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Table 1. Analysis of variance for response of cotton cultivars to topping and pix hormone

a4 ﬁﬁtu:)l 0)s8 U8 Jsl o > Ses (ﬁj}ﬁ}ﬂ.@f— u:‘}‘)f’ﬁ“‘ s Ses als a3 Shee 3393

-{(Gossypium hirsutum L.) az o1 257,

@37 Ul
df Plant Boll weight First picking Second picking Total yield Lint Cotton seed Earliness
S.0.V. St o height yield yield yield yield
Replication FES 2 0.896 1.596 141927.083 820677.083 444375.000 0.622  436923.438 176.229
Variety (A) N 3 735.688"  1990.636" © 2330347.222" 70430.556™  575625.000 0.747°  143876.563"  572.95"
Topping and Pix (B) S5 S 3 9256.965"  178.338" " 2175625.000°  135416.667"  386458.330" 0.631°  419403.646™  397.586"
AxB S 5 S5 % ) 9 63354 154506 1912245370  384282.400™ 165000.000" 0.8117  418745.428™  231.623™
Error Ls 30 8.185 20.963 597760.417 474454.861 117986.110 0.204  354828.299 97.354
C.V. (%) S kS g5 > 13.38 11.37 15.18 28.26 21.42 11.56 21.41 22.12
* and ** : Significant at the 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively. 1Y 570 Jlazt o 53 15 ae o4t ST

ns: Not-significant s s e S
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Table 2. Mean comparison of some traits for cotton cultivars in response to topping and

pix
BNy o555 053 o S o Shes Sl S 0235 Aoy
230555 sl (S 55 0 8 5L8)
(S
Treatment Bolls First picking Lint yield Ear liness
weight (g)  yield (kg ha™) (kg ha™) (%)
Sahel ol
Control dals 116hi 3417bc 2483¢ 69.5¢
Pix (15DAF) 1125 3417bc 2565bc 69.4c
Pix (30DAF ) 1133 3867a 2407cd 75.4a
Topping (30DAF) 151a 3800a 2317de 76.5a
Varamin = :mely9
Control dals 115ij 3067c 2250e 61.7¢
Pix (15DAF) 114ij 2883c 2002f 57.7f
Pix (30DAF) 120fg 3233bc 2695ab 64.5de
Topping (30DAF) 122f 3083c 2175¢ 63.8de
Bakhteghan &
Control dals 114 2067e 1898i 53.0g
Pix (15DAF) 126¢ 3483b 1785g 73.1b
Pix (30DAF ) 138d 3000c 2475¢ 64.3de
Topping (30DAF) 139cd 3107¢c 1980f 66.5¢cd
Mehr 380

Control dals 118gh 2550d 1972f 61.5¢
Pix (15DAF) 142¢ 3933a 2403cd 76.4a
Pix (30DAF) 146bc 3767a 2708a 72.7bc
Topping (30DAF) 120fg 3900a 2265de 78.0a

Ui 20 Szl el 53 jl3(mn D5 JBlutm 0 ga 3T olal il 057 2 O 0S5 Bl (115 457 e s 52 3 ¢ gla SO

Il e

Means, in each column, followed by at least one letter in common are not significantly different at the
5% probability level-using Least Significant Difference Test.

DAF: Days after flowering.
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Fig. 2. Response of total lint yield of cotton cultivars to topping and pix

DAF: Days after flowering.
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