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ABSTRACT

The present study was carried out at Shandaweel Agricultural Research
Station during 2009 and 2010 seasons to study the effect of water stress and nitrogen
fertifization levels with boron foliar application on growth, seed cotton yield and its
components of Giza 80 (Gossypium barbadense L.). A split-plot design with four
replications was used. The main plots were assighed to water stress treatments
(irrigation every two weeks and three weeks). Nitrogen fertilization levels with boron
foliar application i.e., 60 kg Nffed, 80 kg N/fed + foliar spraying by boron (at budding
stage beginning), 60 kg Nffed + foliar spraying by boron (at flowering stage), 60 kg
Nffed + foliar spraying by boron (at budding stage beginning and flowering stage), 75
kg Nffed, 75 kg Nffed + foliar spraying by boron (at budding stage beginning), 75 kg
N/fed + foliar spraying by boron (at flowering stage) and 75 kg Nifed + foliar spraying
by boron (at budding stage beginning and flowering stage) were assigned in the sub-
plots. The results indicated that imigation every two weeks significantly increased plant
height at harvest, number of fruiting branches/plant, number of open boils/plant, boll
weight and seed cotton yield/plant in both seasons, while, days to first open boll, seed
cotton yieldffed, days to first flower appearance and location of first fruiting node (in
one season only). However, number of plants at harvest was not significantly affected
by water stress in both seasons. With respect to nitrogen fertilization levels and foliar
spraying with boron treatments, the resulis indicated thaf, plant height at harvest,
nurber of fruiting branches/plant and seed cotton yield/feddah were significantly
increased by 75 kg N/fed + foliar spraying by boron (at budding stage beginning and
flowering stage) in both seasons, while, boll weight (in 2009 season only), meanwhile,
bolt weight (in 2010 season only) by 75 kg N/fed + foliar spraying by boron (at budding
stage beginning}. However, number of open bolls/plant and seed cotton yield/plant (in
2009 season only) by 75 kg Nffed + foliar spraying by boron (at flowering stage),
while, number of open bolls/plant and seed cotton yield/plant (in 2010 season only) by
75 kg Nffed. Meanwhile, location of first fruiting node and number of plants at
harvest/fed were not affected by nitrogen fertilization levels + foliar spraying with
boron in both seasons. It could be concluded that using regular irrigation intervals
every two weeks along the whole plant life and nitrogen application 75 kg Nffed +
foliar spraying with boron (at budding stage beginning and flowering stage).

INTRODUCTION

Irrigation and fertilizers application are the most important aspects of
cotton production. In Egypt, the reduction of cotton yield is the first problem
facing the cofton producers, ‘possibly due to many factors such as water
supply, fertilizers application and pest control management. Several studies
were carried out in this field but the problem was more difficult because it
concerned with social and economic behavior of Egyptian farmers. Chaudhry
(1969) found that irrigation intervals (8, 15, 22 and 29 days) influenced plant
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height, numbers of branches/plant and node of the first sympodium, Gomaa
ef al, (1981) indicated that decreasing irrigation intervals. significantly
increased both boll number and weight, number of sympodia and seed cotton
yield. Guinn et al, (1981) indicated that water deficit decreased plant height
and number of branches per plant. Ali (1990) found that the irrigation every
15 days produced the highest seed cotton yield per feddan, number of open
bolls per plant and boll weight more than the irrigation every 10 or 20 days.
Radin et al, (1992) indicated that plant height, bolf weight and seed cotton
yield were significantly increased in favour of reducing irrigation intervals.
Ibrahim and Moftah (1997) indicated that plant height, numbers of branches
and bolls per plant were significantly decreased by extending .the irrigation
frequency intervais to 28 days, while, the position of first sympodium and
number of fruiting branches/plant were not significantly affected. EI-Shahawy
and Abd El-Malik (1999) found that the close irrigation intervals (every two
weeks) resulted in higher number of sympodia, number of open bolls, boll
weight and seed cotton yield. Final plant height reached its maxipum with the
intermediate interval (irrigation every three weeks). Close irrigation intervals
delayed maturation in terms of raising nodel position of the first sympodium.
El-Shahawy et al, (2000) found that irrigation intervals every two weeks
inceased plant height, number of sympodial branches, number of open
bolls/plant, boli weight and seed cotion yield. They added that node location
of the first sympodium was not affected by irrigation intervals. Ziadah et al.,
(2000) found that irrigation intervals 15/15 days during vegetative and fruiting
stages significantly increased plant height at harvest, number of fruiting
branches/plant, boll weight, number of open bolls/plant, seed cotton
yield/plant and seed cotton yield/fed in both seasons compared to the other
tested irrigation treatments. Ali (2002) found that plant height, number of
sympodium/plant, number of open bolls/plant, boll weight and_seed cotton
yield/plant and per feddan were significantly influenced by irrigation intervals
in favour of the close irrigation {every two weeks). Ei-Sayed (2005) and
Hamed (2007) found that irrigation every two weeks increased final plant
height, number of fruiting branches, number open bolls/plant, ball weight and
seed cotton yield/plant and per feddan, while, position of the first sympodium
was not affected by irrigation intervals. Nitroger-is an important factor limiting
plant growth. The response of cotton plants to nitrogen fertilization depends
mainly on soil fertility level and cotton variety. Therefore, it is suitable to apply
nitrogen fertilizer in an adequate amount necessary for plant nutrition to
produce higher yield with good quality. Several studies were carried out in
this respect, Darwish et al, (1995), Abdei-Malik and El-Shahawi (1999),
Darwish {(2001), Hamed (2002), Saleh ef al, (2004), El-Sayed and El-
Menshawi (2005), El-Hindi ef al., (2006}, Hamed (2008) and El-Sayed (2011)
t found that plant height at harvest and number of fruiting branches/plant
significantly increased by nitrogen application. While, Abdel-Malik and El-
Shahawi (1999), Ali and El-Sayed (2001), El-Sayed and El-Menshawi (2005},
Hamed (2006) and E!-Sayed (2011) found that first fruiting node, humber of
days to first flower appearance and number of days to first open boll
significantly increased by nitrogen appfication. Meanwhile, Hamissa et al,
(2000), Saleh et af, (2004}, El-Sayed and El-Menshawi (2005)- EI-Hindi et
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al., (2006), Hamed (2006} Ghaly et al., (2007), Mahdi (2007), lbrahim (2008),
El-Sayed {2011) and Rashidi and Gholami (2011) found that number of open
bolis/plant, boll weight, seed cotton yield/plant and per feddan were
significantly increased by nitrogen application.

Boron (B) is involved in the uptake and metabolism of Ca™ by the
plant and is essential for fruiting (Hearn, 1981}. A deficiency in B may cause
shedding of young bolls and deforming of flowers. In extreme cases the plant
is stunted the main stem and leaves are deformed (Hearn, 1981). Boron (B)
deficiency decreased leaf size and length of sympodial branches and hence
increased shedding of ovaries and buds of cotton (Pak, 1976). Boron (B)
shortages are usually found in alkaline soils with a pH of about 8 to 8.5
{Cardozier, 1857). El-Shazly, et al, (2003) found that two foliar feedings of
boron as boric acid (17% boron) at two levels i.e., 0.15 and 0.30% at each
spray significantly increased plant height in two seasons and number of
fruiting branches/plant in one season as compared with the control freatment.
Moreover, these treatments significantly increased seed cotton yield/plant
when the high level was used as compared with the control treatment. In
addition, the high level of boron significantly increased boll weight and seed
cotton yield/fed in two seasons as well as number of open bolls/plant in one
season as compared with the control. El-Masri, et al., (2005) found that two
foliar feeding of boron as boric acid (17% boron} at two levels ie., 0.15 and
0.030% at each spray significantly increased plant height at harvest, number
of fruiting branches/plant, boll weight, number of open bolls/plants, seed
cotton yield/plant as well as per fed in both seasons as compared with the
control treatment. Abd El-Aal, et al., (2007) found that plant height at harvest,
number of fruiting branches/plant number of open bolls/plant, boll weight,
seed cotton yield/plant and per feddan were significantly affected by foliar
spraying with boron and calcium in both seasons, while, number of plants at
harvest/fed (in 2005 season only). Meanwhile, position of first fruiting node
was not significantly affected by foliar spraying with boron and calcium in both
seasons. Rashidi and Gholami (2011) found that foliar allocation of boron
significantly increased boll number, boll weight, seed cotton yield and lint
yield. -

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Two field experiments were conducted at Shandaweel Agricuitural
Research Station, Sochag Governorate during 2009 and 2010 seasons. Using
Egyptian cotton cultivar Giza 90 (Gossypium barbadense L.). It is classified
as along staple variety grown in Upper Egypt which was developed from
across between Giza 83 and Dandara. The experimental design was split-plot
with four replications. The mairi plots were allocated for the water stress
treatments (irrigation every two weeks and three weeks), which resulted 11
and 8 number of irrigations in each season, while the sub-plots were
assigned for the nitrogen fertilization levels with boron foliar application i.e.,
60 kg Nifed, 60 kg Nffed + foliar spraying by boron (at budding stage
beginning), 60 kg N/fed + foliar spraying by boron (at flowering stage), 60 kg
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N/fed + foliar spraying by boron (at budding stage beginning--and flowering
stage), 75 kg Nifed, 75 kg N/fed + foliar spraying by boron (at budding stage
beginning), 75 kg N/fed + foliar spraying by boron (at flowering stage) and 75
kg Nffed + foliar spraying by boron (at buddmg stage beginning and flowering
stage). The sub-plots size was 17.55 m® (4.5 m length and 3.9 m width) and
included 6 ridges of 65 cm apart. Cotton seed were sown in Hills spaced 20
cm apart leaving two vigorous seedlings per hill at thinning 4ime. Nitrogen
fertilizer was added in bands and divided in two equal portiond, the first one
was applied of ten thinning just before the second irrigation akhd the second
part before the third irrigation. Other practices were done as retommended in
cotton production that is involved a basic dose of 150 kg 'calcmm super
phdsphate (15.5% P,0s) at land preparation besides 50 kg potassium
sulphate (48% K,O) per feddan before the fourth irrigation fop-all sub-plots.
Soil samples were taken in the iwo seasons before planting cotton to
estimate the soil characters using the standard methods as deseribed by
Chapman and Perker (1981). The results are shown in Table {1). Five
guarded hili (every hill contains two plants) were randomly chosen from the
three inner rows to study the following characters. .

Ta'dle (1): Mechanical and chemical analysis of soil samples at 0-30 cm
depth from the surface in 2009 and 2010 seasons. '

Soil characteristics 2009 ) 2010
Texture Clay loam Loam
[Calgium carbonate % 1.41 1.36
IOrganic matter % 0.984 1.02
H (1:2:5 suspension NPK} 7.25 R 7.30
Total N (ppm) 748 - 691
Available P (ppm) 9.65 8.75
Available B (ppm) 0.40 0.50
Cations mg/100gm soil : .
Cat+ 1.16 ' 1.20
Mg++ 0.85 ' 0.77
Na++ 0.67 ) 0.57
K+ 0.30 - 0.20
Table (2): Number of irrigation over all the growing seasons.
Irrigation intervals 2 weeks 3 weeks
Number of irrigation 11 8

A- Plant growth: final plant hight at harvest in cm and number of fruiting
branches/plant.

B- Earliness measurements: location of first fruiting node, number of days
fromn planting to first flower, number of days to the first operr boll.

C- Yield and yield components: number of open bolls/plant, -bolt weight in
grams, seed cotion yield/plant in grams, number of prantfeddan at
harvest in thousand and seed cotton yield in kentars/fed. Seed cotton
yvield/plot in kilograms was recorded and transformed to kentars/fed (one
"kentar = 157.5 kg). Statistical analysis was performed’ according to
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Snedecor and Cochran (1981) and means were compared by the L.S.D.
at 5% level. -

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A- Growth and earliness traits:.

The resuits in Tables (3, 4, 5, 6 and 7) show that plant height at
harvest and number of fruiting branches/plant increased significantly as
irrigation intervals decreased in both seasons, while, days to first open
holls/plant {in 2010 seasons only). Meanwhile, days to first flower appearance
and location of first fruiting node (in 2009 season only). The irrigation every
two weeks intervals gave the tallest plants due to higher node number. The
reverse trend was detected with prolonging irrigation intervals up to three
weeks intervals. These results may be due to the sufficient water irrigation
supply which was necessary to provide the cotton plants with its requirement
of water to activate vital processes such as metabolism which reflected on
growth and earliness. Similar results were obtained by Chandhry (1969),
Gomaa et al, (1981, Guinn et al, {1981), Radin et al, {1992), Ibrahim and
Moftah (1997), E-Shahawy and Abd El-Malik (1999), El-Shahawy et al.,
(2000}, Ziadah et al., (2000), Al (2002), El-Sayed (2005) and Hamed (2007).
With respect to nitrogen fertilization levels and foliar spray with boron,the data
show that plant height at harvést and number of fruiting branches/plant
significantly increased by increasing nitrogen fertilizer level and boron up to
75 kg Nifed + foliar spraying by boron (at budding stage beginning and
flowering stage) in both seasons. While, days to first open boll and days to
first open boll significantly increased due to applying 75 kg Nffed + foliar
spraying by boron (at flowering stage) in both seasons. Such results may be
attributed to the role of N fertilizer level with boron on plant metabolism
consequently enhancing growth habits. These resulis are agreement with
those obtained by Darwish ef al, (1995), Abdel-Malak and El-Shahawi
{1999), Darwish (2001}, Hamed (2002), El-Shazly et al,, (2003), Saleh et al.,
(2004), El-Masri ef al,, (2005), El-Sayed and El-Menshawi (2006), El-Hindi et
al., {2008}, Abd El-Aal et al, (2007) and El-Sayed (2011). found that plant
height at harvest and number of fruiting branches/plant significantly increased
by nitrogen application. While, Abdel-MalAk and El-Shahawi (1999), Ali and
El-Sayed (2001), El-Sayed and:El-Menshawi (2005}, Hamed (2006) and El-
Sayed (2011). The interaction between water stress (irrigation intervals) and
nitrogen fertilizer level with boron significantly affected plant height at harvest,
number of fruiting branches/plant and days of first open bolls/plant in both
seasons. While, days of first flower (in 2009 season only). Meanwhile,
location of first fruiting node was not significantly affected in both seasons.
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Table (3): Effect of water stress (irrigation intervals), nitrogen fertilizer
levels with boron foliar application and their interaction on
plant height at harvest in 2009 and 2010 seasons,

. B 2009 season 2010 season
Fert"'zam’('é;reah"e"ts Irrigation intervals(A)] . irrigation infervals(A}] pa-
2weeks | 3 weeks 2weeks | 3 weeks
0 kg NAed 172.25 141.50 156.87 151.75 152.50 152.12

kg Nffed+ boron foli .
raying at budding stag 174.75 153.00 | 163.87 | 150.25 15725 | 153.75
bginning ' .-
kg Nffed+ boron foli{
raying at flowering stage
kg WN#ed+ boron foq
raying at budding stag
iginning and flowering stage
kg Nifed 170.50 142.50 | 156.50 | 1863.50 14500 | 154.25
kg Nffed+ boron folid )
raying at budding stag 17575 148.50 | 162.12 | 156.25 14425 . 150.25
rginning
75 kg Nifed+ boron folif
raying at flowering stage
kg NfHed+ boron foli -
raying at budding stagd 178.25 152.25 | 165.25 | 158.00 15425 | 156.12
ginning and ﬂoyvering stage

174.75 140.00 | 157.37 | 148.25 14775 | 148.00

166.5 14450 | 155.50 | 159.00 146.25 | 152.62

179.00 137.00 | 168.00 [ 155.00 152.50 | 156.75

Mean 173.97 144.91 155.75 149.97

LSD q0s A * - *
3.01 0.53

ﬁa 4.26 015

Table (4): Effect of water stress (irrigation intervals}, nitrogen fertilizer
levels with boron foliar application and their interaction on
number of fruiting branches/plant in 2009 and 2010

sSeasons. )
2009 season 2010 season
Fertilization treatments (B} rrigation intervals{A Irrigation intervals({A)
Mean Mean
2 weeks [3 weeks 2 weeks | 3 weeks
60 kg Nifed 23.35 19.00 | 21.17 21.70 23.35 22.52

60 kg NHAed+ boron foli -
spraying at budding sta% 22.75 2120 | 21,97 24,65 20.75 22.70
beginning

60 kg. Nfed+ boron folif

spraying at flowering stage
60 kg Nffed+ boron foli -
spraying al budding stag 21.45 2060 | 21.02 21.85 23.60 22.72
beginning and flowering stage - -
75 kg Nited 22.50 20.90 | 21.70 22.90 23.40 23.15
75 kg NAed+ boron foli
spraying at budding staé 2410 2010 | 2210 21.85 21.80 21.87
beginning )
75 kg Nied+ boron foli .

spraying at flowering stage 24.00 1915 | 21.57 24.65 21.80 23.22 |
75 kg Nffed+ boron foli
spraying at budding stag 23.35 23.15 | 23.25 2515 24.4%5 2480
beginning and flowering stage

24.10 2045 | 22.57 2205 20.00 21.02

Mean 23.20 | 20.57 2311 22.40

LSDoos A ~ R =

B 1.07 T 0.88
B 1.52 1.24
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Table (5): Effect of application and their interaction on location of first
fruiting node in 2009 and 2010 water stress (irrigation
intervals), nitrogen fertilizer levels with boron foliar seasons.

2009 season 2010 season
Fertilization treatments (B) |Irrigation intervals{A) | groo i;:;'gaatli:(g) Mean
2 weeks | 3 weeks 2 weeks [3 weeks
0 kg Mifed .87 6.75 7.21 7.60 6.95 7.27
0 kg Nied+ boron foliaf :
praying at budding staget 7.45 7.52 7.49 6.80 7.75 7.27
inning .
0 kg Nfed+ boron foliar -
Vs at flowerin stage 765 7.10 7.37 7.50 760 | 755
0 kg Nifed+ ron fofias Ny
praying at budding stag 7.52 7.07 7.30 7.40 7.15 7.27
beginning and flowering stage
(75 kq Nifed 7.62 7.10 7.36 7.10 6.90 7.00
5 kg NHed+ boron folia
praying at budding stagel 7.50 7.35 7.42 7.90 7.20 7.55
inning .
5 kg Niffed+ boron Jolial
v at flowering stage 762 7.47 7.55 7.50 655 | 7.02
g + boron  foliaf
praying at budding stage 7.97 7.35 7.66 6.65 7.50 7.07
inning and flowering stage
763 7.22 7.31 7.20
* NS
NS NS
NS NS

Table {6): Effect of water stress (irrigation intervals}, nitrogen fertilizer
levels with boron foliar application and their interaction on
days to first flower appearance in 2009 and 2010 seasons.

e 2009 season 2010 season
Fertilization treatments frrigation Intervals{A Mean Irrigation intervals(A Mean
2weeks | 3 weeks 2 weeks | Iweeks
0 kg Nifed 85.55 79.60 82.57 79.12 §1.40 80.26
0 kg Nffed+ boron folia
praying at budding stagel 8585 | 8095 83.40 74 80 76.75 75.77
eginning_ .

0 kg Nied+ boron foliad
raying at flowering stage
0 kg Nffed+ boron fola .
praying at budding stag :

?ginning and flowering 82.30 . 79.70 81.00 78.65 75.90 77.27
age
5 kg NAed 85.95 81.75 B83.85 /835 §1.30 79.32

75 kg Nited+ boron foliar A
praying at budding stag 84.65 . 80.65 82.65 79.35 77.00 78.17
eginning

ES kg Nffed+ boron foliarl
praying at flowering stage
5 kg N/ed+ boron fcﬂ@
praying at budding stag

83.25 82.45 8285 78.75 74.55 76.65

8835 _| 8225 85.30 81.60 80.69 81.12

Cginning . and  flowering 8300 | 8315 | 83.07 | 78.40 76.45 | 7742
tage

Mean 84.86 81.31 78.63 78.00

LSD 0,05 A ) * N§

'E : 2.29 0.50
B ) NS 0.71
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Table (7): Effect of water stress (irrigation intervals), nitrogen fertilizer
levels with boron foliar application and their intéraction on

days yo first open boll/plant in 2009 and 2010 seasons.
2009 season 2010 s&ason

Fertilization treatments (B) [Irrigation intervals({A) ¥rigation intervals{A
2 weeks | 3 weeks Mean q%veeks 3 weeks Mean
60 kg Nffed 136.47 139.30 [ 137.89 | 126.95 | 13490 | 130.82

60 kg NHed+ boron folia :
praying at budding stagé 138.05 139.85 | 138.95 | 129.25 | 12880 | 129.12
inning )
0 kg Nfed+ boron foliar
spraying at flowering stage
60 kg MNffed+ boron folia
spraying at budding slaget 13510 134,10 | 134,60 | 132,75 | 137.00 | 134.97
beginning and flowering stage
75 kg Nifed 132.65 138.05 | 138.85| 13630 | 12850 | 132.40
75 kg Nffed+ boron foliar| :
%ﬁyinq at budding stage| 14065 13620 | 138421 137.35 | 13240 | 134.87

137.10 142.90 | 14000 | 14015 |} 131.85 | 136.00

inning 4
5 kg Nffed+ boron folian
praying at flowering stage
5 kg NHed+ boron foliar
praying at budding stagel 137.75 140.00 | 138.87 | 13260 § 12985 | 131.12
cinning and flowering stage

143.90 136.50 | 140.20 | 137.15 | 13560 | 136.40

Mean 138.58 138.36 134.09 | 132.32
SD 0.05 A NS *
0.94 - 0.59
B 1.33 0.84

B- Yield and yield components: X

The results in Tables (8, 9, 10, 11 and 12) show that number of open
bolls/plant, boll weight and seed cotton yield/plant significantly -affected by
irrigation intervals,in favour of irrigation every two weeks in both seasons,
while, seed cotton yield/fed (in 2010 seasons only}. These results could be
ascribed on the bases that plants grown with sufficient water supply
produced, higher fruiting branches and higher fruiting forms. Similar results
were oblained by Gomaa et al, (1981, Guinn et al, (1981), Ali {1990), EI-
Shahawy and Abd El-Malik (1999), El-Shahawy et al, (2000), Zladah et al,
(2000), Ali (2002), El-Sayed (2005) and Hamed (2007). However, number of
plants at harvest/fed was not affectred by irrigation intervals in both seasons.
With respect to nitrogen fertilization levels and foliar spray with boron, seed
cotton yield/fed significantly increased by increasing nitrogen fertitizer level
and boron up to 75 kg Nffed + foliar spraying by boron (at budding stage
beginning and flowering stage) in both seasons. While, boll weight (in 2009
season only) by 75 kg Nffed + foliar spraying by boron (at budding stage
beginning). However, number of open bills/plant and seed cotton yield/plant
{in 2009 season only} 75 kg Nffed + foliar spraying by boron (at flowering
stage). While, number of open bolls/plant and seed cotton yield/pitant (in 2010
season only) by 75 kg N/fed. These results might be explained @n the basis
that increasing nitrogen levels up to 75 kg N/fed with boron spraying gave
cotton plants its requirements from nitrogen which provide the formed bolis
with its requirements, resulting in more setting of bolls and decreased the
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shedding of fruiting organs/plant which reflected on seed cotion yield/plant
and per feddan. Similar results were concluded by Sawan et al, (1997},
Howard ef al, (2000), Hamissa et al, {2000), Darwish (2001}, Soomro et al.,
(2001), El-Shazly et al, (2003), Saleh et al., (2004), El-Sayed and El-
Menshawi (2005), E}-Hindi et al, (2006), Hamed (2008), Abd El-Aal et al.,
(2007), Abid et al., (2007), Ghaly et al., (2007), Mahdi (2007), Jbrahim (2008},
Ali et al., (2011} and Rashidi and Gholami (2011). While, number of plants at
harvest/fed was not significantly affected in both seasons. The interaction
between water stress (irrigation intervals) and nitrogen fertilizer level with
boron significantly affected plant height at harvest, number of fruiting
branches/plant, days to first open boli, boll weight, number of open bolls/plant
and seed cotton yield/plant in both seasons ,days to first flower and seed
cotton yield/fed in one season only. However, location of first fruiting node
and number of plants at harvest/fed were not significantly affected in both
seasons. |t could be concluded that using reguiar irrigation interval every two
weeks along the whole plant life and using wnitrogen at the rate of 75 kg Nffed
+ foliar spraying by boron (at budding stage beginning and flowering stage),
to obtain high yield under Shandaweel location.

Table (8): Effect of water stress (irrigation intervals), nitfogen fertilizer
levels with boron foliar application and their interaction on
number of open bolls/plant in 2009 and 2010 seasons.

2009 season 2010 season
P Irrigation Irrigation
Fertilization treatments (B) intervals{A} Mean intervals{A) Mean
2 weeks |3 weeks 2weeks |3 weeks
kg Nifed 17.55 | 1210 | 14.82 | 1495 | 11.15 13.05

kg Nifed+ boron foliar spraying
ding stage beginning 15.95 | 1585 { 15.90 | 17.70 | 14.10 15.90
kg Nifed+ boron foliar spraying

vering slage 1475 | 16.10 } 1542 | 1505 | 13.60 14.32

kg Nifed+ boron foliar spraying
tiding stage beginning and ﬂoweriq 17.49 | 13.50 | 1549 ) 1425 | 1225 13.25

ge

kg Nifed 16.35 | 1295 | 14.65 | 17.35 | 14.75 16.05
kg Nifed+ boron foliar spraying

ding stage beginnin 18.35 | 1245 | 1540 | 1480 [ 12.40 13.60
kg Nifed+ boron foliar spraying

ering stage 18.78 | 1415 | 1646 | 16.15 | 11.87 14.01

kg N/fed+ boron foliar spraying
ding stage beginning and ﬂoweri1 12.80 | 16.05 14.42 1595 | 15.15 15.55
ge

ean 16.50 14.14 15.77 13.16

LSD 005 A * *
B 0.61 0.79
B 0.86 1.12
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Table (9): Effect of water stress.(irrigation intervals), nitrogen fertilizer
fevels with boron foliar application and their interaction on
boll weigﬂ (gm) in 2009 and 2010 seasons.

2099 season 2010 season
Fertilization treatments (B} | Irrigation intervals(A rrigation intervais(A
2weeks | 3 weeks Mean 2 weeks 3WB€|‘(S Mean
kg Nifed 1.66 1.59 1.62 1.57 1.64 1.61
B0 kg NHed+ boron folia -
praying at budding stag 176 [z 1.77 1.77 1.78 1.62 1.70
0 kg WNffed+ boron foliard i _
raying at flowering stage 184 | 173 |17 161 | 155 1.58
0 kg Nffed+ boron foliar
praying at budding stagd 1.68 1.54 1.60 1.04 1.48 1.71
inning and flowering stage -
5 kg Nifed” 1.64 1.93 1.79 1.81 1.74 177
5 kg WNffed+ boron folian
Egraying at budding stagel 2.08 - 1.63 1.85 2.04 1.57 1.80
rginning .
-+
gra:iig ;“ff‘:{;’weﬁ':;“;’;gfe""a'ﬂ 1.86 180 | 1.83 | 184 | 150 | 167
5 kg- Nffed+ boron foliay '
praying at budding stagel 207 182 1.94 1.79 1.52 1.65
ginning and flowering stage . ]
an 1.82 =173 1.80 1.58
B < 0.06 NS
AB 0.06 0.26

Table (10): Effect of water stress-(irrigation intervals), nitrogen fertilizer
fevels with boron foliar application and their interaction on
seed cotton vield (gm/plant) in 2009 and 2010 seasons.

N 2009 season 2010 season
Fertilization treatments |7 o r o intervais(A) irrigation intervais(A
{B}) Mean Mean
2 weeks [ 3 weeks 2weeks | 3 weeks
60 kg N/fed 29.09 19.22 24.16 23.50 18.32 20.91
K0 kg NfAed+ boron folia .
spraying at budding stage{ 28.16 - 28.02 28.09 31.49 22.51 27.00
beginning 5
B0 kg Nfed+ boron folial 57 47 | 5794 | 2756 | 2435 | 2104 | 2270
spraying at flowering stage
0 kg Nffed+ boron foliai R
praying at budding slage g 14 J076 | 2495 | 2772 18.08 | 22.90
ginning and flowerin o
tage T
5 kg Nifed 26.89 25.07 25.98 31.39 25.64 28.52
5 &g Nffed+ boron folia .
praying at budding stage{ 38.11 2097 28.54 30.20 19.60 24.90
innin )
5 kg Nffed+ boron foliar) 4, o7 2547 | 30.20 | 2957 17.94 | 23.76
praying at flowering stage
5 kg Nffed+ boron folian -
praying at budding stage 5 9
eginning and flowering 26.49 ;29.29 27.88 28.49 2.89 256
29.99 -24.59 28.34 20.75
SD 005 A *
1.42 2.77
2.01 3.92
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Table (11): Effect of water stress (irrigation intervals), nitrogen fertilizer
levels with boron foliar application and their interaction on
seed cotton yield (kentarffed) in 2009 and 2010 seasons.

. . 2009 season 2010 season
Femllzam)(lé;reahnents Irrigation intervais(A) Mean irrigation intervals{A) Mean
2weeks | 3 weeks 2weeks | 3 weeks

B0 kg Nffed 6.54 4.39 5.52 4.97 _359 4.28
0 kg Nffed+ boron foliad :

praying at budding stage| 4.82 5.69 5.26 5.98 4.71 5.34

inning i

0 kg Nffed+ bhoron folia

praying at flowering stage | 489 6.55 5.72 5.09 4.72 4.91
0 kg Nifed+ boron folia

praying at budding stag

eginning and flowerin 5.11 5.09 5.60 497 3.77 4.37
5 kg Nffed 5.17 5.50 5.34 5.26 4.29 4.78
5 kg Nifed+ boron foliay

praying at budding stage| 6.44 5.85 6.15 485 3.92 4.39

ginning

5 kg Nifed+ boron foliag

oraying at flowering stage | 592 459 5.26 501 4.24 4.62
5 kg Nifed+ boron foliaf

praying at budding stag :

eginning and flowerin 6.77 6.02 6.40 5.64 524 5.44
tage

ean 5.72 5.59 5.22 4.31
LSDoos A NS >
B 0.55 0.71
IAB 0.78 NS

Table (12): Effect of water stress (irrigation intervals), nitrogen fertilizer
levels with boron foliar application and their interaction on
number of plants at harvest(1000 plant/fed) in 2009 and 2010

seasons.
2009 season 2010 season
e Irrigation Irrigation
Fertilization treatments (B) intervals(A} | Mean | intervals(A} | Mean
2 weeks |3 weeks 2weeks | 3 weeks
0 kg Nifed 4564 46.14 45.89 4495 1.44.45 44.70
0 kg N/fed+ boron foliar sprayin -
E)udding stage beginning g‘ 4567 45.85 45.76 44 .36 44 62 44,49
0 kg N/fed+ boron foliar sprayin
Et flowering stage 4573 | 4617 | 45.85 | 4415 | 44.89 | 44.52
0 kg N/fed+ boron foliar spraying|
t budding stage beginning ancﬂ 4576 | 46.30 | 46.03 | 44.95 | 44.41 44.68
owering stage .
5 kg Nifed 45.99 46.23 46.11 [~ 44.98 | -44.95 44 .96
5 kg Nffed+ boron foliar sprayin :
lat budding stage beginning 4612 | 46.10 | 46141 | 4558 | 4615 | 4586
5 kg N/fed+ boron foliar spraying)
t flowering stage 46.22 45.58 45.90 44.76 4512 44 94
5 kg Nifed+ boron foliar spraying
t budding stage beginning and| 46.51 46.06 42.28 | 4518 | 4419 44.68
owering stage
ean 4595 46.05 44 .86 44.85
LSD p0s A NS NS
B NS NS
lAB NS NS
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