.33 17198 12.49| 427 | 17.60 | 32.22 | 21.65|87.15| 1568 | 3.95
45 kg Nffed. + Rhiz. L. - 10
hays / thin + 2Lff-squaring 5.18 | 19.33|17.20 ( 41.71 — 705 | 1693116952580 72.8 | 1260 | 3.27 | 14.78 | 36.77 | 20.61 | 87.63 | 15.47 | 4.93
fage).
S kg Nffed. + Rhiz. (2L./f
squaring  + 2L/ ﬂowerind 690 | 1895|1898 14483 | -- 550 | 1688 | 1998 | 26.66 | 77.17 | 13.65 | 3.57 | 16.49 | 38.35 | 22.51 | 94.72 | 17.37 | 4.74
stage).
45 kg Mifed. + Rhiz. (2LA - 10
days / thin + 2L.A- floweringl 7.10 | 17.78 | 19.20 | 44.09 | - 521 |16.9120.77 | 2596 | 76.09 | 12.45| 3.50 | 15.75 | 38.59 | 21.90 | 9264 | 1640 | 4.88
stage).
L.SD.at5% 064 | 057 | 0.72 | 0.98 - 041 | 046 | 046 | 042 ] 099 | 040 | 0.15 | 0.30 | 063 | 0.35 | 069 | 045 | 0.05
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Table (5) : Effect of bio-fertilizer and Nitrogen fertilization on physiological growth parameters of cotton plants at

different stages during 2004 and 2005 growing seasons.

Growlh stages (days after sowing)

Growth stages (days after sowing) Growth stages (days after sowing)
Treatments CGR mg/cm’/day RGR mg/cm’/day NAR mg/cm’/day
2004 2005 2004 2005 2004 2005
90-120 | 120-150 | 90-120 | 120-150 | 90-120 | 120-150 | 90-120 | 120-150 | 90-120 | 120-150 | 90-120 | 120-150
Control (60 kg N /fed.) 6.48 3.36 6.25 315 0.50 0.030 0.053 0.014 0.178 0.118 0.168 0421
30 kg Nffed + Rhizi ;56 | 337 | 750 | 342 | 0063 | 0023 | 0057 | 0023 | 0221 | 0086 | o185 | 0118
(Seed dressing) . . . . X X I . . I . .
30 kg Nffed. + Rhiz. (2L./]
~ 10 days / thin + 2L./f{ 7.64 3.385 7.74 3.83 0.055 0.033 0.054 0.0.33 0174 0.0125 0.095 0.095
uaring stage).
30 kg Nifed. + Rhiz,
2L./f-squaring + 2L/ 7.81 399 7.98 4.000 0.095 0.020 0.065 0.018 0.286 0.064 0.274 0.054
flowering stage).
30 kg N/fed. + Rhiz. (2L./f
10 days / thin + 2L/f{ 7.10 363 776 333 0.050 0.020 0.052 0.022 0.156 0.083 0.127 0.109
owering stage).
M5 kg Nffed. + Rhiz,
Seed dressing) 755 3.94 6.77 379 0.065 0.030 0.063 0.027 0.209 0.013 0.170 0.122
45 kg Nffed. + Rhiz. (2L./f
- 10 days / thin + 2L./f{ 7.74 3.40 764 384 0.063 0.030 0.066 0.025 0.215 0.118 0.193 0.134
uaring stage).
5 kg Nifed. + Rhiz,
E2L./f—squaring + 2L/ 8.05 4.24 8.09 4.39 0.060 0.015 0.059 0.017 0.191 0.055 0.172 0.068
owering stage).
45 kg N/fed. + Rhiz. (2L./f
- 10 days / thin + 2L./f{ 7.99 385 8.00 4.14 0.058 0.018 0.056 0.016 0.218 0.070 0.197 0.079
flowering stage).
L.S.D. at 5% 0.06 0.05 0.02 0.03 0.01 0.02 0.04 0.04 0.02 0.04 0.04 0.03
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Table (6) : Effect of bio-fertilizer and Nitrogen fertilization on yield, yield components and lint quality during 2004
and 2005 growing seasons.

Treatments

Number
Fruiting
braches

Number of

open
boll/plant

Boll weight
{gm)

Earliness

%

Lint
%

Seed index
(gm)

yield

Iseed cottovj
Kent/fed.

Micronaire
reading

Pressley
index

2004 | 2005

2004 | 2005

2004 [ 2005

2004

2005

2004 | 2005

2004 {2005

2004 | 2005

2004 | 2005

2004 | 2005

Control (60 kg N /fed.)

16.70116.83

19.14]19.74

3131275

54.19(50.99

38.75/38.86

10.85/10.09

11.62|11.85

448 | 4.58

10.18]/ 9.73

B0 kg Nfed. + Rhiz. (Seeq
dressing)

16.05|15.60

17.93|17.80

3.09|3.03

51.91(50.14

38.45|38.71

9.57 1 9.92

11.31{11.55

4.45 | 465

9.65 | 9.65

30 kg N/fed. + Rhiz. (2L.4 - 10
days / thin + 2L.If-squarinq

17.80{16.90

19.49/18.78

3161310

52.71/53.43

38.27)38.62

10.26]10.13

11.65/12.09

475458

9.75 110.00

tage).
Ekg Nffed. + Rhiz. (2L./f
uaring + 2L /f flowering stage).

19.13/18.70

23.56]122.14

320 (3.17

62.56)50.28

38.31(38.60

10.78/10.74

12.57|12.54

455 | 460

10.13] 9.08

kg Nffed. + Rhiz. (2L./f - 10
ays / thin + 2L/f- flowering
tage).

18.25]17.53

21.54]20.28

3.14(3.08

62.70(51.77

38.33/38.39

9.51 | 9.24

12.09|12.16

428|448

9.58 { 9.90

kg N/fed. + Rhiz.
Seed dressing)

17.13|16.52

18.65(18.24

3.35(3.04

52.0250.99

38.53{39.07

11.34{10.40

11.53(11.74

465 (465

9.85 | 9.90

5 kg Nifed. + Rhiz. (2L./f -~ 10
ays / thin + 2bL./f-squaring
tage).

18.48)18.00

22.25(21.18

3.3013.09

52.77149.54

38.43|39.23

10.98/10.05

12.35/12.24

475]465

9.90 |10.10

kg Nffed. + Rhiz. (2L.f
squaring + 2L./f flowering stage).

20.95]19.63

23.94/22.80

3.46 | 3.31

53.70|52.21

38.65]38.57

11.58/10.34

12.93|12.81

460|478

10.00|10.20

S kg N/ffed. + Rhiz. (2L./f - 10
ays / thin + 2L.A4- flowering
fage).

18.83{18.37

23.18]21.90

3321307

53.85(49.70

38.73(39.38

10.82|10.05

12.43]12.46

4.60 | 490

9.73 {10.00

L.S.D. at 5%

0.58 1 045

0.75]0.69

0.14]0.10

N.S.

N.S.

N.S. | N.S.

0.43]0.26

0.31]0.47

0171018

N.S. | N.S.
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The resuits obtained in Table (6) show that seed cotton yield / fed. was
significantly affected by Dbio-fertilization in both seasons, where
(Rhizobacterein) applications increased seed cotton yield / fed. by treatment
number (8) {45 kg N/fed. + Rhizo. (2 L./fed. squaring.) + 2 L./fed flowering
stage), it exceeded over the check by 11.3 % and 8.1 %, in 2004 and 200§,
respectively. These significant increases due to bio-fertilizer as compared to
uninoculation may be due to the excess of the organic matter content of the
experimental soil (Table 1). Also, to the role of these microorganisms in
increasing the N and K uptake which, promote photosynthesis and piant
development and consequently the productivity per unit area.

With regard to lint percentage, it can be found that bio-fertilizer treatments
had insignificant effects on this character in both seasons (Table 6).

Bio-fertilizer additions gave significant effects on earliness % in the first
season only. However, in the second season insignificant increase was
obtained from adding (Rhizobacterein). ’
Fiber properties:

The results obtained in Table (6), show that lint properties. Micronaire
reading was significantly affected by bio-fertilization in both seasons.
However, the effect on Pressley index was significant only in 2005 season.
The role of bio-fertilizer in increasing the plant phyto-hormons like 1AA, GAg
and CKs, which promote plant growth, cell division, break the apical
dominance, encourage the photosynthesis, (Said, 1998).

C- Net income / feddan:

The highest net income values / fed. were ottained from the commercial
bio-fertilizer (Rhizobacterein) applications as compared with a check (without
bio-fertilizer (Rhizobacterein) application) in both seasons as shown in Table
(7). Similar results were obtained by Hamissa et al. (2000) and El-Shazly and
Darwish (2001).

It can be noticed that using the application of Rhizobacterein as illustrated
in treatment (8) [45 kg N/fed. + Rhizo. (2 L./fed. squaring) + 2 L./fed.
flowering stage) gave the highest net income value / fed. as compared with
the control by an increase about 13.58, 25.66 %, over the check treatment in
2002 and 2005 respectively.

D- Chemical constituents of cotton leaves and seeds:
1- Total chlorophyll content.

Results presented in Table (8) show that all treatments led to significant
increase in chlorophyll content. It seems that these nutrients have a good
effect on the formation of leaf chlorophyll.

2- Carotinoids (mg / g):

Data presented in Table (8) show the effect of bio-fertilizer
“Rhizobacterein” on carotinoids. It obvious from data that Rhizobacterein
significantly increased carotinoids in all treatments.

3- Nitrogen content of cotton leaves:

Data in Table (8) indicate that nitrogen content of cotton leaves
significantly increased by hbio-fertilizer “Rhizobacterein” applications as
compared with the control, in this respect Haggag and Azzazy (1996) and
Hamissa ef a/. (2000) supported these obtained.
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Table (7) : Net income / fed. as affected by bio-fertilizer and Nitrogen fertilization during 2004 and 2005 growing

seasons.
ot 2004 2005 Nef income
' Seed cotton ffed.
Treatments costs / Seed cotton yield |Net income jield (Pounds) Net
'ed’d Yield [ NetIncome ! 'ed", 005 income /fed.
(Pounds) (kentars) Pounds (Pounds) | 2004 2 (Pounds)
Control (60 kg N /fed.) 117000 | 11.62 | 6972,00 | 5802.00 | 11.85 | 7702.50 | 6532.50
30 kg Nifed. + Rhiz. (Seed dressing) 111300 | 11.31 | 6786.00 | 5673.00 | 11.55 | 7507.50 | _6394.50
oY }‘&:‘f:ﬁn + s'f:'i‘ﬁ'*" f-10days/thin¥ 443800 | 1165 | 6990.00 | 585200 | 12.09 | 7858.50 | 6720.50
?Igv:gi:‘“::g ;)Rhiz' (2L./f-squaring + 2L/ 4438 09 | 1257 | 754200 | 6404.00 | 1254 | 8151.00 | 7013.00

0 kg N/fed. + Rhiz. (2L./f — 10 days / thin +
L./f- flowering stage). 1138.00 | 12.09 7254.00 6116.00 | 12.16 | 7904.00 6766.00

45 kg N/fed. + Rhiz. (Seed dressing) 1143.00 | 11.53 6918.00 5775.00 | 11.74 | 7631.00 6488.00

{5 kg N/fed. + Rhiz. (2L./f - 10 days / thin +
L /f-squaing stage). 1168.00 | 12.35 7410.00 6242.00 | 12.24 | 7956.00 6788.00

45 kg N/fed. + Rhiz. (2L./f-squaring + 2L./f

Nowering stage). 1168.00 | 12.93 7758.00 6590.00 | 12.81 | 8326.50 8208.50

45 kg N/fed. + Rhiz. (2L./f — 10 days / thin +

LJf- flowering stage). 1168.00 | 12.43 7458.00 6200.00 | 12.46 | 8089.00 6931.00

Price of bio-fertilizer spray used / fed =7 Pounds. Labour fertilization costs / fed. =§0 Pounds
Price of bio-fertilizer used / fed =3 Pounds. Other mineral practices costs / fed. = 1000 pounds
Price of N fertilizer 30 kg N / fed = 60 Pounds. Price of seed cotton yield (kentar) in 2002 season =600 Pounds
Price of N fertilizer 45 kg N / fed = 80 Pounds. Price of seed cotton yield {(kentar)in 2006 season = 650 pounds.

Price of N fertilizer 60 kg N/ fed = 120 Pounds.

‘9 eeues ‘Ajeqgso
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Table (8) : Effect of Bio-fertilizer and nitrogen fertilization on some chemical constituents of cotton leaves and

seeds in 2005

Leaves Seeds
Treatments Chlorophyll Carotinoid | Nitrogen Oil Protein
a b Total (mg / gm) % % %

Control (80 kg N /fed.) 4.18 | 2.06 6.24 0.567 3.47 18.78 21.67
30 kg N/fed. + Rhiz. (Seed dressing) 409 | 233 6.42 0.592 3.50 18.80 21.88
gggg)leed. + Rhiz. (2L./f ~ 10 days / thin + 2L./f-squaring 476 | 215 711 0651 350 20.12 21.88
30 kg N/fed. + Rhiz. (2L /f-squaring + 2L./f flowering stage).| 4.88 | 2.84 7.72 0.926 4.33 20.86 27.08
Btoa ;g)N/fed. + Rhiz. (2L./f — 10 days / thin + 2L./f- flowering| 4.41 253 6.04 0.784 3.70 2018 23.12
U5 kg N/fed. + Rhiz. (Seed dressing) 424 | 227 6.51 0.620 4.00 20.07 25.00
i:tsa ;g) N/fed. + Rhiz. (2L./f — 10 days / thin + 2L./f-squaring 478 | 234 712 0.861 3.67 2025 22 94
45 kg N/fed. + Rhiz. (2L./f-squaring + 2L./f flowering stage).| 4.96 2.94 7.90 0.960 4.50 21.30 28.13
4t5a kg)N/fed‘ + Rhiz. (21../f - 10 days / thin + 2L./f- flowering 465 | 250 7.15 0.876 4.00 20.52 25 00
E.S.d. at 5% 0.17 { 0.13 0.17 0.31 0.24 0.51 0.99

9002 ‘@unf “(9) 1€ “MUn eanosuep “12S bY T
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4- Oil and protein percentage:

Data in Table (8) indicate that bio-fertilizer "Rhizobacterein” lead to
significant increase in seed oil and protein percentages. The increase in
cotton seeds oil and protein percentages might be due to the promoting effect
of these nutrients on the various chemical constituents of the seeds including
the oil and protein quantity.

Conclusion

Results obtained herein, clearly indicate a differential response to either
mineral or bio-fertilization. As for as seed cotton yieid / fed. is concerned, 45
kg N / fed. and applying bio-fertilizers was needed to obtain the highest yield.

Data of growth attributes support the view that certain imbalance was
created between the vegetative and fruiting growth as the increase of LAl and
caused noticeable decreases in both RGR and NAR by using these
treatments, which consequently resuited the highest yield per unit area.

The combination between the recommended N fertilizer rate (45 kg N /
fed.) and applying cotton plants with Rhizobacterein gave the highest net
income value / fed. as compared with other treatments.
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