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Table 1. Degree freedom and sum of squares for evaluated traits in cotton genotypes

s RNV I LD e D 25 ol &£ plas Gy 5 U8 0 Sl ay Djg ey D)
&1 Percent Emergence Leaf Leaf Total plant dry Root/ shoot
S.0.V. D s i df. emergence rate number area weight ratio
Drought e 2 36015.6%* 0.00444*+ 1455.7%* 3011126.0%* AT74 81%* 33.41%
Genotype N 39 14271.14% 0.00062** 297.6%* 192741 0%* 62.37%* 1,77+
Drought x Genotype PP S 78 5828.9%+ 0.00025%* 138.7%* 91642.1%* 14.57%* 1.09**
Error L 238 8956.1 0.00038 101.1 27578.8 5.88 0.86
Total Js 359 65115.6 0.00572 207.1 3326279.5 558.10 37.14

*% - Significant at 1% level.
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Table 2. Maximum emergence in cotton genotypes at osmotic potential -1, -4 and -8 bars with

their drought sensitivity index (for meaning of a, b, ¢ see materials and methods)

-1 bar -4 bar -8 bar

Genotype Value  Value Relativeto-1bar  Index  Value Relative to -1 bar Index
Jokoara 93 80b 0.86 0.99 57 0.61 1.51
Shirpan 539 87 83b 098 b 0.16b 67 0.79 0.81
Motagenese 97 83b 0.86 0.96 80 0.83 0.67
Kerma 100 830 0.83 117 70 0.70 1.15
43347.00 87 77b 09b 08lb 63 0.74 1.01
P. U- 87 70 0.81 1.33 67 0.77 0.87
Tara bray 97 80 b 0.83 1.19 70 0.73 1.05
Shirpan 100 870b 0.87 0.93 73 0.73 1.03
Zeta -2 100 77b 0.77 1.63 60 0.60 1.54
Coker 312-349 93 87b 0.93 b 049b 77 0.83 0.67
Termez —14 90 77b 0.86 0.96 70 0.78 0.83
N. 0.-200 97 90b 0.93 b 0.47b 80 0.83 0.66
43200.00 87 77b 0.90b 0.70 70 0.81 0.74
Coker 312 x 153 100 87b 0.87 0.93 80 0.80 0.77
Varamin 93 90b 0.97b 0.17b 80 0.87 0.51
Buigar-433 100 93 ab 093 b 047b 87 0.87 0.51
Sahel 90 67 0.7 1.77 73 0.82 0.70
Delta pain -25 87 70 0.81 1.33 47 0.54 1.78
Silend 97 8b 0.86 0.96 77 0.80 0.78
A, 8 G-2 x Silend 100 77b 0.77 1.63 70 0.70 1.15
Eirma 323 93 77b 0.82 1.25 77 0.72 1.08
Nazili 84 100 97 ab 0.96b 023b 80 0.80 0.77
43259.00 S0 77 ab 0.85 1.04 60 .67 1.28
Saiokra 100 93 ab 093 b 047b 77 0.77 0.90
Bley-zoor 93 87b 0.93b 0.49b 70 0.75 0.95
43228.00 90 87b 0.96b 0266 73 0.81 0.71
818-312 97 90 b 093 b 047b 70 0.73 1.05
A 8.G.3492 97 80b 0.83 1.93 67 0.69 1.18
Sindor 80 97 90b 0.93b 047b 80 0.83 0.66
H. LR 97 80b 0.83 1.22 50 0.52 1.85
Delta pain 97 73 0.76 1.69 63 0.66 1.31
Okra leaf 93 80b 0.86 0.99 70 0.75 0.95
43221.00 83 70 0.84 1.10 53 0.64 1.37
No. Q. 259 97 77b 0.7926 1.45 67 0.69 1.20
B. 557 97 83b 0.77 0.93 70 0.73 1.05
Tabeladila 100 97 ab 097h 023b 90 0.90 ac 0.38 ac
Superokra 90 90 b 1.00 ab 0.36ab 70 0.78 0.85
Barbadens 93 87b 0.30 049b 73 0.79 0.83
Sikla 97 73 0.76 1.69 63 0.65 1.34
N. 0. 228 87 70 0.81 i.33 57 0.65 1.33
Average 94 81 0.87 0.90 70 0.74 0.99
LSD 5% 9 9 .13 0.88 11 0.13 (.51
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Table 3. Emergence rate in cotton genotypes at osmotic potential -1, -4 and -8 bars with their

drought sensitivity index (for meaning of a, b, ¢ see materials and methods)

-1 bar -4 bar -8 bar

Genotype Value Value  Relativeto-1 bar  Index Value  Relativeto-1 bar  [ndex
Jokoara 0.01 0.01b 0.64 b 0.77b 0.0 0.04 1.96
Shirpan 539 0.01 0.01b 0.55b 097b 0.01 0.38 1.07
Motagenese 0.02abc  0.01 ab 0.54 b 1.00b  0.0labc 041 1.01
Kerma 0.01 0.01b 0.63 b 081b 0.01b 0.54 ab 0.79Db
43347.00 0.01 0.01 0.58b 0.926 0.01 0.46 0.93
P. U- 0.01 0.01b 0.64 b 0.79b  0.01 0.45 0.95
Tara bray 0.02¢ 0.01 0.43 1.23  0.01 0.35 112
Shirpan 0.01 0.01b 0.57b 094b 00ib 0.45 0.94
Zeta -2 0.01 0.01 0.55b 091b 001b 0.51b 0.83 b
Coker 312-349 0.02 ac 0.01 0.42 1.26  0.01 0.34 1.13
Termez -14 0.01 0.01 0.60 b 0.86b 0.00 0.43 0.98
N. 0.-200 0.01 0.01b 0.64 b 0.77b  0.01 0.47 0.92
43200.00 0.01 0.01 0.53b 1.2 0.01 0.48b 0.90b
Coker 312 x 153 0.02 a¢ 0.01b 0.48 .12 0.01 0.36 110
Varamin 0.02 0.01b 0.50 1.08  0.01 0.42 0.99
Buigar -433 0.02abc  0.01ab 0.54b 0.99b  0.01 abe 0.43 0.97
Sahel 0.02 0.01 0.40 130 0.01 0.35 1.11
Deita pain -25 0.01 0.01 0.52 1.06 0.0 0.45 0.94
Silend 0.02 0.01b 0.47 1.16  0.01 0.38 1.06
A.8.G-2xSilend 0.01 0.01b 0.54 b 1.00b  0.01 0.41 1.01
Eirma 323 0.01 0.0t 0.51 LO6  0.01 0.39 1.04
Nazili 84 0.02¢ 0.01b 0.54 b 0.99b 0.01b 0.41 1.01
43259.00 0.01 0.01 0.49 L1 0.01 0.37 1.09
Saiokra 0.01 0.01b 0.60b 0.86b 0.01 0.45 0.94
Bley-zoor 0.01 001 b 0.56 b 0.95b 0.01 0.44 0.97
43228.00 0.01 0.01b 0.57b 093b 0.01 0.44 0.96
818-312 0.01 0.01 b 0.54b 1.01 b 0.01 0.42 1.00
A5 G. 3492 0.01 0.01 0.53b 1.03  0.01 0.40 1.03
Sindor 80 0.02 ac 0.01 ab 0.59b 0.88b 0.01b 0.38 1.06
H.IL.R 0.01 0.01b 0.56 b 096b 0.01b 0.48b 0.90 b
Delta pain 0.01 0.01b 0.6b 0.88b 0.01 0.46 0.93
Okra leaf 0.01 0.01b 0.61b 083b 0.01 0.44 0.96
43221.00 0.01 001b 0.61b 0.85b 0.01 045 0.95
No. 0. 259 0.01 0.01 0.54 b 0916 0.0 0.41 1.02
B, 557 0.01 0.01b 0.56b 095b 0.01 0.46 0.92
Tabeladila 0.02abc  §.01abce 0.57b 0.93b  0.01 abe 0.44 0.70
Superokra 0.01 0.01b 0.541b 1.06b  0.01 0.40 103
Barbadens 0.01 001b 0.59b 0.88b 0.01 0.41 1.02
Sikla 0.01 0.01b 0.59b 0.80b 0.01 0.46 0.93
N. 0. 228 0.01 0.01 0.54 b 0.99b  0.01 0.46 0.93
Average 0.01 0.01 0.55 0.98 0.01 0.43 0.98
LSD 5% 0.00 0.00 0.12 0.27 0.00 0.12 0.20
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Table 4. Leaf number (per plant) in cotton genotypes at osmotic potential -1, -4 and -8 bars with

their drought sensitivity index (for meaning of a, b, ¢ see materials and methods)

-1 bar -4 bar -8 bar

Genotype Value  Value Relativeto-1bar  Index  Value Relative to -1 bar Index
Jokoara 85 35 0.65 0.94 5.0 0.39a 0.79a
Shirpan 539 11.0 5.0 0.47 1.41 4.0 0.36 1.23
Motagenese 9.0 6.0 0.64 0.94 5.0 0.54 0.88
Kerma 9.0 7.0ab 0.80a 0.54a 5.3ab 0.67a 073 a
43347.00 10.0 5.0 0.48 1.38 4.0 0.41 1.13
P. U- 8.5 5.5 0.58 1.12 5.0 0.51 0.94
Tara bray 10.0 6.0 0.61 1.04 4.0 0.37 121
Shirpan 9.0 7.0 ab 0.81a 0.53a 6.0 0.63a 0.71a
Zeta -2 9.0 4.0 0.47 1.40 4.0 0.43 1.05
Coker 312-349 9.0 6.3 0.70 0.81 4.0 0.41 1.14
Termez -14 8.0 5.5 0.73 0.74 4.0 0.53 0.91
N, Q.-200 8.5 5.0 0.61 1.04 4.0 043 1,10
43200.00 8.0 5.0 0.66 0.91 4.0 0.48 1.01
Coker 312 x 153 9.0 7.0 ab 0.79a 0.57a  5.5ab 0.59a 0.79a
Varamin 8.0 6.5 0.81a 050a 3.0 0.40 117
Bulgar -433 8.0 8.0ab (.96 ab 0.llabec 6.0 0.68 abc (.62 abc
Sahel 9.0 6.0 0.69 0.82 5.0 .56 0.85
Delta pain -25 8.0 5.0 0.66 0.90 3.0 0.43 1.11
Silend 8.0 6.5 080a 0.53a 4.0 0.51 0.94
A. S, G-2 x Silend 9.0 4.5 0.52 1.28 3.0 0.36 1.25
Eirma 323 3.0 6.0 0.71 0.77 4.0 0.50 0.96
Nazili 84 10.5 7.0 0.65 093 5.0a 0.51 0.94
43259.00 8.0 5.0 0.63 0.98 4.0 0.57 0.84
Saiokra 13.0 9.0ab 0.70 0.80 7.0ab 0.54 0.89
Bley-zoor 11.0ab 6.0 0.55 1.21 5.0 0.45 1.05
43228.00 9.5 6.0 0.60 1.08 3.5 0.37 1.21
818-312 10.0 5.5 0.54 1.23 4.0 0.41 1.14
A.S.G. 3492 9.0 6.5 0.74 0.70 2.0 0.55 0.87
Sindor 80 12.0 5.0 0.44 1.48 4.0 0.31 1.32
H LR 9.0 5.0 0.60 1.07 4.0 0.41 1.13
Delta pain 8.5 4.0 0.49 1.36 3.5 0.41 1.14
Okra leal 9.0 5.0 0.53 1.26 50a 0.58 0.80
43221.00 9.0 4.5 0.51 1.30 4.0 0.43 1.10
No. 0. 259 7.0 4.0 0.60 1.07 4.0 0.52 0.92
B. 557 9.0 6.0 0.66 0.89 4.0 0.49 0.98
Tabeladila 11.0ab 7.0 0.62 1.04 6.0ab 0.53 0.91
Superokra 11.0 6.0 0.60 1.07 5.0 0.45 1.06
Barbadens 10.5 6.0 0.59 1.09 6.0ab 0.57 0.83
Sikla 9.0 5.0 .56 1.18 4.0 0.48 0.99
N. 0. 228 7.0 4.0 0.60 1.07 4.0 0.53 0.91
Average 9.0 6.0 0.63 0.98 4.0 0.49 0.99
LSD 5% 1.0 0.8 0.14 0.38 0.6 0.10 0.19
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Table 5. Leaf area (cm” per plant) in cotton genotypes at osmotic potential -1, -4 and -8 bars

with their drought sensitivity index (for meaning of a, b, ¢ see materials and methods)

-1 bar -4 bar -8 bar

Genotype Value Value Relativeto-1 bar  Index Value Relative to -1 bar Index
Jokoara 227 86 0.38 ab 0.89ab 49 0.21 ab 0.94 ab
Shirpan 539 247 62 0.25 1.07 31 0.12 1.05
Motagenese 249 90 0.36b 091b 49 0.19b 0.96b
Kerma 264 114 ab 0.43 ab 0.82ab 63ab 0.24 ab 0.91 ab
43347.00 242 41 0.17 1.18 23 0.10 1.08

P. U- 241 52 0.22 .11 42 0.18 0.99
Tara bray 273 71 0.26 1.06 28 0.10 1.07
Shirpan 256 110 ab 0.43 ab 0.80ab 68ab 0.27 ab 0.88 ab
Zeta -2 283 47 0.17 1.19 39 0.14 1.03
Coker 312-349 310 108 ab 033b 093b 30 .10 1.08
Termez —14 266 80 0.27 1.04 34 0.11 1.06
N. 0. 200 262 64 0.25 1.07 37 0.14 1.03
43200.00 203 45 0.23 1.10 22 0.11 1.07
Coker 312 x 153 283 119 0.42 ab 082ab 6lab 0.22 ab 0.94 ab
Varamin 258 88 034 b 094b 16 0.06 1.12
Bulgar —433 269 143 ab 0.54 abc 0.66ab 7lab 0.27 ab 0.88 ab
Sahel 299 a 78 0.26 1.05 43 0.14 1.03
Delta pain —25 251 51 0.21 1.13 22 0.09 1.09
Silend 238 101 0.43 ab 0.82ab 3la 0.22 ab 0.93 ab
A.S. G-2 x Silend 197 39 0.20 1.14 25 0.13 1.04
Eirma 323 227 Tl G.32 0.97 43 0.19 097b
Nazili 84 274 a 109 0.3958 ab 0.86ab 63 ab 0.23 ab 0.92 ab
43259.00 206 43 0.21 1.12 23 0.1 1.06
Saiokra 293 4 132 0.45 ab 0.78ab 74 ab 0.26 ab 0.89 ab
Bley-zoor 294 a 72 0.24 1.08 52 ab 0.18 098
43228.00 308a 61 0.20 1.14 39 0.13 1.04
818-312 294 a 54 0.18 1.16 39 0.13 1.04
A.S5.G. 3492 251 79 0.32 0.97 47 0.19b 0.97b
Sindor 80 238 53 022 1.1t 32 0.13 1.04
H. LR 216 62 0.29 1.01 25 0.12 1.06
Delta pain 233 33 0.17 1.18 19 0.08 1.10
Okra leaf 177 41 023 1.09 37 0.21 ab 0.94 ab
43221.00 201 46 0.23 1.10 22 0.11 1.07
No. 0. 259 179 29 0.16 1.19 22 0.12 1.05

B. 557 224 73 0.32 .96 33 0.15 1.02
Tabeladila 280 a 120 ab (.43 ab 0.81ab 74ab 0.26 ab 0.88 ab
Superokra 280 a 82 0.30 1.00 53 ab 0.19b 097b
Barbadens 246 106 0.43 ab 08lab 7lab 0.29 ab 0.85 ab
Sikla 233 55 0.24 1.09 36 0.16 1.01
N.0Q.228 188 45 0.24 1.08 35 0.19b 0.97b
Average 249 74 0.29 1.01 41 0.16 0.00
1.SD 5% 23 i6 0.07 0.10 9 0.04 0.05
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Table 6. Total plant dry weight (per plant) in cotton genotypes at osmotic potential -1, -4 and -8

bars with their drought sensitivity index (for meaning of a, b, ¢ see materials and methods)

-1 bar -4 bar -8 bar

Genotype Value  Value Relativeto-1 bar  Index Value Relative to -1 bar Index
Tokoara 4.0b 2.1ab 0.63b 0.90 1.3 ab 032 ab 0.93 ab
Shirpan 539 20b 1.5 0.38 1.18 0.8 0.21 1.08
Motagenese 4.0 24ab (.60 ab 0.77 1.3 ab 0.32ab 0.93 ab
Kerma 43ab 2.7ab 0.63 ab 0.72 1.5 ab 0.35ab 0.89 ab
43347.00 3.1 1.2 0.37 1.20 0.7 0.22 1.07

P. U- 36 1.4 0.39 1.17 0.9 0.26 1.01
Tara bray 4.2 ab 1.8 0.42 I.11 0.7 0.18 1.13
Shirpan 3.9 1.7 0.68 ab 0.61 1.5ab 0.37 ab 0.86 ab
Zeta -2 38 1.3 0.34 1.26 0.9 0.23 1.05
Coker 312-349 43ab 25ab 0.58 ab 0.81 0.9 0.20 I.11
Termez 14 3.6 1.6 0.46 1.03 0.9 0.24 1.05

N. Q. =200 39 1.6 0.41 1.13 1.0b 0.25 1.03
43200.00 32 L2 0.38 1.19 0.7 0.23 1.06
Coker 312 x 153 4.0 2.6 ab 0.64 ab 0.68 1.3 ab 033 ab 0.92 ab
Varamin 3.8 17 0.45 1.06 0.8 0.20 110
Bulgar —433 43a 29ab 0.68 ab 0.62 I.5ab 0.35ab 0.89 ab
Sahel 3.6 1.6 0.44 1.07 0.8 0.23 1.06
Delta pain -25 29 1.4 047 1.02 0.7 0.22 1.07
Silend 33 24ab 0.72 ab 0.52 I.1b 032 ab 0.93 ab
A. 8. G-2 x Silend 3.1 1.4 0.43 1.08 0.7 0.22 108
Eirma 323 36 i.6 0.44 1.08 0.9 0.25 1.03
Nazili 84 44ab 26ab 0.60 ab 0.77 1.5 ab 0.34 ab 0.90 ab
43259.00 i2 i.2 0.37 1.21 0.7 G.22 1.08
Saiokra 47ab  29ab 0.61 ab 0.71 1.8 ab 0.38 ab 0.90 ab
Bley-zoor 40b 1.8 0.44 1.07 1.3 ab 0.32 ab 0.93 ab
43228.00 4.3 ab L6 0.38 .18 .2 ab 0.28b 0.99b
818-312 4.1 ab 1.6 0.39 1.17 0.9 0.23 1.06
A 8.G. 3492 3.6 2.1ab 0.56 ab 0.83 I.1b 0.29b 0.97b
Sindor 80 38 1.5 0.39 1.16 0.9 0.24 1.05
H LR 35 1.4 0.41 1.13 0.7 0.21 1.08
Delta pain 38 1.2 0.31 1.32 0.6 0.17 1.15
Okra leaf 3.1 1.1 0.35 1.25 0.9 028 b 0.98b
43221.00 3.0 1.2 041 1.28 0.6 0.21 1.09
No. Q. 259 3.0 1.0 0.34 1.26 0.7 0.24 1.04

B. 557 34 1.8 0.54 b 0.88 1.0b 0.30b 0.97b
Tabeladila 43ab 26ab 0.61 ab 0.75 1.7 ab 0.3% ab 0.84 abc
Superokra 4.2 ab 1.7 0.41 1.13 I.lb 0.27 1.00
Barbadens 42ab  26ab 0.62 ab 0.73 1.8 ab 0.42 ab 0.80 abc
Sikla 35 1.3 0.37 1.21 0.8 0.23 1.06

N. Q. 228 3.3 1.1 0.32 1.30 0.8 0.23 1.05
Average 37 1.7 0.47 1.0l .02 0.27 1.00
LSD 5% 0.3 0.2 0.07 0.13 0.12 0.04 0.06
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Table 7. Root/ shoot raito in cotton genotypes at osmotic potential -1,

drought sensitivity index (for meaning of a, b, ¢ see materials and methods)

-4 and -8 bars with their

-1 bar -4 bar -8 bar

Genotype Value Value Relativeto -1 bar  Index Value Relative to -1 bar  Index
Jokoara 0.47 0.86 1.83 i.21 1.25b 2.65 1.06
Shirpan 539 0.34 0.78 2.27 abe 1.85 1.26 b 3.67 ac 1.73
Motagenese 048 0.86 1.83 1.21 1.30b 2.73 1.12
Kerma 0.53b 0.88 1.65 0.94 1.30b 2.41 0.91
43347.00 0.43 0.76 1.81 1.18 1.18 281 b 1.17
p. U- 0.43 0.76 1.78 1.14 112 2.63 1.05
Tara bray 0.47 0.82 1.77 1.13 1.21 2.60 1.03
Shirpan 0.55ab 0.88 1.59 0.86 1.30b 2.36 0.88
Zeta -2 0.43 0.83 1.97 1.41 1.14 2.69 1.09
Coker 312-349 0.48 (.83 1.72 1.06 1.30b 2.65 1.07
Termez —14 0.52 0.69 1.32 0.46abc  1.21 2.32 0.85
N. 0. =200 0.63 0.77 1.78 1.14 112 2.59 1.03
43200.00 0.51 0.74 1.45 0.652¢ 1.17 2.28 0.83
Coker 312 x 153 056ab  0.77 1.40 0.58abc 1.24b 2.26 0.82
Varamin 0.44 0.71 1.61 0.89 1.20 2,70 1.10
Bulgar 433 0.54ab  0.49 1.47 0681¢ l4lab 2.61 1.04
Sahel 0.47 0.80 1.70 1.02 1.11 2.36 0.88
Delta pain -25 0.48 0.76 1.59 0.85 i.14 2.39 0.90
Silend 0.55ab 076 .40 0.59abc 1.14 2.09 0.70 ac
A. 5. G-2xSilend  0.51 0.83 1.65 0.95 1.32b 2.61 1.04
Eirma 323 0.46 0.67 1.48 0.69¢c 1.03 2.25 0.81
Nazili 84 0.46 0.84 1.82 1.19 1.27b 2.75 1.13
43259.00 0.42 0.72 1.71 1.04 1.24 b 296 b 1.27
Saiokra 0.52 0.93ab 1.81 1.18 135b 2.63 1.05
Bley-zoor 0.50 0.80 1.61 0.89 1.21 2.43 0.93
43228.00 0.45 0.95ab 2.17 abc 1.71 1.29b 295b 0.26
818-312 0.50 0.72 1.43 0.63¢c 1.28 b 2.56 1.01
A, 8.(G. 3492 0.42 0.77 1.83 1.21 1.28 b 3.04 abc 1.32
Sindor 80 0.44 0.93ab 2.11 abe 1.63 1.53 ab 3.46 abc 1.59
H LR 0.42 0.79 1.87 1.27 1.20 283b 1.18
Delta pain 0.45 0.81 1.81 1.18 1.14 2.57 1.01
Okra leaf 0.51 0.69 1.36 0.52abc  1.03 2.02 0.66 ac
43221.00 0.52 0.76 1.49 0.71¢ 1.19 2.33 0.86
No. 0. 259 0.48 0.84 1.76 1.11 1.19 2.33 0.87
B. 557 0.53 0.99ab 1.88 1.28 1.28b 2.43 0.92
Tabeladila 0.52 0.95ab 1.83 1.22 13206 2.55 1.00
Superokra 0.42 0.85 2.02ab 1.48 1.24b 295b 1.26
Barbadens 0.62abc  1.16abc 1.88 1.29 1.47 ab 2.38 0.89
Sikla 0.50 0.70 1.43 0.63c 0.99 2.00 0.65 ab
N. 0. 228 0.48 0.68 1.41 0.60abc  1.13 2.39 0.90
Average 0.48 0.81 1.71 1.03 1.23 2.58 1.03
LSD 5% 0.06 0.08 0.29 0.42 0.13 0.41 0.26
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