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Table 2 Estimated propertions of variance components for fiber traits in upland cotton
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Table 3 Estimates of genetic correlation coe(ficients
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Table 4 Averape genetic performances of F; Far Fiber fraits in 20 crosses of upland cotton
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lyzed by the genetic model of additive dominance and its interactions with environn

and strength could be selected. The F; heterosis was very small for a{l s
F, heterosis in different year for these traits were analyzed, tog

Kev words upland cotton fiber traits genetic correlations
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Abstract The morphological A sotton plant pattern cultivation were as follows:

%% or spy’/while the population density was increased by

4t of vield constitution. Cotton plant patterns were ad-

justed — controlled by conprehensive technique of chemical regulator (DPC) combined with

Aot1Ces w@, fer

of DPC was 90~120g/ha, sprayed 3~4 times. Irrigation and addition-

izers, intercultivation, using film —mulch and good va-



