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Development of Cotton Industry in Anhui Province in 2009-2018

ZHENG Shu-feng, LU Xi-jie, WANG Wei et al ( Cotton Institute, Anhui Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Hefei, Anhui 230001)
Abstract The development statuts, trend analysis and development prospect of cotton industry in 2009-2018 were summarized. The existing
problems, development trend, development direction and development countermeasures were analyzed, aiming at providing scientific refer-
ences for the decisional counseling of government at all levels and their corresponding departments, and providing references for the new-type

agricultural operators and enterprises.
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Table 1 Comparison of the cotton yield of Anhui Province in different

time periods
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Fig.1 Cotton planting areas of Anhui Province in 1990-2018 and their proportions in China
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Fig.2 Total cotton yields of Anhui Province in 1990—2018 and their proportions in China
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Fig.3 Cotton yields of Anhui Province in 1990-2018 and their proportions in China
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Fig.4 Cotton yarn yields of Anhui Province in 1993-2018 and their proportions in China
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Table 4 Horizontal distribution of root system under different treatments

MR ZEHCE Root number // 2%

AR BB 43 1 Percentage // %

pisil

Treatment 90~ 10~ 20~ 30~ 40~ 50~ 60~ 0~ 10~ 20~ 30~ 40~ 50~ 60~
em 20em 30em 40em 50em 60 em 70 cm I0em  20em 30em 40em S50 em 60 cm 70 c¢m
T, 240b 420c 260b 1.60b 220b 140a 0.00a 1695a 2952b 1829b 11.33a 1400a 9.90a 0.00 a
T, 220b  320c¢ 3.80ab 220b 220b 1.00a 0.60a 1443 a 21.0lc 250la 1457a 1443a 657ab 397 a
T, 360a 800b 520a 400a 280ab 120a 040a 13.34a 36.71a 19.25ab 14.73a 10.23a 441D 1.33 a
CK 380a 1000a 520a 340a 340a 140a 0.60a 14.69a 3095ab 1999 ab 1326a 13.39a 532ab 24la

T RTINS R AN [ ab 3 ] 22 5 .3 (P<0.05)

Note ; Different lowercase letters in the same column indicate significant differences between different treat ments at 0.05 level
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