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Technology and Mechanism in Control of Salt Injury in Cotton

DAI Jian-long-2, DONG He-zhong", DUAN Liu-sheng®

(1. Cotton Research Center, Shandong Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Ji'nan 250100, China; 2. Crop Research Center for

Chemical Regulation, China Agricultural University, Beijing 100091, China)

Abstract; Two effective measures can be taken for salinity injury control to cotton (Gossypium hirsutum L.). One isto improve

salinity tolerance of cotton plants, and the other is to avoid or aleviate salt stress. The methods and principles of improving sat

tolerance and of avoiding or alleviating salt stress were commented. It is suggested that, besides saline soil improvement with

engineering measures, comprehensive utilization of agronomic measures such as suitable cultivars, irrigation and fertilization,

seed treatment, furrow seeding with plastic mulching, and induction of unequal salt distribution in the root-zone were effective to

control salt-injury in cotton.
Key words: cotton; salt injury; control
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Table 1 To increase salt tolerance of cotton by chemical and biological seed treatment
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