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Performance and behaviour of Bt cotton hybrids under sub-optimal
rainfall situation

K. Sankaranarayanan* and P. Nalayini
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(Received 16 April 2014; accepted 20 October 2014)

Growth behaviour and yield performance of Bt cotton hybrids under sub-optimal
rainfall situation is of practical significance, because more than 60% of the cotton
area is under rainfed condition in India. A field trial conducted in a sandy clay loam
soil during the seasons 2006–2007, 2007–2008, and 2008–2009 to study the growth
behaviour and yield performance under scanty rainfall situation revealed that growth in
both Bt and non-Bt cotton hybrids significantly differed under these parameters. The
crop experienced moisture stress at the early stages of growth and again during boll
development phase in 2006–2007 and 2008–2009. However, Bt hybrids (1691 kg ha−1)
produced higher seed cotton yield than non-Bt hybrids (1092 kg ha−1), while the
controlled variety (LRA 5166) performed the average of these two (1399 kg ha−1).
Similar trend was evident in respect of bolls per plant (at 90 DAP) and the final
harvested bolls in both Bt and non-Bt cotton. Because of Bt gene, the early formed
bolls were protected from the boll worms which led to less damage and higher yield
with Bt hybrids. Amongst the hybrids, RCHB 708 Bt (1917 kg ha−1) performed better
over the others.

Keywords: Bt cotton hybrids; sub-optimal rainfall; seed cotton yield

Introduction

Cotton production and the expression of transgene are directly and indirectly influenced
by soil characteristics, rainfall, severity of pest and disease, and management (Dong & Li
2007). The variation in the yield of cotton is estimated to be generally 60% which is
simply brought out by the influence of weather parameters, whereas it is around 30% in
other field crops. Rainfall is the foremost important element for cotton cultivation
especially under rainfed condition. Cotton is grown mostly under rainfed condition in
India (60%) and the productivity of cotton is low due to uncertainties associated with the
variation in both quantity/intensity and distribution of rainfall. Before the Bt cotton era,
the excessive and indiscriminate use of pesticides had caused insecticide resistance in
major pests (such as bollworms) and the emergence of secondary pests in epidemic form
making the cotton production risk prone compared to other crops (Kranthi et al. 2002).
The cotton growing area in India declined because of the frequent bollworm infestation
and outbreaks, i.e. from an average of 8.7 Mio ha in 2001 to a meagre 7.8 Mio ha in 2002
and 2003 (Kranthi 2012). In Bt cotton with inbuilt resistance of bollworm due to the Bt
gene characteristic, the early formed bolls are protected and kept intact in the plant. Thus,
Bt cotton is gaining popularity with farmers due to effective control of bollworm complex
besides higher productivity (Fitt et al. 1994; Flint et al. 1995; Harries et al. 1996) and this
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resulted in an expansion of acreage under Bt cotton in India from 38,000 ha in 2002 to
10.8 Mio ha in 2012 (Clive 2012). Over the last ten years, the world scenario has also
shown a similar trend; the area under the transgenic crops increased by 1.7 Mio ha in
1996 to 170.3 Mio ha in 2010 grown by over 17.3 Mio farmers (Clive 2012). Before the
Bt era in India, 45%, 30%, 24.7%, and 0.3% of the total cotton area was covered by
hybrids, upland cotton, diploid species, and Gossypium barbadense, respectively (Singh
& Kairon 2000). LRA-5166, a straight non-Bt variety, was grown in larger parts of the
area of the rainfed region of Maharashtra, Madhya Pradesh, Andhra Pradesh, Karnataka
and Tamil Nadu. Presently, Bt hybrid adoption has spread widely across the rainfed, semi-
irrigated, and irrigated areas and has reached more than 93% of the total area of cotton
produce in 2012. However, there are divergent views with respect to the suitability of Bt
hybrids for the rainfed regions. Dong and Li (2007) reported that maintaining the general
health of Bt plant is essential for realizing the transgenic potential. Most of the Bt hybrids
require long growth duration, input-intensive nature, high moisture, nutrient contents, and
improved management practices.

The dry land areas are characterized by irregular nature and erratic distribution of
rainfall which may not be adequate in certain years for a normal crop production and thus,
limit the optimum performance of crops. Even in assured rainfall regions, irregular and
erratic distribution is not uncommon. Keeping the abovementioned facts in view, the
performance of Bt hybrids under rainfed condition – especially in low rainfall regions –
requires a location-specific study under sub-optimal rainfall situation. The selected place
(Coimbatore, Tamil Nadu, India) for this study is known for receiving sub-optimum
rainfall (438 mm, average of 70 years) in the cotton season (August–February)
(Veeraputhiran 2003). The study was conducted with an objective to assess the growth
behaviour and production performance of Bt hybrids (RCH 2 Bt, RCH 20 Bt, RCHB 708
Bt) in comparison to isogenic lines and existing non-Bt variety (LRA 5166) suitable for
rainfed region.

Materials and methods

Design

Three Bt transgenic cotton hybrids RCH 2 Bt and RCH 20 Bt ‘intra G. hirsutum hybrids’,
RCHB 708 Bt ‘F1 hybrid between G. hirsutum x G. barbadense’ along with their non-Bt
counterparts and a non-Bt straight cotton variety (LRA 5166) as a control were taken in a
replicated field trial in randomized block design with three replications during the winter
rainfed season (August–February) of 2006–2007, 2007–2008, and 2008–2009 at the
Central Institute for Cotton Research Regional Station, Coimbatore. The treatments
were imposed at gross plot size of 54 m2; the net plot size was 36 m2. Planting was
done on 9 September 2006, 25 August 2007, and 27 August 2008, respectively, for the
seasons 2006–2007, 2007–2008, and 2008–2009. The recommended plant density of
hybrids (2.2 plant m−2) was followed for Bt and non-Bt hybrids (RCH 2, RCH20,
RCHB 708) and recommended plant density of 4.4 plant m−2 was followed for the variety
LRA 5166. The average annual rainfall (1961–1990) at the site was 670.6 mm with
coefficient variation of 33%, classified under the scanty rainfall zone. The mean seasonal
rainfall (70 years average) was 128.2 mm (19.1%) in summer, 16.9 mm (2.5%) in winter;
and southwest monsoon contributes 185.8 mm (27.7%) while northeast monsoon con-
tributes 339.7 mm (49%) of rainfall. the total rainfall of 446.4, 438.2, and 436.4 mm and
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effective rainfall of 253.6, 275.9, and 2670.2 mm were received during the cropping
seasons of 2006–2007, 2007–2008, and 2008–2009, respectively.

The recommended spacing of hybrid and variety, respectively, of 75 × 60 cm and
75 × 30 cm was adopted for hybrids (Bt and non-Bt) and non-Bt straight variety (LRA
5166) by following the ridges and furrow method before the onset of the monsoon. A
fertilizer dose of 45:19.6:37.3 and 30:13.0:24.9 kg ha−1 of N, P, and K were applied at
sowing for hybrids (Bt and non-Bt) and variety (LRA 5166), respectively, while equal
quantity of N was top dressed at 45 DAP after ensuring the sufficient soil moisture in the
field.

Application of the recommended levels of pesticides was carried out as follows: in
2006–2007, methyl demeton at 30 DAP followed by endosulfan with methyl demeton
at 50 days after planting (DAP). Subsequently, acetamiprid was sprayed at 62 DAP and
tracer at 70 DAP in 2006–2007; in 2007–2008, methyl demeton and monocrotophos at
45 and 78 DAP, spinosad combined with acetamiprid at 105 DAP; in 2008–2009,
profenophos at 60 DAP, quinalphos with acetamiprid at 78 DAP, spinosad combined
with acetamiprid at 95 DAP. Chemicals meant for the sucking pests were used for both
Bt and non-Bt genotypes. Boll worm pesticides were applied only for non-Bt
genotypes.

Water balance

The consumptive water use (CU) has been calculated as per the following formula
(Equation (1)):

CU ¼ Ep � Kc � Kp ðLÞ (1)

where Ep is the mean pan evaporation (mm day−1), Kc is the crop factor, Kp is the pan
factor; the values of Kc varies with the crop duration viz., 0.45 for 0–25 days, 0.75 for
26–70 days, 1.15 for 71–120 days, and 0.70 for 121–150 days. Effective rainfall (ER) was
calculated as per the methods proposed by Mishra and Ahmed (1987). The net water
holding capacity of the 1 m depth soil was estimated as 100 mm (field capacity was
23.10%, permanent wilting point was 16.44%, and bulk density was 1.50 g cm–3), the
initial soil moisture content was estimated gravimetrically before planting, and the avail-
able soil moisture balance (ASMB) and effective rainfall were calculated by the following
formula (Equations (2) and (3)):

ASMBd ¼ ASMBd�1 þ RFd � CUd (2)

if ASMBd � 100 then ERd ¼ RFd if SMBd > 100; ERd ¼ RFd � ASMBd � 100ð Þ; (3)

where ASMd is the available soil moisture balance of the day (mm), ASMBd�1 is the
available soil moisture balance one day before (mm), RFd is the rainfall of the day (mm),
and CUd is the consumptive water use of the day (mm).

Plant analyses

Five plants were selected at random from the net area of each plot and tagged, and a
biometric observation was made on these plants. The height of the plant was measured
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from the cotyledon node up to the tip of the last opened leaf. For leaf area index (LAI)
estimation, the leaf length (L in cm) and maximum width (W in cm) of the third leaf from
the top was measured. The total number of leaves (N in number) in each plant was
counted. LAI was calculated using the following formula suggested by Ashley et al.
(1963) (Equation (4)):

LAI ¼ L�W � N � 0:775

Land area cm2ð Þ occupied by the plant
(4)

The crop dry matter was estimated at harvest by removing five plants from the
sampling row, air dried, and then oven dried at 65°C for constant weight. From the
dried moisture-free samples, the dry matter production was recorded and expressed in kg
ha−1. The total number of bolls per plant in the randomly selected five plants were
recorded and expressed as number of bolls per plant. The kapas of fully opened bolls
of the five randomly selected plants were weighed, and accordingly the average number of
bursted bolls per plant, yield per plant, and boll weight were calculated. The seed cotton
yield was recorded from the net plot and expressed in kg ha−1. Kapas samples having 100
seed cotton from each plot were taken and weighed. The seed and the lint weight were
recorded after ginning. The ginning percentage was calculated by employing the follow-
ing formula (Equation (5)):

Ginning percentage ¼ Weight of lint gð Þ
Weight of seed cotton gð Þ (5)

The seed obtained from ginning of hundred seed cotton was weighed (g) and
expressed as seed index. Likewise, the lint obtained from ginning of hundred seed cotton
was weighed (g) and expressed as lint index. Fibre quality parameters viz., 2.5% span
length, maturity ratio, uniformity ratio, micronaire, fibre strength, and fibre elongation
were also analysed using high volume instruments (HVI, Fibrotex, Statex Engineering (P)
Ltd, Gurichy, TN, India). In addition to that the fibre quality index (FQI = L×T/√M),
where L is the 2.5% span length (mm), fibre bundle tenacity at 3.2 mm gauge (T in g
tex−1), and micronaire value (M in µg inch−1) were also worked out.

Plant analysis was done using the samples taken for dry matter production. The samples
were dried and ground through a mill. The ground samples were analysed for nitrogen,
phosphorus, and potassium contents and the uptake values were calculated. The nitrogen
content was estimated by the micro-Kjeldahl method (Humphries 1956), phosphorous by
colorimetric method (Jackson 1973) and potassium by flame photometer method (Jackson
1973), respectively, multiplied with dry matter production and expressed in kg ha−1.

Soil analyses

Soil samples were collected before the experimental setup and after harvesting of the crop.
The soil samples were shade dried and gently powdered with the help of wooden mallet to
pass through a 2-mm sieve and analysed. The soil mechanical analysis was done using the
Piper (1966) method, organic carbon was analysed using the Walkley and Black (1934)
method, available nitrogen by the Subbiah and Asija (1956) method; the available
phosphorus was estimated using the bicarbonate extraction method proposed by Olsen
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et al. (1954), and the available potassium using the ammonium acetate extractant method
proposed by Stanford and English (1949).

The site exhibited texture that was sandy clay loam, had pH of 8.3, EC of 1.3 dS m−1,
was low in organic carbon (0.42%), low in available N (58.5 mg kg−1) and available P
(3.3 mg kg−1), and high in available K (425.4 mg kg−1).

Economics

The cost of cultivation includes variable cost and rent value of the land for the particular
cropping periods. The variable cost includes expenditure on labour, bullock, machinery,
seeds, manures, fertilizers, plant protection chemicals, irrigation charges, and interest on
working capital. The prevailing market price of inputs was taken into account in calculating
the cost of cultivation. The market price of kapas of the selected genotypes was the base for
calculating gross returns. The indices were calculated using the following Equations (6–8):

B:C ratio ¼ Gross return Rs ha�1ð Þ
Cost of cultivation Rs ha�1ð Þ (6)

Per day productivity kg ha�1
� � ¼ Seed cotton yield kg ha�1ð Þ

Number of days on field occupied by the genotypes

(7)

Per day profitability Rs ha�1
� � ¼ Net Return Rs ha�1ð Þ

Number of days on field occupied by the genotypes

(8)

Statistics

The pooled data was subjected to ANOVA (Gomez & Gomez 1984) by using the factorial
randomized block design concept to assess the interaction effect of Bt versus non-Bt,
including their hybrids (RCH 2, RCH 20, RCHB 708). A simple randomized block
design (RBD) concept was used to analyse the data of all seven genotypes tested in the
experiment and compare the performance of Bt and non-Bt hybrids against the straight
variety (LRA 5166).

Results and discussion

Consumptive use and effective rainfall

The total evaporation and rainfall recorded during the crop growth periods were 602,
620.4, and 627.2 mm and 446.4, 438.2, and 436.4 mm, respectively, for the seasons of
2006–2007, 2007–2008, and 2008–2009; the results did not extensively. Similar trend
was also followed in consumptive use and effective rainfall, which were 338.6, 351.5, and
346.0 mm and 253.6, 275.9, and 270.2 mm, respectively, for the 2006–2007, 2007–2008,
and 2008–2009 seasons (Table 1). The recorded effective rainfall of the season was less in
comparison to the consumptive use with 25.1%, 21.5%, and 21.9% for the seasons of
2006–2007, 2007–2008, and 2008–2009, respectively; thus the trial data was found
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useful for making a valid assessment. The consumptive water use of cotton varied with
the length of the growing season, temperature, and sunshine hours. Sivanappan (2004)
reported that the consumptive water use was 700–750 mm in north India. The recorded
consumptive water uses (338.6–351.5 mm) of this trial were comparatively less. The
cotton crop was sown in the month of April (peak summer); it continued to grow up till
September in the northern states of India and was subjected to high evaporative demand,
thereby resulting in high consumptive water use. The recommended growth seasons
(August to January) in the trial region (Tamil Nadu, India) were falling under winter
when the evaporative demand is less, resulting in less use of consumptive water. Higher
performance was observed in the season of 2007–2008 in all entries including Bt and non-
Bt hybrids and straight variety (LRA 5166) because of less moisture stress during the
critical period (boll development) of plant growth. In the other experimental seasons
(2006–2007 and 2008–2009), effective rainfall (34.1 mm in 2006–2007 and 54.7 mm in
2008–2009) received was less and the crop faced severe moisture stress during the boll
development periods (71–120 DAP), affecting crop growth severely and finally reducing
the yield. Blaise (2011) reported that apart from climatic reasons, soil moisture stress in
critical periods of crop growth is a major factor responsible for low crop productivity.
Sankaranarayanan et al. (2011a) reported that higher seasonal rainfall was positively
correlated with better crop growth and realization of higher yield in Bt cotton. When
sufficient moisture deficits occurred, the lint yield of dryland plants was reduced by 25%,
primarily because of a 19% reduction in the number of bolls (Pettigrew 2004).

Growth attributes

Bt effect

The growth and development have a direct bearing on the reproductive efficiency and
seed cotton yield. Growth characters observed at 90 DAP and at harvest revealed
significant variation with respect to the number of bolls in Bt versus non-Bt, and Bt
recorded a mean of 19.6 and 22.3 bolls per plant while it was only 12.3 and 16.5 bolls in
non-Bt, respectively (Table 2). Numerically 18.5% higher number of squares was
observed in Bt in comparison to non-Bt at 90 DAP. The damage caused to the fruiting
bodies by insect pest was relatively low in Bt hybrids. This resulted in higher number of
bolls with Bt hybrids (Singh et al. 2007). The other growth character e.g. LAI was higher
with non-Bt in both stages (28.6% higher at 90 DAP and 32.3% higher at harvest) as
compared to Bt. The non-Bt hybrids exhibited more vegetative growth and recorded
significantly more number of functional leaves leading to higher LAI. The same trend
was observed with respect to dry matter production and plant height with non-Bt hybrids,
which registered 11.3% higher dry matter production and 5.9% and 8.8% higher plant
height, respectively, at 90 DAP and at harvest. Sankaranarayanan et al. (2011b) recorded
higher LAI and dry weight with MECH 162 non-Bt than MECH 162 Bt. The Bt hybrid
plants were shorter by 7% with 10.8% reduced LAI over those of non-Bt hybrids (Rekha
2007). As the growth of cotton advanced towards the grand growth of boll development
phases, the growth rate in terms of plant height was reduced in transgenic Bt cotton
(Tayade & Dhoble 2012). Venugopalan et al. (2009) reported that the introduction of the
Bt gene has altered the morphological, phenological, and physiological characteristics of
these introgressed cultivars. Apparently change in morphoframe of the plants following
incorporation of Bt gene resulted in dwarf plants with less vegetative growth. Mayee et al.
(2004) reported that all the transgenic Bt cotton hybrids were short statured than their
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non-Bt counterparts. The retention of the early formed bolls by the inbuilt protection of Bt
gene in Bt hybrids favoured the utilization of more photosynthates for the nourishments of
bolls which indirectly suppressed the vegetative growth in Bt hybrids. Conventional non-
Bt hybrid, because of absence of Bt gene, was susceptible to frequent boll worm attacks
thereby losing the early formed square and bolls; this produced more vegetative growth
because of less competition for partitioning of photosynthate by reproductive growth.

Genotypes

Statistical analysis revealed that genotypes varied significantly with respect to growth
attributes viz., plant height (90 DAP and at harvest), LAI (90 and at harvest), bolls (90
DAP and at harvest), and dry matter production (at harvest) due to genetic makeup. The
straight variety (LRA 5166) had recorded the significantly least plant height (67.9 at 90
DAP and 98.2 cm at harvest) and LAI (1.3 at 90 DAP and 1.3 at harvest) (Table 2). Dong
et al. (2007) reported that the cotton hybrid (H01) had higher LAI and leaf weight per
plant, and was superior to parents (straight varieties). Amongst genotypes (both Bt and
non Bt version of RCH2 ‘intra G. hirsutum’, RCH20 ‘intra G. hirsutum’, RCHB 708
‘inter specific G. hirsutum x G. barbadense’, and G. hirsutum variety ‘LRA 5166’) tested
in the trial, the interspecific non-Bt hybrid (RCHB 708) recorded significantly higher
plant height of 87.6 and 109.5 cm, leaf area index of 3.8 and 3.9, at 90 DAP and harvest
respectively, and dry matter production of 5102 kg ha−1. Similar findings were observed
by CSM (2006). Heitholt (1995) found that okra leaf type (G. barbadense) cultivars yield
more bolls and dry matter production (DMP). The increase in DMP might be attributed to
improved foraging ability of RCHB 708 Bt with better assimilation capacity which helped
the plants in increasing the plant height and larger number of branches that finally
exhibited significant improvement in DMP as already reported by Moursi et al. (1976).

Yield attributes

Bt effect

Bt genotypes performed significantly higher pooled means per plant: seed cotton yield
(77.7 g plant–1), bursted bolls (20.9) compared to non-Bt: seed cotton yield (50.7 g
plant–1), and bursted bolls (12.3). The boll weight was slightly higher in Bt over that in
non-Bt (Table 3). The yield attributes of mean Bt hybrids increased at a rate of 53.3%,
42.2%, and 8.6%, respectively, in yield, number of bursted bolls, and boll weight per plant
in comparison to non-Bt hybrids. The increased seed cotton yield per plant in Bt hybrids
might be attributed to better fruiting efficiency, efficient source sink relationship, balanced
vegetative growth, early maturity, bigger boll size, and retention of higher number of bolls
over their non-Bt counterpart.

Genotypes

Amongst the genotypes tested, significantly higher yield (89.0 g) and harvested bolls
(27.2) per plant were recorded in RCHB 708 Bt, while the boll weight (4.18) was
significantly higher in RCH 20 Bt. The interspecific hybrid (G. hirsutum x G. barbadense,
RCHB 708 Bt) is known for vigorous vegetative and reproductive growth except boll
weight in comparison to intra G. hirsutum hybrids (RCH2 and RCH20).
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Seed cotton yield

Bt effect

The results revealed that Bt hybrids produced significantly higher seed cotton yield
i.e. 1255, 2385, and 1433 kg ha−1, respectively, in the seasons of 2006–2007, 2007–
2008, and 2008–2009 as compared to non-Bt hybrid, which registered the seed cotton
yield of 610, 1810, and 855 kg ha−1 (Table 3, Figure 1). Yield reductions observed
were 51.4%, 24.1%, and 40.4% in non-Bt during the seasons 2006–2007, 2007–2008,
and 2008–2009, respectively. The early boll setting and higher photosynthesis rate of
Bt hybrids resulted in less physiological boll shedding and higher yield with Bt
hybrids. The relation for the increase in yield with early boll setting was indicated
in earlier studies (Qaim & Zilberman 2003). Bt cotton showed remarkable contribution
to the doubling of cotton yield in rainfed condition. On average, Bt cotton hybrid
increased the cotton yield from 400–500 to 800–1000 kg ha−1 (Mayee & Choudhary
2013). Ansingkar et al. (2005) found that Bt cotton hybrids recorded significantly
higher yield over their non-Bt counter parts as well as the local checks. Similar
findings were also reported by Nehra et al. (2004) and Srinivasalu et al. (2006).
Ramasundaram et al. (2004) made a survey and reported that low pest infestation in
Bt cotton resulted in its higher yield (1170 kg ha−1) compared to the conventional
hybrid (972 kg ha−1). Performance of Bt hybrids versus non-Bt hybrids at Nanded
(Maharashtra, India) revealed that on average 48.5% higher seed cotton yield was
realized with Bt over non-Bt (Deosarkar et al. 2004). Thus, retaining the early formed
bolls by preventing bollworm attack, the genetically transformed cotton helps in
retaining a larger number of reproductive parts and consequently higher seed cotton
yields in Bt genotypes. Conventional non-Bt hybrids were attacked frequently by
bollworm complex and got rid of the early formed squares and bolls and thus, were
low yielders. The results conveyed that the advantage of Bt cotton under low rainfall
situation was more pronounced and varying (of course with genotypes).

1395
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0
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Figure 1. Mean seed cotton yield (kg ha−1) of Bt and non-Bt hybrids and variety (CD
(0.05) = 447 kg ha−1). Means with the same letter in bars are not significantly different at the 5%
probability level.
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Genotypes

All the Bt hybrids included in the experiment yielded significantly higher over their non-
Bt counterparts. The pooled results revealed that yield reductions to the extent of 50.6%,
75.9%, and 42.2% were observed in non-Bt hybrids of RCH 2, RCH 20, and RCHB 708,
respectively, over the corresponding Bt versions of the same hybrids (Table 3, Figure 1).
The varied performance of Bt cotton genotypes was also reported by Dong et al. (2006).
They observed that the indigenous Bt hybrid (SCRC 15) showed better performance than
the introduced Bt hybrid (33 B) and the indigenous Bt variety (SCRC 16). Amongst the
genotypes, RCHB 708 Bt significantly produced higher seed cotton yield of 1380, 2853,
and 1518 and 1917 kg ha–1, respectively, in 2006–2007, 2007–2008, 2008–2009 seasons
and pooled mean and because of its better suitability and adoptability to the region
(G. barbadense zone). Dong et al. (2007) reported that the F1 Bt hybrid H01
(K0215 × K643) exhibited the greatest heterosis in yield and protein content, and lint
yield were increased with an average of 12.2% and 9.0% as compared to the parents
(K0215 and K643), respectively; and the yield advantage of hybrid cotton can be
attributed to the improved source–sink relationship and flow of more photosynthate to
the reproductive parts. The Bt hybrid (HBtC) has been widely adopted by farmers in
southern China, while Bt variety (BtC) had been rejected due to its low yield potential
(Dong et al. 2004). However, the hybrid RCHB 708 Bt showed less yield advantage
(42.6%) over non-Bt counterpart amongst other Bt hybrids due to high reproductive
growth habit of interspecific hybrid that helped to produce higher number of squares,
flowers, and bolls which compensated the loss to some extent due to boll worms at early
stages. The results further revealed that RCHB 708 Bt had been planted with 50%
population (22,222 plant ha−1) of the straight variety (LRA 5166) (44,444 plant ha−1),
but registered significantly higher seed cotton yield because of the fact that RCHB 708 Bt
produced 10%, 91.2%, and 97.7% higher boll weight, bursted bolls, and single plant
yield, respectively, than LRA 5166, thus finally resulting in enhanced performance. The
conventional non-Bt variety (LRA 5166) registered less biometrics, yield attributes, and
single plant yield. However, regarding seed cotton yield of the hybrids RCH 2Bt and RCH
20 Bt compared to LRA (1080, 2180, 937, and 1399 kg ha−1, respectively, in 2006–2007,
2007–2008, 2008–2009 seasons and pooled mean), the higher population (two-fold times)
(44,444 plant ha−1) kept in LRA 5166 than Bt and non-Bt hybrids (22,222 plant ha−1), had
effectively compensated the less plant yield in LRA 5166. Amongst seasons, the higher
performance of LRA 5166 observed in the 2007–2008 season might be due to less boll
worm incidence; and the economic threshold level (ETL) reached only once but in the
other seasons (2006–2007 and 2008–2009) the boll worm reached ETL twice during the
cropping season.

Quality parameters

Bt effect

The increase in productivity alone could not benefit the cotton growers as the quality of
cotton fibre is the primary concern for fetching higher price (Sreenivasan 2004). Cellulose
synthesis in cotton fibre influences the fibre morphological and structural features, which
in turn influences the physical, tensile, and mechanical parameters of fibres. Analysis of
the fibre in the abovementioned trial showed that quality parameters viz., seed index, lint
index, ginning percentage (GP), 2.5% span length, maturity ratio, uniformity ratio,
micronaire, fibre elongation, and fibre quality index were no different in Bt versus
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non-Bt (Table 4). Yadav et al. (2012) reported no difference in micronaire, 2.5% span
length, immature fibre content, neps and maturity ratio at final stage of fibre development.
Similarly, Ethridge and Hequet (2000) could not find differences in micronaire, uniformity
ratio, strength, and elongation measured in high volume instrument as a result of trans-
genic technology.

Genotypes

Amongst genotypes tested in the trial, RCHB 708 non-Bt registered significantly highest
seed index (10.5 g), optimum micronaire (3.9), strength (23.3 g tex−1), and fibre quality
index (374) (Table 4); it was, however, at par with the corresponding isogenic lines
(RCHB 708 Bt). Mayee et al. (2004) reported that the differences in fibre quality
parameters amongst Bt hybrids were attributed to the existence of genotypic difference
among the hybrids. Similar findings were also reported by Gurumurthy (1993). The
genotype (RCHB 708 non-Bt) is an F1 hybrid between G. hirsutum x G. barbadense,
and G. barbadense is known for its high-quality amongst cotton species. The exceptional
fibre length, strength, and fineness of G. barbadense over the largely grown upland cotton
of G. hirsutum was reported by Saha et al. (2004).

Soil nutrient status and nutrient uptake

The influence of Bt cotton hybrid cultivation on the soil pH, EC, available N, P and K
status revealed that none of the tested genotypes significantly influenced the soil pH, EC,
available N, P and K status of soil (Table 5). Hosmath et al. (2004) found that the organic
carbon content, EC, and pH were not significantly influenced by Bt and non-Bt cotton.
The seed cotton yield harvested from different hybrids was less than the potential one
because of soil moisture limitation imposed upon by low rainfall situation. This might
have not created an imbalance in the nutrient status of soil majorly. The available soil
nutrients and the application of the total recommended level of NPK (90:19.6:37.3 kg ha−1)
were sufficient for the Bt hybrids under low rainfall situation. Amongst the genotypes
tested, the highest N uptake (142.0 kg ha−1) was estimated with RCHB 708 non-Bt. The
conducive climate for G. barbadense cotton of the zone favoured the higher growth of
ELS hybrids (RCHB 708 non-Bt), because of the absence of Bt gene in non-Bt version of
RCHB 708 resulting in higher vegetative growth and dry matter thereby resulting in
higher N uptake.

Economic analysis

The economic analysis revealed that the Bt hybrid incurred higher mean cost of cultiva-
tion (Rs 16,582 ha−1), gross return (Rs 46,870 ha−1), net return (Rs 28,818 ha−1), benefit
cost ratio (2.6), per day productivity (11.1 kg day−1), and per day profitability (Rs 190
day−1) (Table 6). Bt hybrids increased the mean cost of cultivation, gross return, net
return, benefit cost, ratio per day productivity, and per day profitability to the extent of
8.9%, 53.9%, 107.6%, 44.4%, 65.7%, and 120.9%, respectively, over non-Bt hybrid. The
higher yield realized in Bt hybrids caused higher picking cost but also higher economic
return. Conversely, Bt hybrids were effective in controlling the boll worms, thereby
reducing the plant protection cost. But the cost advantage related to less plant protection
in Bt hybrids was offset by higher picking cost ultimately leading to higher cost of
cultivation with Bt. Dong et al. (2004) observed that reduced pesticide application and
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saving of labour resulted in a two-fold increase of net return in Bt cotton than conven-
tional cotton. Weir et al. (1998) conducted an economic analysis of bollgard cotton
compared to conventional cotton and concluded that bollgard is superior in enhancing
monetary return. Economics of Bt cotton cultivation assessed by Prasad Joshi et al. (2011)
indicated that the total cost of cultivation was maximum for Bt, but Bt cotton has
registered 31% higher yield and 151% higher net return (the net additional benefit
being Rs 18,429 ha−1) (Kiresur & Ichangi 2011).

Economic analysis revealed that the introduction of Bt gene into non-Bt hybrid
increased the net return to the extent of 143.7%, 163.0%, and 69.2% in RCH 2, RCH
20, and RCHB 708, respectively. Amongst the genotypes tested, RCHB 708 Bt was
assessed having the highest gross return (Rs 61,344 ha−1), net return (Rs 38,967 ha−1), and
per day profitability (Rs 236 ha−1). The enhanced return is justified in that the higher yield
realized by climatic suitability of the zone for barbadense along with Bt effect in addition
to the inbuilt superior quality parameters fetched higher market price which resulted in
higher return with RCHB 708 Bt. The non-Bt straight variety, LRA 5166, registered better
economic return than the non-Bt version of RCH2 and RCH20 but less compared to the
rest of the genotypes.

Conclusions

On-station trial conducted in a sandy clay loam soil during 2006–2007, 2007–2008, and
2008–2009 seasons revealed a superior growth behaviour and yield performance of Bt
hybrids over non-Bt hybrids even in scanty rainfall areas where the crop suffered moisture
stress during the early period and again during the boll development phase. Amongst the
hybrids, RCHB 708 Bt out-yielded the others even though the total dry matter production
in non-Bt hybrids was higher.

Acknowledgements
The authors duly acknowledge the facilities and support provided by Project Coordinator and Head
and The Director, CICR, Nagpur, Maharastra, India.

References
Ansingkar AS, More SS, Bhatade SS, Dhuppe M, Choudhary LM. 2005. Evaluation of transgenic

Bt cotton hybrids in comparison with non-Bt and checks in rainfed condition. J Soils Crops.
15:338–342.

Ashley DA, Doss BA, Bennet OL. 1963. A method of determining leaf area in cotton. Agron J.
55:584–585.

Blaise D. 2011. Tillage and green manure effects on Bt transgenic cotton (Gossypium hirsutum L.)
hybrid grown on rainfed vertisols of central India. Soil Till Res. 114:86–96.

Clive J. 2012. Global status of commercialized biotech/GM crops: 2012. ISAAA (International
Service for the Acquisition of Agri-Biotech Applications) Brief No. 44. New York (NY):
ISAAA.

CSM. 2006. Cotton scientist meet, annual report. Coimbatore: Department of Cotton, Centre for
Plant Beeding and Genetics, Tamil Nadu Agricultural University; p CM10–CM11.

Deosarkar B, Bhatade SS, Gaikwad AR. 2004. Comparative performance of Bt cotton hybrids and
their conventional version under rainfed conditions of Marathwada region. J Cotton Res Dev.
22:150–152.

Dong HZ, Li WJ. 2007. Variability of endotoxin expression in Bt transgenic cotton. J Agron Crop
Sci. 193:21–29.

Archives of Agronomy and Soil Science 1195



Dong HZ, Li WJ, Tang W, Li ZH, Zhang DM. 2006. Effects of genotypes and plant density on
yield, yield components and photosynthesis in Bt transgenic cotton. J Agro Crop Sci.
192:132–139.

Dong HZ, Li WJ, Tang W, Li ZH, Zhang DM. 2007. Heterosis in yield, endotoxin expression and
some physiological parameters in Bt transgenic cotton. Plant Breed. 126:169–175.

Dong HZ, Li WJ, Tang W, Zhang DM. 2004. Development of hybrid Bt cotton in China – a
successful integration of transgenic technology and conventional technology. Current Sci.
86:778–782.

Ethridge MD, Hequet EF. 2000. Fiber properties and textile performance of transgenic cotton verses
parent varieties. In: Duggar P, Richter DA, editors, Proceedings of the belt wide cotton
conference. Memphis (TN): National Cotton Council; p. 488–494.

Fitt GP, Mares CL, Llewellyn DJ. 1994. Field evaluation and potential ecological impact of
transgenic cottons (G. hirsutum) in Australia. Biocontrol Sci Technol. 4:535–548.

Flint HM, Henneberry TJ, Wilson FD, Holuguin E, Parks N, Buchler RD. 1995. The effect of
transgenic cotton G. hirsutum containing Bt toxin gene for the control of pink bollworm and
other arthropods. Southwest Entomol. 20:281–292.

Gomez KA, Gomez AA. 1984. Statistical procedure for agricultural research. 2nd ed. New York
(NY): Wiley.

Gurumurthy S. 1993. Studies on irrigation, seedling techniques plant density, and nitrogen manage-
ment in summer irrigated cotton (MCU 7) under Periyar-Vaigai command [Ph.D. thesis].
Coimbatore: Tamil Nadu Agricultural University.

Harries FA, Furz RE, Colboun Jr DS. 1996. Cotton insect management in transgenic Bt cotton in the
Mississippi Delta, 1992-95. In: Dugger P, Richter D, editors. Proceeding beltwide cotton
conferences; 1996 Jan 9–12; Nashville. Vol. 2; Memphis (TN): National Cotton Council
America; p. 854–855.

Heitholt JJ. 1995. Cotton flowering and boll retention in different planting configurations and leaf
shapes. Agron J. 87:994–998.

Hosmath JA, Biradar DP, Deshpande SK, Dodamani SV, Rizwan Haris MD, Nooli SS. 2004. Study
of Bt and non-Bt cotton performance in organics and its effect on soil properties and nutrient
status. In: Khadi BM, Vamadevaiah HM, Katageri IS, Halemani HL, Patil BC, Hallikeri SS,
editors. International symposium on Strategies for sustainable cotton production – a global
vision during November 23–25, 2004. Dharwad: University of Agricultural Sciences;
p. 135–138.

Humphries EC. 1956. Mineral components and ash analysis. In: Peach K, Tarcey MV, editors,
Modern methods of plant analysis. Berlin: Springer Verlag; p. 468–502.

Jackson ML. 1973. Soil chemical analysis. New Delhi: Prentice-Hall.
Kiresur VR, Ichangi M. 2011. Socio-economic impact of Bt cotton – a case study of Karnataka. Agri

Econ Res Rev. 24:67–81.
Kranthi KR. 2012. Bt cotton: questions and answers. Mumbai: Indian Society for Cotton

Improvement.
Kranthi KR, Jadhav DR, Kranthi S, Wanjari RR, Ali S, Russel D. 2002. Insecticide resistance in five

major insect pests of cotton in India. Crop Prot. 21:449–460.
Mayee CD, Choudhary B. 2013. Adoption and uptake pathways of Bt cotton in India. Mumbai:

Indian Society for Cotton Improvement (ISCI).
Mayee CD, Singh P, Mohan P, Agarwal DK. 2004. Evaluation of Bt transgenic intra hirsutum

hybrids for yield and fiber properties. Indian J Agric Sci. 74:46–47.
Mishra RD, Ahmed M. 1987. Effective rainfall. Manual on irrigation agronomy. New Delhi:

Oxford/IBH Publishing; p. 411.
Moursi MA, Eldin WAN, Bayoumy K. 1976. Effect of plant distribution and N fertilizers and levels

of N on growth and mineral uptake. Egypt J Agron. 30:213–222.
Nehra PL, Nehra KC, Kumawat PD. 2004. Performance of Bt cotton hybrids of different spacing in

canal command area of North-Western Rajasthan. J Cotton Res Dev. 18:189–190.
Olsen SR, Cole CV, Watanabe FS, Dean LA. 1954. Estimation of available phosphorus in soils by

extraction with sodium bicarbonate. Circular No. 939. Washington (DC): USDA.
Pettigrew WT. 2004. Moisture deficit effects on cotton lint yield, yield components, and boll

distribution. Agron J. 96:377–383.
Piper CS. 1966. Soil and plant analysis. Mumbai: Hans Publishers.

1196 K. Sankaranarayanan and P. Nalayini



Prasad Joshi D, Biradar P, Patil VC, Janagoudar BS, Patil BR, Udikeri SS. 2011. Evaluation of
commercially available Bt cotton genotypes for their agronomic performance and economic
returns. Karnataka J Agric Sci. 24:277–279.

Qaim M, Zilberman D. 2003. Yield effects of genetically modified crops in developing countries.
Science. 299:900–902.

Ramasundaram P, Ingle RK, Gajbhiye HC. 2004. Performance and constraints in Bt (MECH
hybrids) cotton cultivation at farmers field. In: Chauhan MS, Saini RK, editors. Proceeding of
national symposium on changing world order – cotton research, development and policy in
context; 2004 Aug 10–12; Hyderabad. Hisar: Cotton Research and Development Association;
p. 30.

Rekha GO. 2007. A comparative assessment of morphophysiolgical characters and yield in Bt and
non-Bt cotton hybrids. Karnataka J Agric Sci. 20:901.

Sankaranarayanan K, Praharaj CS, Nalayini P, Gopalakrishnan N. 2011a. Growth, yield and quality
of Bt cotton (Gossypium hirsutum) hybrid under varied planting patterns, NPK levels and
seasonal variations. Indian J Agric Sci. 81:871–874.

Sankaranarayanan K, Praharaj CS, Nalayini P, Gopalakrishnan N. 2011b. Evaluation of Bt (Bacillus
thuringiensis) and non-Bt cotton (Gossypium hirsutum) hybrids under varied planting time.
Indian J Agron. 56:68–73.

Singh D, Sharma SK, Pandey R, Kumar V. 2007. Performance of Bt cotton (Gossypium hirsutum)
genotypes under cotton – wheat (Triticum aestivum) system. Indian J Agric Sci. 77:305–307.

Singh P, Kairon MS. 2000. Cotton varieties and hybrids, CICR Technical bulletin no: 13. Nagpur:
Central Institute for Cotton Research.

Sivanappan RK. 2004. Irrigation and rain water management for improving water use efficiency and
production in cotton crop. In: Khadi BM, Vamadevaiah HM, Katageri IS, Halemani HL, Patil
BC, Hallikeri SS, editors. Proceeding of the international symposium on strategies for sustain-
able cotton production – a global vision; Nov 23–25; University of Agricultural Sciences,
Dharwad; p. 7–14.

Sreenivasan S. 2004. Quality scenario of Indian cotton and fibre requirements. In: Chauhan MS,
Saini RK, editors. National symposium on changing world order – cotton research and devel-
opment and policy in context; 2004 Aug 10–12; Hyderabad. Hisar: Cotton Research and
Development Association; p. 138–142.

Srinivasalu K, Hema K, Prasad NVVSD, Krishna Rao KV. 2006. Performance of cotton hybrid
under different spacings and nitrogen levels in black cotton soils of coastal Andhra Pradesh. J
Cotton Res Dev. 20:99–101.

Stanford G, English L. 1949. Use of the flame photometer in rapid soil tests for K and Ca. Agron J.
41:446–447.

Subbiah BV, Asija GL. 1956. A rapid procedure for estimation of available nitrogen in soils. Curr
Sci. 25:598–609.

Saha S, Wu J, Jenkins JN, McCarty Jr JC, Gutierrez OA, Stelly DM, Percy RG, Raska DA. 2004.
Effect of chromosome substitutions from Gossypium barbadense L. 3-79 into G. hirsutum L.
TM-1 on agronomic and fiber traits. J Cotton Sci. 8:162–169.

Tayade AS, Dhoble MV. 2012. Response of Bt and non-Bt cotton (Gossypium hirsutum) hybrid to
nutrient and pest management. J Cotton Res Dev. 26:194–198.

Veeraputhiran R. 2003. Crop planning – climate atlas – principles. Coimbatore: A.E. Publications.
Venugopalan MV, Sankaranarayanan K, Blaise D, Nalayini P, Prahraj CS, Gangaiah B. 2009. Bt

cotton (Gossypium sp.) in India and its agronomic requirements – a review. Indian J Agron.
54:343–360.

Walkley A, Black CA. 1934. Estimation of wet chromic acid digestion method for determining soil
organic matter and proposed modification of the chromic acid titration method. Soil Sci.
37:19–34.

Weir AT, Mullins JW, Mills JM. 1998. Bollgard cotton update and economic comparison including
new varieties. In: Dugger P, Richter D, editors. Proceedings of the belt wide cotton conference;
1998 Jan 5–9; San Diego, CA. Memphis (TN): National Cotton Council of America;
p. 1039–1040.

Yadav A, Hussain GFS, Nachane RP. 2012. Comparative studies on the physical properties of fibres
of Bt and non-Bt cotton at various stages of growth. Indian J Agric Sci. 82:957–960.

Archives of Agronomy and Soil Science 1197


	Abstract
	Introduction
	Materials and methods
	Design
	Water balance
	Plant analyses
	Soil analyses
	Economics
	Statistics

	Results and discussion
	Consumptive use and effective rainfall
	Growth attributes
	Bt effect
	Genotypes

	Yield attributes
	Bt effect
	Genotypes

	Seed cotton yield
	Bt effect
	Genotypes

	Quality parameters
	Bt effect
	Genotypes

	Soil nutrient status and nutrient uptake
	Economic analysis

	Conclusions
	Acknowledgements
	References



