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Evaluation for Yield, Yield Components, and Some Agronomic Traits
of Natural Color Cotton Elite Lines (Gossypium hirsutum L.)
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Abstract

This study was conducted to evaluate the yield potential, yield components and some
agronomic traits of 8 natural color cotton elite lines, which were improved by the National Corn and
Sorghum Research Center [NCSRC], tested with 2 check varieties; Dorall, and Srisumrong60 in the early
rainy season of 2022 at the NCSRC, Faculty of Agriculture, Kasetsart University, Nakhon Ratchasima
Province, Thailand. The randomized complete block design [RCBD] with 3 replications was used with
25 plants/row, 4 rows/experimental unit, and data were recorded from middle row. It was found that
9 of 11 recorded traits of the tested cotton varieties/lines were significantly different. It comprised no.
of days to 50% boll opening (107-114 days), plant ht (135-164 cm), no. of vegetative branch (1.2-3.4
branches/plant), no. of fruiting branch (12.3-14.6 branches/plant), seed wt (8.2-13.4 ¢/100 seeds), boll
wt (4.28-5.71 g/boll), seed cotton yield (194-262 kg/rai), cotton lint yield (70-108 kg/rai), and ginning
outturn (30.9-41.9%). While no. of days to 50% flowering (53-55 days) and no. of boll/plant (51.7-58.3

balls/plant) had a non-significant difference. The result of this study indicated that natural color cotton
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lines W535, W537 and W536 had a trend for higher lint yield than Doral1, Srisumrong60. The lint yields
were 108, 105, 103, 93 and 80 kg/rai, respectively. While other 5 natural color lines had lint yield of
70-94 kg/rai.

Keyword: natural color cotton, yield, yield components, agronomic traits
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i1 (cotton: Gossypuim hirsutum L) \utheviindifinnsugnuagnandududuiniigalulan dau
sudalunialdvoadinln uarewsninans neufivnglslasvdsinadludsiugiuluening dheeiindddgn
\Wudunniivginiznadduda wasiiwaugnioewinunieffugnitis dadendn “ugiheneu’ (upland
cotton) Faduviiniivgniiugnaimnssuvialan (ttharat and Phothithaen, 2023) Tu®l w.a. 2563 Usginedi
wanieldnandnselsnniian 3 Suduusn fo as1ssgUsEvIvUIU DoAnSAY uaznIA 1Ay 324, 311 uag
287 Alan3u/13 Ay (Indexiundi, 2024) vaugtaniuidefivlsuasfiondsamauny nsdvnsinuns
189U ﬁ’u’ufﬁh&Jﬁﬁ]uﬁﬁé’]’&lﬁszjis'ummﬁﬁﬁwuﬂﬁmawamqaﬁwaammﬁfﬂ (seed cotton yield) 1@y 170-285
Alansu/ls (Field and Renewable Energy Crops Research Institute, 2020) Ingauazimandrgorainluldy
UseTomdld (ittharat, 1993) feil 1) duleweysie (int 3o fiber) erauhluuusguidunanSausiang wu
TivinaTostjuiu wdadldnielutu snsosus et dlu nmsudnduleifieuvieisees (rayon) 2) dau
winihefiusznausae 2.1) vuyesiidaiuiudn (inter or fuzz) eralivindndudy siuizdhdnmain nau Jng
szidn wazgeamnssundnwaglad wu viuduloUssivg Raudnaisd wsewaraiin 2.2) Wienwén (seed
coat) orathlulfidudrunanvesemsdnd vhiledunis uievierailen 2.3) ieluda (kemel) analdvin
RIRISIIY (margarine) 16 dudviazane (solvent or emulsifier) Lﬂudaumaﬂumﬁwﬁm miﬂaqﬁ’uﬁﬁmiﬁﬂ
uazhaaagity \pesdens srawanain inTemiansauiazenavnIINATe Wag 2.4) MnfilmAendsann
afnotfusenida muﬂimmiﬂsmum ma]mi"dL‘Uumuwaﬂummﬁam wioludunanlunisudneims
uywd 1y wauvhountly kavewnswandifide wu ldnsen edysiheRnmda 10 Alansurzanunsolndule
Usana 3.5 Alanu wazihsulszana 1 Alansu

Uagtunisugniheludsemelnenudymasudiannuaz suusdhuvaneiiu lnsanzdymitugine
L umusenusuzaueiinowasmdsinduihe sghdlsimudafinunsnsuninguiinagniheuialdin
wnanssuluasuieu ludagtuaudidedvlsunsarssd antuideiglsuasivndsunauny nsudginig
inwns Idnsiaiisaoius fnuiinumudednssssunfididy Tnsanisndsdndu uazlseluvin
(Sebunruang et al., 2020a) Lloarfuayunisuaniisveunuasnsluanindasaansiaiidesiumindngie
(Sebunruang et al., 2020b) AuGITeTNIINALALTIINIUATIR ANZINEAT N INEIdeNERsAEns LTu
mhgnuildvinsiauniugineslasaaen aldinihemeiudfisuiiiunsdndondiuiu 8 aeiug 1
AnvifieUszifiunandn osdusznaUNandn LardnuaInsinunsuIsUsznsiaefiiug Dorall uay a3
dilse soduiugiuieudiou annsfnwiadsdvlildihomonusivl Aaunsmiluldldasduanmnisgn
rounuynsns wazazilunisaduayulinisiauiadndusiteveinguneduazanuinanssy Sanudululd
undstulasinunsnsazannsagnihefsssusifuazinluvinansusildosasuns
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m33980U Dorall uaze3dlss 60 [SSR60] 393 10 Wug/anemiug 1neununisnaassuuduniesluuionauysal
(Randomize complete block design: RCBD) #1uat 3 61 wuinuyaseios 4.80 x 12.00 LA Ugn 4 ued uaz
Wiudayan1smeassan 2 uaanane szeslgn 53136 0.50 WAT S¥MINaT 1.20 lUAS Ua9817 12 11n3
dauﬂqmaqﬁuﬁwﬂamﬁqm 15-15-15 6m31 50 Alansu/ls Ugndelnenisveenwdn 5 wan/mau naslgn
suaseuauIrivlagsou 80%WP §n91 100 nu/ah 20 Fns Wefheeny 15 u aouwenlvivde 2 fu/may
uay neunenlyivde 1 du/mau uazidieiheeny 30 Ju ldluiniigns 15-15-15 8n51 50 Alan3u/ls nieurdn
TNy Lﬁawumwﬁw‘l’wmwmLLuadﬁ’mgﬁlw lrdanuasiaddesiumdnuuasdngionuduwugdivensy
J11N15:n8A3 (Field and Renewable Energy Crops Research Institute, 2020) Lﬁaﬁqulﬁmﬁa’ﬂﬁwaaﬁl
Lﬁuuﬂﬁﬁﬁlﬁ’jﬁLwﬁﬂﬁ’m’m 3 A% uazASineiu 7 - 10 Su
n1sUuiindeya

TufindnuaIsn1enIsineassIuIy 11 dnvassad 219ABNUIU 50% (Day to 50% flowering) Wy
snnuiusennonvesiherwaiuiindaiieldsuindusn sufisfunenusnuiuiundt 50% sessiuaudy
Hheviavun 21gauaiUn 50% (Day to 50% boll opening) Susmnutusueihedndust uiindniheleduih
ﬂ%ﬁLLiﬂ udsiuaususnida 50% %adﬁimauﬁuﬁwﬁy’wm mmqné]’u (Plant height) ’J’mmqummawmaﬁj
wSnTaIR uisteluanying Tuszesiithefnaue Jaduwufiuns s1uninsslag (Number of vegetative
branch) dufuidasdesas 10 fiu udahlumanads S1uaudsma (Number of fruiting branch) duifuutas
gagay 10 du wdnhlumaneds tmin 100 Wia (100 Seeds weight) Tulwdnsiuau 100 wén wiluds
thwnin Sdedunsu $1uauaue (Number of bol) duifuanoudasdosay 10 du udnhlumeinde thifn
auo (Ball weight) duﬁﬁqﬁwwﬁﬂaummaqﬁiaaaz 10 awe udhumaads mieduniu HandnUafnudn
(Seed cotton yield) Auiheamuelundasgosann 2 uaanans 1w 3 Ass Nn 7-10 Suudniludaimin
Awanduilaniu/ls nandnyeihe (Fiber yield/Lint yield) Futherousluudasdesan 2 uaanans §1uau
3 afs 90 7-10 Fu usnysoonainwuda Feiminye duiaduilansu/ls wag Wesifusiys (Ginning
outturn) AWINAIN WminUendauniuan mﬁaaﬁmﬁmﬂaﬂwﬁmuﬁm withanaueIg 100
nsAATIvidaya

ﬁﬁagaﬁﬁuﬁml@ﬁmeﬁmﬁhmwLLUiUﬁau (analysis of variance, ANOVA) waglU3auifigu
ANLANA195ENT9A1Laa 8laeld35 Duncan’s Multiple Range Test (OMRT) #28TUsunsa STAR-2.0.1

(International Rice Research Institute, 2014)
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218ABNUIU 50%

pIgmaNUTU 50% Tuanfuilwdaiugugnldsuihndusndsmonusnuiu 50% vesnniug/aeiug
wui1 liwansnstunsadd Tnefogaonuiu 50% szmine 53-55 Yy lade 54 Ju Faengaonuiu 50%
TndiAesiuiug nan.mndih 7 Aflergnonuu 50% Wity 55 3u (Department of Agriculture, 2017) IagUnd
nontheldsrerinandausisuadrenen (floral initiation) Auiisnenunu (flowering) Usvanas 21 u wagnn3we
inasszitundnaenuiunigluliiidiliu (Ritchie et al, 2007) Fwmenavisuunudefildinsaiivindui
wagnSeuiiarunisuay (Albers, 2023)
21gaua1Un 50%
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114 u uazilongauailn 50% WAy 110 Ju Tnganeiug W535 auaﬁmﬁaﬁqﬂwhﬁu 107 T4 uag a1e
Wug B531 aueilathan 114 u (Table 1) Ritchie et al. (2007) wag Albers (2023) 5184131 auei1eagly
nadauslrldsunsnanauisvessdliianndunaiinsgdulngud Yssuna 6 §Unk ndenduauess
Buuks wazsilaoen sz’fdmm.ﬂmﬁuaqauaLﬁmmﬂmimuwiwﬁ’ummaaﬂ%uLLazLaﬁﬁu Taeiasauaziiuy
sansedulvianedn Yuzfioenduazymindidunisvauvesesduiedestunislavesaueneudivun
failonafitfadedug fvilvane Unldlii 1wy orgave nmsléfuasomslsiiivsme Tsa Husu (Advancing
Cotton Education, 2024)
GG AT

mmqaé}’ummﬂwﬁiawmau WU wanasiuegeddedAyneaia (P<0.05) il Henniug/

aneiugnImmMeaeUdANgaTENing 135-164 wufiluns lneiiheaeiusanuiusuusaiugiunlniies 3

q q
£

anewug Ae G532 (164 lwufiung), W536 (156 lwufuns) uaz W537 (159 wufiluns) fdwuadapivlnle
findiugnsvany Dorall (155 wufiluns) wagiusasalse 60 (135 wufiluns) (Table 1) Fsaenndoiu
U3F8vee Damtew et al. (2022) #5841 AMaaIi Ul 18w ugae o dauunneeiunieada lny
nan1s3sesdululumaiieatufusiesuaes Nikhil et al. (2018) uaz Premalatha et al. (2020) 51891177
mmqwmﬁmﬂuwaLﬁ'mmmﬂmwmmﬂmmwﬁuqﬂﬁu wonand Albers (2023) na1331 N sfifivay
Wiyiulaldunndoadisdaiudlrutuegiu 3 Jaduddy fe Muilluildsuuas gamgdnsay uas
SEUUTINTILT 59T 3 ﬂﬂé’]’&lﬁl,mwmﬁ’umuﬁ’ui
Sruaufanselng

ﬁi’ﬂmuﬁmis‘[mmmﬁh&Jmaﬁ’uﬁ:ﬁmuﬁgﬂ 8 anemiug dA15ening 1.20-2.67 Av/diu mmsﬁﬁ’uﬁ: Dorall
warAddnlss 60 fAanselng 3.20 uay 3.40 Avdu muddu s1uaufnsylngann Bailvihedinsdulg
ﬁﬂﬁmsﬂmﬁ’uﬁﬁmLmaqﬁ’mgﬁwiﬁmﬂﬂdwﬁ’uﬁ:ﬁﬁﬁ'qmﬂmﬁaﬂ frefifaasiAanselaaiios 1-2 A
(Sebunruang et al., 2021) Wil Ritchie et al. (2007) waz Albers (2023) 189 uvuaafienfiuii Ansyiag
aefidnvasmiloutuddundn wavanduisiilddmsvadima lnefnsslnazinnndeuialaudu tne
Unfimandefiasiaunduisdenadusndunianded 4-5
Suruima

ﬁi’ﬂmuﬁ'mamaqs’lwawﬁuﬁ:ﬁlﬁiuﬁgﬁ 8 @1Wug deAsening 12.3-14.6 Av/du lngaewug B531 &

'
° a

JuAdeRuNINfga (14.6 AY/AL) wnnIaeRugay o Mnaneiug (P<0.05) diuaeiugaiudn 7 ag

v sl o a

fiusTisuuAsa (12.3-13.0 Avs) liupnsnsfuiugnaaeu Dorall (12.7 As/siu) wazaSdnlse 60 (12.9 Ay

]
'
£% ° a

) Suaudsamnfiunndedilonalunisadrwanaalduniy (Sebunruang et al., 2021) Wil Ritchie et al.
(2007) 51897u71 Asraaziaddvulaanadrsuuddundn vinavenlumieflundn waziheudiide
WwSyfinn9s (axillary meristem) Usawonludaiaunldunn fzilonaasreiamalduin vaed Albers
(2023) 189131 Hheeaiifena 18-22 Ay Fwazannsofonald 12-16 A LLaswawam’Jﬂmﬁ%aﬁ 8-10
Aa fetfutheisameaouynitug/meiusisuuimaluduufvasauseing 12.3-14.6 fa/iu
dwiin 100 win

i 100 wimdushudiaunadn nnramsing wui dmih 100 wie Tungquitud/aenug
fisrumageu fanuuandnafueesditeddamnsada (P<0.05) S minsewing 8.2-13.4 n31/100 widn wae
10.4 n$11/100 wéa Tnganesiug W538 fuumwdnlngiiign (13.4 n$u/100 wén) wazaneiug W534 uas
W535 founudadngn suinwiiiu (8.2 n$1/100 win) (Table 1) Tnsfiuwiin 100 wén azanvieres
STTua§JJ'ﬁuﬁuqﬂiiuuazamwumé’am &3 Chapepa et al. (2020) I8 Tiaseviaranuduiusuasadulszans
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anduiusvesihelusanagutun wuii dmdn 100 wisadianuduiusnisuandunandnleiefiowde
naafe mmimin 100 wangs douvibinandnUeihefnudngsmuluie
IMUIUEUD

Srunuanevesineisaumaaey 10 fus/menug liunnsisdunsadia feseuing 51.7-58.3 ae/
#u 1ade 55.4 aue/du Taefia1ewus W535 Sdwiuanoundign (58.2 aue/fu) uazanusiug B531 uaz
W536 fdruruanetiosdiaaiindu (51.7 aue/fu) (Table 2) vaizdl Dorall Wag SSR60 fldruauanelinfiu
53.5 uay 57.3 dua/fu AUEITU il Shah and Rasheed (2019) uaw Sebunruang et al. (2021) $1897UKA
N1INAABUNUTH 1891 b’lwﬁ’uﬁ:ﬁmmmLLammwmaa‘U fiTuinaneunnd1seg i veddynneadf 3
Chaudhari et al. (2017) wag Damtew et al. (2022) $7897U71 ﬁ]”ﬂmuaua/ﬁuﬁuaguiﬁuﬁﬂamwmqﬁuqmiu
vostluusazaeiug

Table 1 Some agronomic traits of natural color cotton elite lines for day to 50% flowering, day to

50% boll opening, plant height, no. of vegetative branch, no. of fruiting branch and 100 seeds weight

Line Day to 50% Day to 50% Plant No. of No. of 100 seeds
flowering ball opening height vegetative fruiting weight
(days) (days) (cm) branch branch (9)
B531 55 114 ° 154 @ 1.80 « 146 ° 12.8 %
G532 55 113 % 164 ° 1.20 © 126 ° 10.4
W533 53 108 146 ** 1.47 ° 125 ° 9.9 ¢
W534 55 108 143 @< 1.87 « 123 ° 82 ¢
W535 54 107 © 149 ¢ 1.80 « 129 ° 82 ¢
W536 55 111 ¢ 156 2.53 € 130 ° 10.4
W537 54 109 ** 159 ° 267 % 125° 9.6 ©
W538 55 111 ¢ 139 °° 1.60 ° 126 ° 134 °
Dorall 53 109 ¢ 155 * 3.20 ® 127 ° 10.7 &
SSR60 54 111 ¢ 135 © 3.40 ° 129 ° 10.0 ©
Mean 54 110 150 2.15 12.9 10.4
CV. (%) 176 2.45 6.99 19.48 5.82 14.33
F-test ns * * *x * *

In a column, mean followed by the same letter were non-significantly different by DMRT
¥, ** = Significant at the 0.05 and 0.01 probability levels, respectively

ns = Non - significant difference

dhuiinsua

dhuiinauevesiinedisaunageu 10 Wug/aneiug nudt danuwnndiuegelidedAgnisads
(P<0.05) fiwiinaueseuing 4.28-5.67 n¥u/aue laaestug G532 fminauetiosiian (4.28 n¥u/auo)
uazesdlss 60 ﬁifmﬁ’ﬂauamnﬁ'qm (5.71 nw/aus) (Table 2) Imaauﬂ%’nm@?&L.Lﬁiwaumaﬁﬁdw%zg@uim
Wit 3 dUansi wagldioan 4-5 dUansi 399ggnun (Advancing Cotton Education, 2024) Feluszornsiasey
Wanvesaeimaldsulnunadedlifiomesnadmanovunnaue sunawdn wavaueniduleld (Albers,
2023; Advancing Cotton Education, 2024) wazfnei I uiuaesi aueindvuialug v esanldsu
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a1501M1591NNsA AT IEE e uaveslUlUE Beanaag1aneLiiss uTounnnIndui s uauaLeNInndn
(Sebunruang et al., 2021) ImslmmLmﬂGhdmaaﬁwuﬁﬂamaswdwﬁuﬁ:/m&Jﬁ’uﬁ:vﬁuwammﬂmmumﬁmmq
WUgNI5u (Ahsan et al,, 2015; Farooq et al., 2017)
nandayeihefaan
wawﬁmﬂqm’haﬁmL;Jﬁ@%@dﬁlﬁﬁﬁﬁ'aummaavﬁﬂawuLmﬂﬁhqﬁ’uasmﬁﬁ’aﬁﬁzgwmaﬁﬁ (P<0.05) T
nandnyeiefnudnsening 194-262 Alansu/ls Tnganeiug G532 S?jdL‘I‘Juﬂ’]‘&JLﬁu‘L‘&JﬁL%B?Iﬁﬂdﬁtiéﬁ]ﬂﬂﬂ?&lam
wingsfian (262 Alan3u/ls) sesasnde anetus W35, W536 waz W537 lrinananyoiednudnlnglfes
i 259-261 Alansu/ls aaniiugesdilse 60 ﬁiﬁwawémﬂaﬁwﬁmmﬁmﬁwqm 194 Alansu/ls (Table 2)
yauzwug Dora1l WinanAnyeiefnudn 244 Alansu/ls uay aeandostuiuidoves Damtew et al
(2022) fiseaunanisnaassitnananiinefinnuuanaisiunisada Tng Premalatha et al. (2020) 51897070
wamaméh&J‘ﬁLmﬂﬁmﬁwﬁuagiﬁuﬁuﬁqﬂﬁimmzamwané’au

Table 2 Yield and yield components for no. of boll, boll weight, seed cotton yield, lint yield and

ginning out turn

Line No. of Boll weight Seed cotton Lint yield Ginning
boll/plant (9) yield (kg/rai) (kg/rai) outturn (%)

B531 51.7 4.71 222 ¢ 70 © 31.4 "
G532 57.7 4.28 © 262 ° 81 @ 309 ©
W533 54.5 567 *° 250 * 87 ¢ 34.2 ¢
W534 53.8 4.76 °¢ 209 g2 ** 39.0 €
W535 58.2 432 ¢ 261 ° 108 ° 412 °
W536 51.7 4.86 261 ° 103 39.4 ¢
W537 58.3 4.80 ¢ 259 ° 105 ® 40.4 *°
W538 56.9 5.45 226 ¢ 94 @bc 419 °
Dorall 53.5 5.47 ® 244 *® 93 abc 38.2 ¢
SSR60 57.3 571 ° 194 © 80 411 %
Mean 55.4 5.00 239 90 37.8
CV. (%) 13.65 10.32 9.89 15.17 9.67
F-test ns * * * *x

In a column, mean followed by the same letter were non-significantly different by DMRT
¥, ** Significant at the 0.05 and 0.01 probability levels, respectively

ns = Non - significant difference

nandnyuie

wawﬁmﬂaﬁhw?aLél’uiﬂﬁiwwﬁdLLﬁmLuﬁmaaﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂmaaﬁlwﬁﬁ'wmaau WUINTIANULANAISA DY
TdudAyn9adial (P<0.05) laganeiug W535, W537 uag W536 Wmawﬁquaﬂwmrwﬁqm 3 guAuLIndan
Wwinfu 108, 105 uaz 103 Alan3u/ls muddu was aneviug 8531 Winandssihetesiian (69.5 Alan3u/ls)
(Table 2) mmsﬁﬁ’uﬁ:msmaau Dorall uageednlss 60 Winandnyethe 93.0 uay 79.8 Alansu/ls audeu
A0AAR BINUINUITuua9 Nikhil et al. (2018); Shah and Rasheed (2019); Premalatha et al. (2020); wa¥
Damtew et al. (2022) fifin1551897u37 Handnidulodewiazaneiugiauunndieiunisada Felaeund



King Mongkut’s Agr. J. 2026 : 44 (1) : e0264751 7

wiudulazaidvladuiilina 25 Sundmaninas uazanefoazaigdulniafigarag 10-15 Fundans
WEULNES LLazLé’uiﬂa3Léwmsﬁuwé’dmﬂmswamﬂamﬁa 16 Juiduduly (Advancing Cotton Education,
2024) wag Ritchie et al. (2007) 518914791 nMsafraduleds dadudulowaglaa azdaiiulase
anmmuandou M 1 RauMQIl KAESINEMNSINELANE S LNUNALT Y
wWasiaudys
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