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Table 1 The effect of apricot-cotton intercropping on cotton yield and its components

®1 B REEXNRIESEREEERNZ

Jisi HUEATE () BRESER (A BR) K5y (%) T i (kg/ 667m”) B it 7 i (kg/ 667m?”)
Treatment Boll weight Boll number Lint percentage Yield of seed cotton Yield of lint cotton
1 2.544-0. 284E 1.10+0.4eD 29.445.2eD 492. 3i133g(; 144. 7i569F
2 3.03+0.11dE 1.7340. 6deCD 31.541.4¢deBCD 927. 0 192(gF G 292. 0E57fgER
3 3.040. 34dDE 1.8040.4deCD 30.720.5deCD 958. 3 2336fgEF G 294. 24 69¢fEF
4 3.79+0.54¢CD 2.23+0.4cdBCD 33.240. 6bedeBCD 1489. 44-387defDEF 494. 54 138efDEF
5 4.15£0. 37¢BC 2.77+0. 5hedABC 34.341. 5hedeABCD 2018. 6 510cdCDE 692.4+177deCDE
6 4.71%0. 16abABC 3.13740. 5abcABC 35.7740. 4abedABCD 2598.54507hcBCD 927.7192¢dBCD
7 4.93+0. 14aAB 3.5040. 3abAB 37.341.7abA 3036.04180abABC 1129.44132hAB
8 5.0740. 14aAB 3.5740.4abAB 37.140. 6abABC 3178.34271abABC 1179. 14+ 115hAB
9 5.2240.06aA 3.63£0. 2abAB 37.240.5abABC 3338. 1+ 174abAB 1241.8482 abAB
10 5.2940.03aA 3.7310.4abA 37.3741.2abABC 3474. 6+ 382ahAB 1296. 04 165abAB
11 4.89+0.23,AB 3.6010. 1abAB 35.972. 2abc ABCD 3097.241233bABC 1112. 04 106heABC
12 4.14+0.08heBC 2.23740.2¢dBCD 35.4740. 5hedABCD 1627. 14-199defDEF 576. 0= 64efDEF
CK 5.3740.03aA 4.0+£0. 3aA 40.540. 1A 3776.2+1373A 1529.4460aA

TS BEE T ES AR/NGFER p<<0.05 257 KF, REKEFN p<0.01 257K,
Note : According to one way ANOVA., different small letters show difference at P<<0.05 level and different capital letters show difference at P<<0.01level -
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Fig-1 The effect of apricot-cotton intercropping on fiber quality of cotton
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Fig-2 The effect of apricot=cotton intercropping on yellowness and reflectivity
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Fig-3 The effect of apricot-cotton intercropping on micronaire value and spinning index
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Effect of apricot-cotton intercropping system on fiber quality and yield of cotton

ZHAO Guang‘leil’z, CHEN Yao‘feng196 » WAN Qun‘fangz, ZHANG Yu‘dongl7
CHEN Rui*pingg, CAO Chun-bao’
(1. Northwest ASF University » Yangling, Shaanxi 712100, China:
2. Daxinganling Academy of Agriculture and Forestry, Jiagedagi> Heilongjiang 165000, China;
3. Agricultural Technical Extension Center, Luntai, Xinjiang 841600, China)

Abstract . With the ingle cropping of cotton as CK, the effect of apricot-cotton intercropping on fiber quality charac-
teristics and yield of cotton around Tarim Basin was studied - The results showed that the trend of changes in the yield and
its components of cotton was in partial distribution tendency in the apricot-cotton intercropping system, which were lower
than those in CK. In apricot-cotton intercropping the strength: elongation and Micronaire value of cotton were signifi-
cantly reduced, but the fiber length, uniformity, yellowness and CSP of cotton increased obviously in some areas but re-
duced in others- The experiment showed that the apricot-cotton intercropping had great effect on fiber quality and yield of
cotton -

Keywords : apricotcotton intercropping; cotton; yield; fiber quality



