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Fig. 1 Soil temperature contrast in different biodegradable

plastic film of cotton different growth stages
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Table 1 Effect of degradable plastic film on cotton yield and its components
43 WK bR B/ (B - hm ) BRI R /g Y K ke (kg )
Treatments Number Cotton boll number Cotton boll Lint percentage Yield of plot Yield
of harvest per plant weight
1 107115 8.09 5.50 42,19 93. 22 2010. 90 be
2 114015 8. 07 5.39 42,13 96. 85 2089. 20 a
3 113550 8.10 5. 34 42,13 95. 92 2069.10 a
4 109185 8.06 5.48 42.11 94. 14 2030. 70 be
5 109410 7.99 5.42 42.15 92.58 1997.10 ¢
6 107685 8.05 5. 46 42,11 92.4 1993. 20 be
7 109725 7.97 5.41 42,21 92.58 1996. 95 be
8 109350 8. 00 5.39 42,19 92. 22 1989. 30 ¢
9 109305 8.10 5.4 42,17 93. 46 2016. 15 be
CK 111990 7.96 5.48 42.15 95. 46 2059. 05 a

ARG TR R A AE 22 57 P 2 (P<<0. 05)

Different lowercases mean significant difference at 0. 05 level.
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