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Study on the Regression Neural Network Model for
Cotton Yield Prediction under Different Soil Nutrition
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Table 1 Major nutrition factors for affecting cotton yield kg * hm?
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
N 138 241.5 345 241.5 241.5 241.5 241.5 241.5 0 270 241.5 345
P.Os 138 138 138 138 138 60 207 138 0 140 0 60
K:O 60 60 60 0 - 120 60 60 120 0 0 60 60
SRR 4099 4581 4393 3745 4423 3848 4490 3277 4419 4245 3758
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Table 2 Comparison of training and testing results kg * hm?
4t 3 5 Lhr= B P £ B 7= B REE M RE/ X
1 4099 14097. 0371 +1.9629 0.048
2 4581 4582, 3697 -1. 3697 0. 030
3 4393 4389. 1016 +3. 8984 0. 089
4 3745 3747. 3065 -2. 3065 0. 062
5 4423 4425, 9270 -2.9270 0. 066
6 3848 3846.1744 +1. 8256 0. 047
7 4157 4159, 2311 -2.2311 0. 054
8 4490 4485. 6571 +4.3429 0. 097
9 3277 3325. 0852 +1.9148 0. 058
10 4419 4686. 1170 -267. 1170 6.0
11 4245 4091. 2048 +153. 7952 3.6
12 3758 4050. 9875 -292. 9875 7.8
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