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Environmental Stresses in Crop Sciences
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JULSPRENE
y =ao x " x EC{ x exp ((a3 x ) + (a4 X ECy,))
[#]

GBS )3 0 SelS s o Slae Kby mlys cnl o
ECW o tile o s)lol ol Bas oo olis |
ot o 1 el ol S SI lan ) e
bl oo dolae ol ps @i g 2
e (et 5825 cpl SBlaal K0 5l Sl 4 4z b
Joe 35 cnl sl ol sl S¥olbee cpl calps
SAS I8l oy 55 ool Ak allair s 5w,
polie @]y opdle Jon ol ezgys b oolizad (9.1)
5 O,Sles gy 0 oolaiwl 5,50 SYolre culps
Iy doles o (6,185,850 5 0, Slas 25 9 505 I3

1. Cobb-Douglas
2. Transcendental

ais 5 S e alo 5l S5l Slppss 5 sl b

W8Sl 0 59, 0 S 50 00 dilex slayd
Gkl S U3 @ baady; i 58 oy SB
ol Slighos ad pll pges )bl 5l ams 59, Vo p)lez
dwa) c\..Jj‘ J>|).a 3o G)L"j ua.>‘.).4‘ ).4.>LJ L aS Cawloslo
Ay S g 03,5 RS ol lea plail ab) I Wl e
50 ol s dengy el g ools malial ]y Llse plasl &
St doy g St 3blo 10 gad50 (pl a5 0,5 S
.(Shahrokhnia, 1992) <l s )65 5 slotg Cusal
@ san slag,lol by sy ol S 4 axg b
)|J.Lo b AAQ; Oy 6‘44; aQ olo g P‘(S“’ 9 oo
Dgs yiin SB 0 ol adss e ez 5l olS B yae
255 2kl gl S cels YY S0 B b
Dged dle SwS L (als jld) L 5L 7Y slales
S5 asby do ) g plnl boads ) anwgs Bes 500
o 3 dolore oKiole] o ous ags S sladiges
I,=(Fc-0y) x By xRy [¥]

il o 1 ol 2 Gl e Iy Al () 53
axilie ylel 5 S S Cusby (5 aoy0 B
a gleosls 53l azei b g lal Glowsly ez (6l
» caclas glaailginl 6 pddeas Liolesl 5l edel cawo
@) Cgbauls SCS dea jloo,leds slo e 3,
b s 0l Gty (V 5 YYYIo 5 081) b Jolas o
JJaie S5 gl Y oo gl AL L 4 azg
GBS S e bam a0 b e )lal A
Sl 5 ey elbed Lulyd 5 ctaleil slao S ol
ot TA Jolre o)l leady Jlaie (FAR) (g,
Rezai and ) cigé> 5 Lo, (Alizadeh, 2005) o
okl OF oliae g 590 51w, ,o (Haghighat, 2007
O Slp ey sy 28 9 3,Sbes sl 5 o Ses
byl Glo S skl 4 azg b gilol AL Gee
o bl ol jo aid)S ks 0 YA 1) g lal plendl,
o) bl 5L TN e 6l 5l 050 O LallBL
TAVO V0 T+ lyd olal yy g § Cometd (Sl



ay £99 doud AGRVES ‘Gc‘))' fylc o 6’“‘2"’ GL“’Q:“'S \Y#

ME = Max|Oi-Pi| V-]

i) Oi- XL, Pi)

_(
CRM="==—30 (W]

635 ojlail o Slae Jlie cig 4 Py O &l cnl o
s Skee Lawgie 0 lod o 5l i (o e 5 o
obes ME ozl oo lanlice slawi N 5 o (505l
Sl ol ol jlade 5wl Jao gl (KgSa oains
a5 WS o aseie RMSE wil o Jow cins 058
solie b alio jo Joo ax 5l a8 Loy ey 0yl
s S5l CD el josi> suis (5,505lul bl
solae (SuSTy 4 onds (gileand polde ol SaiSTy,
3900 4o Joe hled 55 CRM cal suls (g puSe;lu!
A o lid |y 0als (6,5 ojlail polie 5l peST b iy
@ Joe bles Kby 0pd e yualll ol jladke azilis
S abbge 0ol 5 pSoslail polie 5l in oo sly
S rSolail polie b oad (fow iy polie (ales axliz
EF €D RMSE (laasls o551 wigs plp oo
Ao 5 ko oSy oSy io lp ooy 4 CRM 3 ME
Jensen, 1982; Kiani and Abbasi, ) o4 oaiales

(2009

S o (oS (5152639001 Sl @ilgf ol pd Gt
bug o5 1) &b 2 & baye culye © Y Jolos
Cawddy 0 pxiodiz (5o yS ) bl 9 SAS 91 138le 55
o)lel uizmed Jglaz ol ,0 aimo e lis Cewl ool
Cowdty Bl g lsgrmapae b s gime Sl o5 (F) 208
oo &l wibice 0, Slas oS (glizl 0jeln 40 eual
Fojlolayazg s Jshar oal ;0 gy @l sy o
ailaasly 3e8 50 zyvie mily adS a5 wwo e LS
@y g S 0598 dlasi 3l (5)lo dxe g 0aliS (s 391 5
5 &y ol S Ll ansl aals aigy glas)l g 0368 (39

WM.: )L)GLLQ 9 oS u..u.’.: ‘LJ’JSJ"S )..A‘)L) Q)s‘ﬂ

—6r0 ol a5l e g ade @lg (b
S Sdos (o5 $l3=!

ol Ggr Sy b3 Jlse impe Lo o ojed Ol

O g \ wa, JERE% RO 9 od&éﬁo)‘&‘

o s sire 53l F olel i o peens oF o,lel S5
3o e e GLas aallle 3550 (slayial )l 0515y 1,
30 ol el Jow lawgl 3g8 DVolre culps s
wlpo )l eolatwl b ovw >, 0 SAS 9.1 138le 5
&l oa RO polae 5@‘53 ol e odal Cawdd
slil 4 o Slae 85 5 o5 slo el )l alS 5 o Sles
305 Al 55l O es 5 (5500 it glayles
uw;) )L)}‘o.) EXCEL )‘)3| [a); )| oolaw! L) e
Se o sl ot (St 9 (8l polie (e ool
5y e (0S5 (oS5 izl g 9 Shes sla el
Lol al)) abgiye o o 5 (S5, @ olen 4
0aiiS Ly Wilgh s 2l A e o po Sl 4 Ay
Wil ools 35Ty 40 Koo b 4 s @b S (555,
o gme (0,5 et slp Chdgainl tooyll Il
Wby g Syl loged og Sl gxe pas b
Sl toolel yog Jlo sme Ll cpl o o eolaul
ot ole [ 45 aB0 oo LA 9 aBl oe 0ad o,
355y el atuilgs dolee ;500 &)leds g oogy o sixe
e bl B gy o5 el )y 5
dolee Jsub JB 5,505 51 St o)lel (g)ls sxe pas
] ool Sy90
5 amlie joliie 4 Gl 000 colpe Gon
bl ol g 5l e ol L)l
(CD) " e (RMSE) ' layye uSiks
Sade coys g ME) fw ks «(EF) VJ»\A 033l
Kiani and Abbasi, ) 435 ,5 eoli.! (CRM) % paileudls

A,y oy

2009

RMSE = (32 —(Pi‘oi)z)l/zx(@) v
( - i=1 n 0 [ ]
CD = £2,(0-0)° [A]

5, (Pi-0)°

—\2 2

" (0i-0)"- 3, (Pi-Oi

EF = (Z 1(0i-0)"- X ( )) [4]

=,(0i-0)°

. Root Mean Square Error

. Coefficient of Determination
* Modeling EFiciency

4 Maximum Error

> Coefficient of Residual Mass



\YY ...ajimskfd\}?lfd)ybfg])sﬁ@bw_nj:o\)li.g.ms Sg0 (LA

ey OgsS ) bshd S¥olee sl culye o)

S8 Joged jo gy Civgtul Tojlel (rizen g 00l
ailaadly addlle o)50 ailgs a S a5 aimo o lad Y
Py Al @ s o 0jeh olaxi Gl Jgd LB sl
Apd o L B Jaaz bl fres jo il andls ols >
Jol 48) e 9 T80 e caye b Jlie Joo &5
2 0598 Bael i Gy o Fp &l Ol 4 atly
ME jolic dulio 09d (Byno 2l0)5 08) 4y @0y
o S e b e b 45w oo i Lo
Iy p3Y Sygl p oy (g pSoslasl g oo S G polde
o EF)Jae o5 oYU Jlode fizmad ol ools ploxl
A 0y5e polie i 50 Jae (nl YL 21 Sl
ol &5 Ceaiy] (Sl 55 CRM e e Lias il oo

Sy @l el L)l sl 5k 0y0e sl sl el
3 Omelg o8y Ay @uyesie ;0 0398 Sk 3550 ;3 okl
OYolee putd ol o gy il 0ps 5 &I O Jgus
Civginal toylol (reizman 5 ol puy (g S, Lok
Syse &y adS a5 waspe (LA lages cnl 3 gy
Fo 53 ojed slasd 5l Jed LB o5l wlaiily axllae
> ye 50 Oy (oo g Bl wBls (nalyy 08, 4 @y
P8l Ll )3 50 @b e g A ) 4 S Sy
Ol B Jgaz o ead aulxe g5l slo )l oged
&b Gleie 4 cadils VSl 4o, b ke mb ains o
Ay qoyeyie 3 098 Slani (S iy 9 delne sl 5 p
5 ME 5 polie (pizmes 05d (Byme el o,
oo lis milg ple 4 s Jlete 2 ) RMSE
0l (6,5 o3lail polie booods 0,915 polie o5 IS

18,5 g oyl yg pByl gl oolw o 2l ol N Jgo

Table 1. Coefficients of linear model for Varamin and Khordad cultivars.

Coefficient  culpo

b ol
Parameters a b c F o)Ll
(Varamin cultivar) nwlyg o8,
&0 7o 5 0393 Al 23.24 0.32 212 =
Number of boll per square meter
°39° 039 430 0.01 -0.05 o
Boll weight
Gyl 46.02 0.27 -3.79 =
Plant height
o9 S5 37.03 0.008 -0.01 ns
Lint percentage
(Khordad cultivar) sls 5 3,
&0 s 53 0398 Sl 16.22 0.33 -1.55 =
Number of boll per square meter
°39° 039 3.14 0.02 -0.03 *x
Boll weight
Gyl 35.17 0.26 .14 =
Plant height
o9 S5 35.43 0.005 -0.04 ns

Lint percentage
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TableY . Coefficients of Cobb-Douglas model for Varamin and Khordad cultivars.

Coefficient

Parameters a b ¢ F ol
(Varamin cultivar) ewlyg o)
&0y 53 0398 Sl -54.66 24.54 -8.86 =
Number of boll per square meter
°35° 039 2.42 0.62 -0.29 ok
Boll weight
Syl 621 18.56 1751 *5
Plant height
Py 5 35.05 0.63 0.12 ns
Lint percentage
(Khordad cultivar) sls 5 3,
e o osfold 5 16 25.01 6.8 o
Number of boll per square meter
°39° 039 -0.96 1.29 -0.13 *x
Boll weight
Gyl 21.56 18.96 11023 =
Plant height
Py 5 34.41 027 027 ns

Lint percentage

18,5 9 (ol p Byl 6132 p90 4250 bl Y Jgu

Table 3. Coefficients for quadratic model for Varamin and Khordad cultivars.

Coefficient

NENT) eyt
Parameters a b ¢ d e f F oLl
(Varamin cultivar)  poly9 o8,
B Rt I SR X 143 212 -001 041 0000  **
Number of boll per square meter
°3° 09 387 003  -022 -0.000 0.03  -0.001 *ok
Boll weight
el g0y 028 947 0004 056  -0.001
Plant height
FdS 3g 3 002  -0.70 -0.000 0.04  0.003 ns
Lint percentage
(Khordad cultivar) sls 5 8,
B R R kR 125 208 -001 -004 001 *ok
Number of boll per square meter
2382039 59y 004 005 -0.00 0004 -0.002  **
Boll weight
el 5405 050 672 -000 058  -0.02
Plant height
FIdS 3607 006 083 0000 -007  -0.000  ns

Lint percentage
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Table 4. Coefficients of Transcendental model for Varamin and Khordad cultivars.

o ol Coefficient ulpo
Parameters a b c d e f F o,L]
(Varamin cultivar) nwlyg o8,
G o3BT g6 076 632 7855 19.14 x 03736
Number of boll per square meter
35003 337 0003 022 043  -1.28 ok 337
Boll weight
“eeWl 0635 078 162 3742 2600  ** 17635
Plant height

e 28.59 -0.03 0.41 2.83 -1.92 ns 28.59
Lint percentage

(Khordad cultivar) sls,5 o8,

G oo ) use 065 <198 7126 197 * 21458
Number of boll per square meter
°3$2039 599 001 002 029 022 ok 2.29
Boll weight
el 59 0.12 379 1037 27.03 = 11.59
Plant height

FIB 4771 006 073 420 349 ns 4771

Lint percentage

60 -
®y=10.8395x+5.9265
R® = 0.8394
ool  Jas
50 -
Oy = 0.8589x + 5.2098
4 R® = 0.8588
5 40 - o) ks
2%
3 Ay=0974x+1.0257
3 30 R® = 0.9704
“ P99 4x,9
3
Oy=0.9778x+ 0.8225
20 - R =0.9778
Sleie
10 T T T T \
10 20 30 40 50 60

ol (5 45 03Il polae

ol Ay &2 p0 %0 50 0398 Slua oud (St 9 00 (§ S 03Il ol (ygrw Ty a3 ylaged ) S
Fig. 1. Regression line for measurement and prediction values for No. of boll per m’” (Varamin cultivar)
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Table S. Determined statistical parameters for boll No. m™ production functions for Varamin and Khordad cotton
cultivars.

sl ol Al o33l slado oo po ol A,
KUey  aadew Uas Olay o %S Joo ouilously bas, W

Average  Final
Function type ME RMSE CD EF CRM rank rank

(Varamin cultivar)  pwly9 o8,

ool as
(3)6.31 (4)11.36 (4)0.84 (4)0.84 (4) 0.092 3.8 4
single linear
. @J R
il s (4) 6.44 (3) 10.63 (3)0.86 (3)0.86 (3) 0.022 32 3
Cobb-Douglas
P99 49
(2)4.21 (2)4.87 (2)0.97 (2)0.97 (2)-0.0017 2 2
Quadratic
S
(1)3.65 (1)4.25 (1H)098 (1)0.98 (1)—0.00011 1 1
Transcendental
(Khordad cultivar) sls,5 3,
oolw ‘$|a;>
(4)7.23 (4)11.18 4085 (4)0.85 (4)-0.009 4 4
single linear
. lﬂ e
S 600 31756 (3)09 (3)0.93  (1)0.00007 2.6 3
Cobb-Douglas
P99 4o
(2)4.77 (2)7.28 (2)0.93  (2)0.94 (3) -0.011 2.2 2
Quadratic
Sxio
(1) 3.65 (1) 6.47 (1)0.95 (1)0.95 (2)-0.0002 1 1
Transcendental
Values in brackets showes function ranking. il so @l 4 oasms las il Sl slael
60 -
®y=0.846x +5.136
R*=0.847
oolw s
Oy=0.897x+3.433
R*=0.897
4 oy (s
2
3 Ay=0.964x+1.573
: R*=0.937
3 S
3 Oy=10.948x +1.733
R>=0.948
Seio

20 30 40 50
Sl (& 5 o3Il polae

S10 )5 Ay &2y Yo 53 098 Slual o (St f 9 o (6 S0l 3lie (ygaw Ty b logei Y S
Fig. 2. Regression line for measurement and prediction values for No. of boll per m? (Khordad cultivar)
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Table 6. Determined statistical parameters for boll weight production functions for Varamin and Khordad

cotton cultivars.
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(Varamin cultivar)  yolyq o8,
oloehs 4055 @478 (4055 (4056  (4)0.016 4 4
single linear
R b (3)0.47 3)4.43 3)0.61 (3)0.62 (1) 0.0004 2.6 3
Cobb-Douglas
£242° (1)0.36 (1)344 ()08  (1)0.77 (3) 0.003 1.4 1
Quadratic
JER0)045  (2)399  (2)0.68  (2)0.69  (2)0.0007 2 2
Transcendental
(Khordad cultivar) sls,5> o8,
oolw o
(4)0.55 (4)4.78 (4)0.55 (4)0.56 (4)0.016 4 4
single linear
o o (3)0.47 (3)4.43 3)0.61 (3)0.62 (1) 0.0004 2.6 3
Cobb-Douglas
P99 49
(1)0.36 (1)3.44 (1)0.8 (1)0.77 (3) 0.003 1.4 1
Quadratic
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Values in brackets showes function ranking.
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Fig 3. Regression line for measurement and prediction values for boll weight (Varamin cultivar)
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Fig 4. Regression line for measurement and prediction values for boll weight (Khordad cultivar)
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Table 6. Determined statistical parameters for plant height production functions for Varamin and Khordad
cotton cultivars.
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Average  Final
Function type ME RMSE CD EF CRM rank rank

(Varamin cultivar) (uwlyg o8,

obeek> 4637 @69  (4)093 (4093  (1)0.00002 3.4 4
single linear
WGBS 3497 (3)586  (3)0.941  (3)0.95  (2)0.00004 2.8 3
Cobb-Douglas

P47 (1)2.63  (2)3.73  (2)0.982  (2)0.98  (3)-0.021 2 2
Quadratic

GJE 01008 (1)287  (1)099  (1)0.99  (1)0.00002 1.2 1
Transcendental

(Khordad cultivar) sls,5 o8,

oloebs  4)736  @)827  (4)0.84 (4083 (3)0.000076 3.4 4
single linear
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< (1)3.69  (1)5.10 (2090 (2090 (1)0.000017 1.4 1
Transcendental
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