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Abstract: Selected suitable early or mid-ripening cotton varieties to enhance high yield and strong stress resistance of
cotton in the surrounding areas of Silhe Prefecture of Uzbekistan, and increased benefits for local cotton farmers. On the
base of the characteristics of the same latitude and similar climatic and geographical conditions between southern
Xinjiang and Uzbekistan, 10 excellent cotton varieties were selected which were planted in large areas of Xinjiang, the
experiment was carried out in order to selected excellent cotton varieties to plant under the same ecological conditions in
Uzbekistan. The results showed that three cotton varieties, such as Zhongmian Suo Pu cotton, Ao cotton and Zhongmian
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Suo 49, which were higher the seedling rate than CK. The plant height of H3 was the highest, the initial height of fruit
branch was the lowest, the leaf age and fruit branch number of Zhongmian Pu were the maximum, the lodging rate of
Tahe No. 3 was the maximum, and the CK of the leaf age and fruit branch number was the lowest. Compared with the
CK, it was height of the boll count, boll weight and yield to all the experiment cotton varieties. Most of the quality
parameters such as length, specific strength, uniformity, elongation, short fiber index and maturity index were better than
CK. Zhongmian Suo Pu had the highest grain yield and benefit rate, and which was 55.6% higher yield and 5.7% benefit
rate than the CK. Ao cotton had the higher grain yield and benefit rate, and which was 44.7% higher yield and 2.9%
benefit rate than the CK. Zhongmian Suo 49 had the higher grain yield and benefit rate, and which was 43.4% higher
yield and 2.6% benefit rate than the CK. The experimental results provide a theoretical basis for the further promotion of

Xinjiang cotton varieties in Uzbekistan.

Keywords: Uzbekistan; Cotton; Variety; Screening and Evaluation

158

1528 59 v W HE RN R A R N BRI, Rk e
HETM, RRBPERLA, EYE=EIEX,
folk F A 2850 Ji ki, A AxERE 1 63%. HHK
BeHHhZ) 450 JI AL, %9120 Ji AWM EEY, 4

117 3 A BUMHEARAE , £ 102 7523 BUMHE BRI KR [1-3].

5 e [ 7 8 ) SR ) KR T SR X, TR R
PABRFILE T S S AT, B 3 & R SR,
FERURAE 4800C, ARAEVIFIAHE, MfEFAE L A SR
Pk, PRAE AV PR IR 40%, %% ] v i dE Rt R
FRFERBE AN KMt 1, 2017 S22 F A4 293
JIWE, FZA 80 M, Mo 70% M TR EINT, HAH
[1[4-6]. 15 B AT TR R R S, BARRRASE
2, WS e R, (R, B K
L5 TR A I AR T 9B [7-9] .t 2 A B N [ 5K
i —EBUR, BS 5e“ P e R, 5
HEH X [ KB5S A E H S [10-11]. HraRiER
L2 BRI BRI O X, 5 M X AR AT
SAEAHIE . AEVIRE L. RUAARE, G XA 38E. I
A FARZEH BN TER, Hrifk BAEBERR
S G2 WA W, 280 T HE R TR
RURAVEDHT AR SOoRVaHET™ TAE . MifEe 2t 3= 2
MEGHEW 2 —, HEMER &R, LI = &
JR ARG S PP R AR RS S, PR, A
FHZRAR, (HI JE K[12]. 2022 4655 3R BRRLERE
TEZ 28 5 T S HERE T 10 MHRAEM Rl XF5IRP )
MAEHT R T =/ PURTE. LRSI TSR I,
AEF SR A RRIE . Butk PP ESERRR, Wi
396 30 LA 2 %% ) o 30 HE R R M RS A R A

http://www.agrforestry.com

DHRAERTE R B PURTELS . PUERPESR AL R
AR AR Y, P AR S e . DRI, AR [T
JE S EFRRAVEN AT I 5wy, X A S A BAT
EE .

2 MBS A

2.1 R A E I

2022 AFRES BETE S 240 v B H 85 /R T S K R Vi
el X & bR A& B A PR T EA FEDI /R TEH, W5 H
HiA-FH, Yo+, ph {H 6.6, S &8 1.725 1.9g/kg,
REJIHEE, AR ORRAE, Bt R, FEH-PEE
5] ARG Hh R 455m, T 3 i H IR ZEZ) 18T,
BIEH AR ZEY) 84T, FFIRIE 14.6C, 411 H
10T LA EFRIE 4600-4800C, PF/KE 280-380mm,
T 205-245 K,

2.2 Bl PRI Rk

18 AE B BB K T R R AL 0 O S5 MR A6 A R b ki T 7
B, PRRAT 49 5. PARAT 92, MR, AW 35, 1
7% 6638, 1 8031. FH4. D14-11. H3 it 10 AN G Fd
il 20 AREE S Rh, DAY R S R I LB 0o R

2.3 AWt
RIS XA, 3 /NER, 10 45| R

F 76cm FI25478R, 7Tm BRER , B1695 B 12538 1£/666.7m?,
ANXTEIFH 666.7mP, %F HE i iR A 90em FISEATRE, 7



10 Mrte &5 SRramOUsiamn i (e S 2% e i) S IR e R PP o

cm HkEH, LG 10587 bR666.7m, A EBSICH 77

2.4 HEIHE

BEASPIIE 3 AN, B RUE @ REE 10
TEFEE SRR AR DO B i« 08 L SRE IR L SR 2K [13].
PSR, AR AT (19%666.7m°) FRAEN, Uk
PREL BR BE, IMEE[L4]. ERTEA KA
BRIFE R A MEEH. B, MR, et
%5 [15-16] -

2.5 HEEH

RN ey s A, B LS %, AR E
Ky 380m° /666.7m?, FEFTHEAL, AL 2 M, SR
2% 5kg/666.7m?, EALAHIE 10kg/666.7m?. A F WL it FR
2 33kg/666.7m%, TR A4 22kg/666.7m°, /Kt
A E AR 10 IR, RS 7-9 KK 1 9Kk, 4Kk 25-50m°
1666.7m%, K EEAE 450m° /666.7m2. X A SR G I%

80
70
60

it s0
]

$40
% 30

20
10

Flt, 4 ATHEFOH LA TR B 26458, NI, R ANiAVAvE,
FRAEA B IRISEREE 4 VR, 437Kk 90m® /666.7m?, M EEK
ELAE 450m° 1666.7m°, JEAEAE 7k Sk S AR, I8
JIE 3 St R e %5 45kg/666.7m?, 1 R4S 30kg/666.7m?,
LA 30kg/666.7m?, LB 3 VX, AEIR 35kg/666.7m’,
ForR I L U, AR 2 K, BEAK VT .

3 RRERE T

3.1 N[ Fh R A

ANE) b P RS L L 1. B 1 AT, BT R
[ H B R R 70%, X H RN 50%, HE
PR T R, 69%, LG BURE AT 49
5, 50%LL E, ¥R oAt SRR H G SR AR L
40-50% [a], TR, Jrh D14-11 A1 H3 H i3 5
%, 40%LL K.

K1 AR R R

3.2 AR AR Z AR R PTE EHr

FH () S A AR 45 SRVE LR 1. R 1 nl%, H3 M
B, 95cm, FLUCAHT 8031, B4 3 5 Al D14-11 5,
PRE$A7E 90m A b, SAAEARAIGT IR, 72cm. i
Wi /NFERTIR, 14 Fr, FHUUZBAR. P52 6638, H
HRPT 92 A1 D14-11, H7E 15-17 Fro BEHR /M ZENT

M, 104y, UG, 1922 6638, HARHT 92, 433
B 11N 12 A4 124 RBE Y S /MR A2 H3, 16em,

HRETHFT 92, 16.5ecm. M R EH R Z £+
FRFTRFEERR, 0908 19 B 15 A, HIAER 7T,
& 3 SRR E A, 5%, HIRET 8031, A
1% AR PR AR KA BRI .

http://www.agrforestry.com



gl SRl 2024, 3(1): 8-13 11

® 1 s MR SRR &R

A & (ecm) % (B B (D) BESETE (cm) | BIRE (%)
HhR BT R BERR 76 19 15 17.5 0
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