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Effect of tillage depth and zinc fertilization on some productivity and
technological properties of cotton  (c.vAleppo-90).

ABSTRACT

The r¢search work was carried out during the growing seasons of 2008 and 2009 to
study the effdet of three tillage depths, viz. 0, 25 and 35 cm and three levels of zine sulfate
(ZnS04 .7 HyfD), viz,, 0,25, 50 kg / ha along with interactive effect between them on some
productivity and technological properties vis. (Seed index, fiber length, fiber elongation,
fiber strengthiand rate of ginning) . The study showed the following results:

1 - the two depths of tillage (25 and 35 cm) significantly increased the seed index as
compared to no-tillage and increased the rate of ginning and the technological
characteristics as compared to no-tillage but the increase was not significant although those
increases are of economically importance of cotton.

2 - Zinc fertilization at ( 25 and 50) kg\ha significantly increased the seed index as
compared to not adding and increased the rate of ginning and the technological
characteristics as compared to not adding, but the increase was not significant although
those increases are economic importance of cotton.

3 - The interactive effect between the two factors of this experiment gave only significant
difference in the seed index and has not been achieved in the other studied characteristics
but those increases are of economic importance of cotton.

Keywords: Cotton, deep plowing, zine, technological qualities.
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