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INTRODUCTION

Cotton plays an important economic role in the global economy due to its 
widespread use in the textile industry and providing job opportunities in the 
countries where it is grown (Khan, 2013; Yaşar, 2023). Cotton (Gossypium hirsutum 
L.), an important species of the mallow family and cultivated in nearly a hundred 
countries with temperate and tropical climates, is one of the indispensable raw 
materials of the industrial industry. In the 2021 and 2022 cotton production 

Abstract
The potential of cotton genotypes to form buds, flowers and bolls is not 
sufficient to achieve cotton seed yield targets. Despite global warming 
buds, flowers and bolls that mature in cotton plants must be successfully 
transformed into products. However, this is related to the generative 
tolerance of the genotype to high temperature. In study aims to scan the 
negative effects of high temperature stress on the generative development 
on cotton varieties registered in Turkey in the last 10 years. The experiment 
was established in the GAP International Agricultural Research and Training 
Center trial field in 2020, with 4 blocks according to the Augmented 
design. Six standards (Tamcot Spnhix, SJU86, AGC208, ST468, ST474, 
Carmen) and 88 cotton varieties registered in Turkey National Variety List 
were used as trial material. In this study, high temperature pollen vitality 
stress index (HTPVSI) and high temperature shedding stress index (HTSSI) 
properties were investigated. According to the results of the experiments 
we conducted, it was determined that the HTPVSI values ranged between 
0.17-1.26, the HTPVSI averages of the standards were 1.17, and the HTPVSI 
averages of the genotypes were 0.99. It has been determined that HTSSI 
values vary between 0.30-1.71. It was determined that the mean HTSSI 
values of the standards were 0.89 and the genotypes were 1.00. It was 
determined that there was a wide variation among the genotypes screened 
for generatively high temperature stress. Using HTSSI and HTPVSI features 
is recommended as a selection criterion since it is an important trait for 
screening genotypes in terms of tolerance or sensitivity to generative 
high temperature stress in cotton plants. In our study, the results were not 
similar to each other in terms of HTPVSI and HTSSI traits, due to the low 
share of flower shedding after applying HTSP (High Temperature Shock 
Practice: 96 hours of uninterrupted exposure to high temperature during 
generative periods) in the shedding rate. When the examined HTSSI and 
HTPVSI traits were examined together, no cotton genotypes were found 
to be generatively tolerant. In terms of sensitivity of genotypes to high 
temperature, 18 cotton genotypes were found in the medium tolerant 
group and 25 cotton genotypes were found in the sensitive group.
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seasons, the world’s four largest cotton-producing 
countries are India (5.9 million tons), China (5.7 million 
tons), the USA (4 million tons), and Brazil 2.7 million tons, 
respectively. In Turkey, seed cotton production increased 
by 26.9% in 2021 and amounted to 2.25 million tons 
(Anonymous, 2022). Considering the average data of 
the last 10 years in Turkey, the cotton cultivation area is 
462 thousand hectares, the amount of fiber produced 
is 835 thousand tons, and the fiber yield is 19.3 kg ha-

1. (TUIK, 2022). In Turkey, cotton is grown intensively, 
especially in the Southeastern Anatolia Region, 
Aegean Region, Adana, and Antalya regions with the 
determining effect of climate factors. Approximately 
59.31% of the cotton produced in our country is 
produced in the Southeastern Anatolia Region (Aytaç 
et al., 2020). However, due to the fact that the climate 
conditions of the Southeastern Anatolia Region are dry 
and hot in summer, high temperature has a negative 
and significant effect on the vegetative and generative 
periods of cotton. Cotton is frequently exposed to many 
biotic and abiotic stresses during its growth stages (Li 
et al., 2019; Yaşar, 2022). According to the International 
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change report, air 
temperatures are expected to increase by 0.2 °C every 10 
years, with global warming being the key factor of high 
temperature stress. And from 2020 to 2080, the world 
temperature is predicted to increase by 0.5–5.44 °C 
(IPCC, 2007; IPCC 2018). Temperature trends display that 
the global average temperature may increase by 1–4 °C 
by the end of the 21st century (Driedonks et al., 2016). 
Although the temperature requirement of the cotton 
plant varies according to the growth stage, in conditions 
where it does not fall below 15°C, leaf, bud, flower, and 
boll development takes place and it tends to grow 
continuously, and temperatures of 25–32°C are sufficient 
for optimum growth (Reddy et al., 1997; Burke and 
Wanjura, 2010; Yaşar et al., 2019). If the temperature rises 
above 36°C, a significant decrease in fruit set is observed 
(Luo, 2011; Nasim et al. 2016; Singh et al., 2007). The 
optimum temperature values for the first development 
stages of cotton (main stem elongation, leaf area 
development, and biomass production) are 30/22°C day/
night. Heat stress can be defined as the emergence of 
morphological, physiological, and biochemical changes 
in the plant that exceed the thermal capacity of the plant 
above the desired optimum temperature in its life cycle. 
Accordingly, since registered commercial cultivars with 
little resistance to high temperature stress have a narrow 
genetic base with limited genetic gain, these cultivars may 
increase their susceptibility in a stressful environment 
(McCarty et al., 2008; Wang et al., 2017; Ma et al., 2018). 
While the cotton plant produces four times more fruit 
branches at 30/22°C than at 20/12 °C, it produces fewer 
monopodial branches (Reddy et al., 1992). Going on of 
the daily maximum temperature affects the germination 
of cotton plants in the vegetative period, root and tiller 
growth, sympodial and monopodial branches, internode 

distance, photosynthesis, respiration, and ATP formation. 
In the generative period, it affects biomass, boll number 
per plant, boll size and weight, cellulose accumulation 
and fiber yield, fiber quality, fiber length, strength and 
micronaire value (Wahid et al., 2007; Bibi et al., 2008; 
Pettigrew, 2008; ITC, 2011; Loka and Oosterhuis, 2016). 
The high daily maximum temperature negatively affects 
pollination and fertilization in cotton plants (Kakani 
et al., 2005); It causes early maturation by bud-flower 
shedding (Reddy et al., 1995). It has been emphasized 
that temperature values between 33 °C and 40 °C 
have increasingly serious effects on pollen vitality and 
germination (Barrow, 1983). With the effect of the 
predicted global warming, temperature increases in 
the generative period depending on the severity and 
duration of the temperature can cause significant yield 
losses by causing a decrease in fertilization and pollen 
vitality, a decrease in the number of bolls, boll weights 
and hundred seed weights. It is of great importance to 
determine the negative effects of high temperatures in 
terms of species and varieties. Many techniques are used 
to identify high temperature tolerant varieties. In terms 
of high temperature stress, pollen vitality test and boll 
shedding are two important features in the generative 
period. The main aim of this study is to determine the 
response and tolerance status of some domestic and 
foreign origin cotton (Gossypium hirsutum L.) genotypes 
in the GAP International Agricultural Research and 
Training Center inventory, especially originating and 
registered cotton varieties in Turkey, to high temperatures 
in the vegetative period. At the same time, determining 
the parents with special characteristics and including 
them in the breeding program (Demiray et al., 2019) is 
to facilitate the researchers in breeding studies and to 
minimize the environmental effects in selection.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Material

In this study, 94 cotton (Gossypium hirsutum L.) 
genotypes registered in Turkey National Variety List of 
domestic and foreign origin, cotton varieties originating 
from especially Turkey and registered were used as plant 
material (Table 1).

Experimental Design

The trial field was established in the trial area of the GAP 
International Agricultural Research and Training Center, 
in the cotton growing season of 2020, with 4 blocks 
according to the Augmented Design. ST474, Tamcot 
Sphinx, SJU86, ST468, AGC208, and Carmen genotypes 
were included as standard in the experiment. In the 
experiment, each of the parcels consisting of two rows 
is 4.0 m long and 1.4 m wide. In the experimental area 
established under field conditions, the cotton plant was 
subjected to high temperature shock practice (HTSP) 
by being placed in a low tunnel for an uninterrupted 
96 hours during the peak flowering period. With the 



help of the thermometer placed in the low tunnel, 
during the hot hours of the day (13:00-16:00), when the 
temperature is above 50°C, the low tunnel was opened 
from the sides to reduce the temperature. Observations 
were taken before high temperature shock application 
were recorded as Control. Observations taken at the 
end of the high temperature shock application period 
were recorded as Stress. Control and Stress observations 
were taken separately from 3 of the same plants, which 
were previously coded and selected in each plot, and the 
average of the observations was taken.

Pollen Vitality

Flowers blooming on the same day from 3 plants 
selected randomly from each plot and coded were used 
as material. In order to determine the pollen vitality 
levels of pollen belonging to the cotton genotypes in 
the experiment, 2,3,5, Triphenyl Tetrazolium Chloride 
(TTC) dye solution was prepared as specified by Norton 

(1966). Two coverslips were prepared for each genotype 
and counting was performed with light microscopy in 3 
regions on each coverslip. During the count, the pollen 
stained red was considered as live, the pollen stained 
pink as semi-live and the pollen not stained at all as 
non-living. The living, semi-living and non-living pollen 
counts of the genotypes were determined.

Shedding Ratio (Buds-Flowers-Bolls) 

High temperature shock practice (HTSP) before (control) 
and after (stress) periods were taken separately. Two-row 
parcels were created for each genotype. Three plants 
were randomly marked in these parcels. Bud/flower/boll 
numbers of the marked plants were taken separately 
as control and stress. Calculated using Formula 1 after 
counting. 

   (1)
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Table 1. Some information about cotton genotypes

Origin of Material Names of Cotton Varieties
ABD (USA) Tamcot Sphinx, SJU86, AGC208
BASF Turkish Chem. Inds. and Trade Ltd. 
Comp. Fiona, Carla, ST498, ST468, Carmen

Bayer Turkish Chem. Inds. Ltd. Comp. Claudia, Gloria, Candia, Flora

Birlik Seed. Inds. and Trade. Ltd. Comp. Bir781, Bir949, Cosmos, Bir138
Caso Seed. Inds. and Trade Ltd. Comp. Caso 9048
EMTZARI Furkan

EMARI

TYA193, Ceykot340, TYA366, ADN701, MAY355, MAY455, MAY505, 
TMK122, TMN18, MAY344, Nihal, ADN413, ADN710, ADN712, ADN123, 
ADN811, Gelincik, Sarıgelin, Çukurova1518, Bossa159, Teksa415, 
Yıldırım63, Ayzek595, Gapkot732, Ceykot 92

GAP ARI ZN 243
GAP IARTC Kartanesi

Golden West Seed Trade Ltd. Comp. Optasia, Esperia, Bomba, GW2345, Babylon, Famosa, Fantom, Penta 
(Golda), Primera

Livagro Agr. Seed. Ltd. Comp. Zara
May-Agro Seed Inds. and Trade Incorp. 
Comp. Gaia, ST474, MAY404

Monsanto Nutr. and Agr. Trade. Ltd. Comp. DP332, ST478, DP396, DP499, SG125

Özaltın Agr. Bus. Inds. and Trade Incorp. 
Comp. Lodos, Özaltın404, Özaltın112

Özbuğday Agr. Bus.and Seed Incorp. 
Comp. Lider (Mig119), Diva (Teks)

CRI SC2009, SC2079, Efe, Ergüven, Harem1, Harem2, ES1, ES2, Sezener76, 
Özbek105, İpek607, Gürelbey, Aydın110, Şahin2000

Progen Seed Incorp. Comp. Kaira, Lima, Astoria, Edessa, BA440, Carisma, PG2018, BA525, Flash
Tiriyo Seed. Ltd. Comp. Zena1010, Zena1040, Zena1018

EMTZARI (East Mediterranean Transitional Zone Agricultural Research Institute), EMARI (East Mediterranean Agricultural Research 
Institute), GAPARI (GAP Agricultural Research Institute), GAP IARTC (GAP International Agricultural Research and Training Center), 
CRI (Cotton Research Institute)

Shedding	Ratio	 % =
HTSP	Before	 B − F − B 	Numbers − After B − F − B Numbers

HTSP	After	 B − F − B 	Numbers x100
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HTSP: High temperature shock practice

B-F-B: Bud/Flower/Boll

Pollen vitality test and shedding rate data obtained 
after control and stress were analyzed according to 
Augmented Design. It was calculated over the corrected 
values obtained after the analysis (Roger, 1985). High 
temperature stress indices for both properties examined 
were calculated according to Formula 2 according to the 
method of Fischer and Maurer (1978) and evaluated by 
modifying it according to Ekinci et al., (2012).

HTSSI	and	HTPVSI:
GN − GS
GN

AN − AS
AN

         (2)

HTSSI: High temperature shedding stress index, HTPVSI: 
High temperature pollen vitality stress index

GS: Value of genotype under stress conditions, GN: Value 
of genotype under normal conditions

AS: Average of all genotypes under stress conditions, AN: 
Average of all genotypes under normal conditions

Regarding the evaluation of genotypes after calculating 
HTSSI & HTPVSI values; If HTSSI & HTPVSI ≤ 0.5 it was 
evaluated as “Tolerant”, If 0.5< HTSSI & HTPVSI ≤1 as 
“Medium Tolerant” and If HTSSI & HTPVSI >1 as “Sensitive” 
(Khanna-Chopra and Viswanathan, 1999).

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Pollen Vitality

When controlled conditions were examined, pollen 
vitality percentages varied between 73.01 and 98.86%; 
While the average pollen vitality of the standards was 
91.57%, the average vitality percentage of the genotypes 
was 89.88%. After high temperature shock practice 
(HTSP), pollen vitality rates of the experiment varied 
between 1.10-78.55%; While the average pollen vitality 
of the standards was 7.61%, the average of the genotypes 
was 19.43%. The histogram of the high temperature 
pollen vitality stress index (HTPVSI) feature is given in 
Figure 1a. High temperature pollen vitality stress index 
(HTPVSI) values varied between 0.17-1.26, the HTPVSI 
mean of the standards was 1.17, and the HTPVSI of the 
genotypes was 0.99. As a result of the evaluation made 
in terms of HTPVSI feature, it was determined that there 
are 54 Sensitive, 36 Medium Tolerant and 4 (ADN701, 
Optasia, Lima and Diva (Tex)) Tolerant cotton genotypes 
(Table 2, Figure 1). After high temperature shock practice 
(HTSP), it was determined that all cotton genotypes 
experienced stress in pollen vitality and as a result, their 
vitality values decreased. The findings we obtained, 
indicate that high temperature reduces pollen vitality. 
The findings of Song et al. (2015) and Alas (2022) show 
parallelism. Our findings show that flowers exposed to 
high temperature stress weaken and kill pollen vitality, 
or that semi-alive pollen weakens germination functions 

or causes loss of fertilization ability and stigma functions; 
It is similar to the findings of Barrow, (1983); Sato et al. 
(2002); Foolad, (2005); Firon et al. (2006); Maheswari et 
al. (2012); Ekinci et al. (2012); Dhatt and Kaur (2017) and 
Aladizgeh (2021).

Shedding (Bud-Flower-Boll)

When the bud, flower and boll (B-F-B) numbers were 
examined under controlled conditions, it was found that 
they varied between 11.84 and 20.51 per/plant; it was 
determined that the average number of B-F-B of the 
standards was 15.37 per/plant, and the genotypes were 
15.99 per/plant. B-F-B numbers after high temperature 
shock practice (HTSP) varied between 7.72 - 17.17 per/
plant; the average number of B-F-B of the standards 
11.80 per/plant; genotypes were determined as 11.86 
per/plant. In this context, it was determined that the 
shedding rates ranged from 8.50% to 79.34%, standards 
shedding rates were 30.41%, and the genotypes were 
36.32%. The histogram of the high temperature shedding 
stress index (HTSSI) feature is given in Figure 1b. In the 
evaluation made within the scope of high temperature 
shedding index values, HTSSI values varied between 
0.30 - 1.71; HTSSI values of the standards were found to 
be 0.89 and genotypes to be 1.00. In this context, it has 
been determined that there is a wide variation among 
genotypes. As a result of the evaluation made in terms 
of HTSSI feature, it was determined that 40 cotton 
genotypes were Sensitive, 51 cotton genotypes were 
Medium Tolerant and 3 cotton genotypes (Nihal, Lodos, 
Bir781) were Tolerant (Table 2, Figure 1). Our study states 
that there are yield losses as a result of small or dry boll 
formation as well as boll shedding due to the effect of 
high temperature in the cotton plant; by Yfoulis and 
Fasoulas (1978); Wullschleger and Oosterhuis (1990); 
Rawson (1992); Reddy et al. (1999); Zhao et al. (2005); 
Hatfield et al. (2008, 2011); Oosterhuis (2009) and 
Karademir et al. (2012) are similar to their research.

Figure 1a. Histogram for the HTPVSI feature

The variation of genotypes HTPVSI and HTSSI is given in 
Figure 2.



Figure 1b. Histogram for the HTSSI feature

In Figure 2, it is understood that as the genotypes get 
closer to the origin, there is more generatively tolerance 
in terms of both traits. In terms of HTPVSI and HTSSI 
characteristics examined, the Tolerance Zone (HTPVSI 
≤0.5 and HTSSI≤ 0.5) was marked as TZ. Sensitivity Zone 
(HTPVSI >1.00 or HTSSI>1.0) was marked SZ. The Medium 
Tolerance Zone (0.5< HTPVSI ≤ 1.0 or 0.5<HTSSI≤1) was 
marked as MTZ. However, the Medium Tolerance Zone 
consists of three parts: MTZ, Gray I and Gray II. Although 
the Gray I region is tolerant in terms of the HTSSI feature, 
it is seen to be in the Medium Tolerant group in terms 
of the HTPVSI feature. Similarly, although the Gray II 
region is tolerant in terms of the HTPVSI feature, it is 
noticed that it is in the Medium Tolerant group in terms 
of the HTSSI feature. Therefore, Gray I and Gray II zones 
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Table 2. Genotype Numbers of Sensitive, Medium Tolerant and Tolerant groups according to HTSSI and HTPVSI

Groups In terms of HTSSI In terms of HTPVSI In Terms of Both Traits

Sensitive 40 54

25
Astoria, MAY455, Efe, Ergüven, Harem1, 
Sezener76, Babylon, Carisma, PG2018, Furkan, 
Kartanesi, Claudia, Gloria, ST478, Çukurova1518, 
BA525, Gürelbey, Aydın110, Bossa159, Ayzek595, 
Gapkot732, Caso9048, Flora, Flash, SJU86

Medium 
Tolerant

51 36

18
(Ceykot340, TYA366, Bomba, MAY355, TMK122, 
Özaltın404, Özaltın112, ADN413, BA440, 
Sarıgelin, Famosa, Fantom, Penta (Golda), Candia, 
Şahin2000, Teksa415, Yıldırım63, Gaia)

Tolerant
3 

(Nihal, Lodos, 
Bir781)

4 
(Optasia, ADN701, 
Lima, Diva (Teks))

0

Figure 2. HTPVSI and HTSSI Change Graph of Genotypes
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were included in the Medium Tolerant Zone (Figure 2). 
In terms of both traits, 25 cotton genotypes (Astoria, 
MAY455, Efe, Ergüven, Harem1, Sezener76, Babylon, 
Carisma, PG2018, Furkan, Kartanesi, Claudia, Gloria, 
ST478, Çukurova1518, BA525, Gürelbey, Aydın110, 
Bossa159, Ayzek595, Gapkot732, Caso9048, Flora, Flash 
and SJU86) were located in the Sensitive region (SZ) 
while 18 cotton genotypes (Ceykot340, TYA366, Bomba, 
MAY355, TMK122, Özaltın404, Özaltın112, ADN413, 
BA440, Sarıgelin, Famosa, Fantom, Penta (Golda), Candia, 
Şahin2000, Teksa415, Yıldırım63 and Gaia) were located 
in the Medium Tolerant region (MTZ). In terms of both 
traits, the cotton genotype in the Tolerant group could 
not be determined (Table 2). Gray I and Gray II regions can 
be considered as more advantageous regions than MTZ 
regions. Although flower shedding, which is included in 
the shedding ratio, is directly related to pollen vitality, 
boll and bud shedding is not related to pollen vitality. 
The results do not show similarity with each other in 
terms of HTPVSI and HTSSSI properties because the 
share of flower shedding in the shedding ratio (B-F-B) 
is low. Shedding of buds, which are sensitive to the 
effect of high temperature stress in cotton cultivation, 
may result in the shedding of bolls under more severe 
stress conditions. As a result, serious yield losses will be 
inevitable.

CONCLUSION

It was concluded that boll and bud shedding occurred 
much more than flower shedding since HTSP (96 hours 
of uninterrupted exposure to high temperatures during 
generative periods) in our study created very severe heat 
stress for genotypes. Therefore, severe and prolonged 
high temperatures have become inevitable to cause 
serious yield losses. It is recommended for the screening 
of genotypes in terms of tolerance or susceptibility to 
generatively high temperature stress in cotton plants 
by using HTPVSI and HTSSI features. In addition, it is 
suggested that it would be beneficial to use HTPVSI 
and HTSSI traits in selection in breeding programs. 
Prolonged and severe high temperatures will inevitably 
cause yield losses. HTPVSI and HTSSI characteristics were 
examined together, and no genotype was included in 
the generatively tolerant group. In terms of sensitivity 
of genotypes to high temperature, 18 cotton genotypes 
were found in the medium tolerant group and 25 cotton 
genotypes were found in the sensitive group. 

COMPLIANCE WITH ETHICAL STANDARDS
Conflict of interest
The authors declared that for this research article, they have no 
actual, potential or perceived conflict of interest.
Author contribution
This article was produced from the Y.G.D. PhD thesis, and the 
supervisor of the thesis is R.E. and the co-supervisor is A.B. All 
the authors read and approved the final manuscript.  All the 
authors verify that the Text, Figures, and Tables are original and 
that they have not been published before.

Ethical approval
Ethics committee approval is not required.
Funding
This study was produced from the Ph.D. thesis titled " 
Determination of DNA Markers Associated with High 
Temperature Stress Tolerant / Strength in Cotton (G. hirsutum 
L.)" conducted by Yusuf Güzel DEMİRAY in the Department 
of Field Crops, Institute of Science and Technology, Dicle 
University. It was supported by Dicle University Scientific 
Research Projects Coordination Unit with project number 
ZİRAAT.20.007 and by the General Directorate of Agricultural 
Research and Policies with project number TAGEM/TBAD/A/20/
A7/P5/1536. We thank the Scientific Research Coordination 
Unit and the General Directorate of Agricultural Research and 
Policies for their support. 
Data availability
Not applicable. 
Consent for publication 
Not applicable.

REFERENCES

Aladizgeh F.M., Najeeb U., Hamzelou S., Pascovici D., Amirkhani 
A., Tan D.K.Y., Mirzaei M., Paul A. Haynes P.A. and Atwell1 
B.J. (2021). Pollen development in cotton (Gossypium 
hirsutum L.) is highly sensitive to heat exposure during the 
tetrad stage. Jul;44(7):2150-2166. https://doi.org/10.1111/
pce.13908

Alas E. (2022). Investigations on high temperature stress 
tolerance of Diyarbakır local eggplant genotypes. Ege 
University Institute of Science, Department of Horticulture, 
Doctoral Thesis, İzmir, 307p.

Anonim, (2022). Bitkisel Üretim Genel Müdürlüğü Tarla ve 
Bahçe Bitkileri Daire Başkanlığı Ürün Masalları- Pamuk 
Bülteni, Ocak 2022, sayı, 19 s:4.  (in Turkish).

Aytaç, S., Başbağ, S., Arslanoğlu, F., Ekinci, R., Ayan, A.K. (2020). 
Lif Bitkileri Üretiminde Mevcut Durum ve Gelecek, Türkiye 
Ziraat Mühendisliği IX. Teknik Kongresi, 13-17 Ocak 2020, 
Ankara, TMMOB Ziraat Mühendisleri Odası, Bildiri Kitabı-1, 
ISBN-978-605-01-1321-1, Ankara Üniversitesi Basın Yayın 
Müdürlüğü, S: 463-491.  (in Turkish).

Barrow J.R. (1983). Comparisons Among Pollen Viability 
Measurement Methods in Cotton, USDA-ARS, in 
cooperation with the New Mexico Agric. Exp. Sm., Las 
Cruces, NM 88003. Received 30 Aug. 1982. Research 
geneticist, USDA-ARS, Cotton Breeding, Las Cruces, NM 
88003, crop science, vol. 23, July-august 1983, https://doi.
org/10.2135/cropsci1983.0011183X002300040031x

Bibi A, Oosterhuis D, Gonias E. (2008). Photosynthesis, the 
quantum yield of photosystem II and membrane leakage 
as affected by high temperatures in cotton genotypes. J. 
Cotton Sci. 12: 150-159.

Demiray, Y.G., Ekinci, R., and Yaşar, M. (2019). Characterization 
of F6 Generation Cotton Genotypes Developed by Double 
Cross Hybrid Method. International Agricultural Congress 
of Muş Plain, Proceedıng Book Sayfa: 89-94. ISBN: 978-605-
51370-69. 24-27. September 2019 Muş, Türkiye.

https://doi.org/10.1111/pce.13908
https://doi.org/10.1111/pce.13908
https://doi.org/10.2135/cropsci1983.0011183X002300040031x
https://doi.org/10.2135/cropsci1983.0011183X002300040031x


Dhatt, A. S. and Kaur, M. (2017). Genotypic response to 
heat stress tolerance in brinjal (Solanum melongena L.), 
Vegetable Science, 44(2), 8-11.

Ekinci R, Başbag S, Karademir E, Karademir Ç. (2012). 
Determination of Heat Tolerance Levels of Some Cotton 
Varieties and Lines Exist in Genetic Stock within Turkey, 
TÜBİTAK TOVAG Project p156, Project No: 109O339.

Firon, N., Peet, M.M., Pharr, D.M., Zamski, E., Rosenfeld, K., Althan, 
L. and Pressman, E. (2006). Pollen grains of heat tolerant 
tomato cultivars retain higher carbohydrate concentration 
under heat stress conditions, Scientia Horticulture, 109, 
212-217.

Fischer, R. A., & Maurer, R. (1978). Drought resistance in spring 
wheat cultivars. I. Grain yield responses. Australian Journal 
of Agricultural Research, 29(5), 897-912.

Foolad, M.R., (2005). Breeding for abiotic stress tolerances in 
tomato, In: Abiotic Stresses: Plant Resistance Through 
Breeding and Molecular Approaches (eds. M. Ashraf and 
P.J.C. Harris), New York: The Haworth Press Inc, 613–684.

Hatfield JL, Boote KJ, Kimball BA, Wolf DW, Ort D, Izaurralde 
RC, Thomson AM, Morgan JA, Polley HW, Fay PA, Mader 
T, Hahn G.L. (2008) Agriculture. In: The effects of climate 
change on agriculture, land resources, water resources, 
and biodiversity in the United States. A report by the U.S. 
Climate Change Science Program and the Subcommittee 
on Global Change Research, Washington, DC, USA, p 362.

Hatfield JL, Boote KJ, Kimball BA, Ziska LH, Izaurralde RC, Ort 
D, Thomson AM, Wolfe D. (2011) Climate impacts on 
agriculture: implications for crop production. Agron J 
103:351–370.

ITC (2011). Cotton and climate change impacts and options to 
mitigate and adapt. Technical Paper. International Trade 
Centre (ITC), Geneva: Doc. No. MAR-11-200. E. pp. 32.

Kakani VG, Reddy KR, Koti S, Wallace TP, Prasad PV, Reddy VR, 
Zhao, D. (2005) Differences in invitro pollen germination 
and pollen tube growth of cotton cultivars in response to 
high temperature. Ann Bot 96:59–67.

Karademir, E. (2012). Screening cotton varieties (G. hirsutum L.) 
for heat tolerance under field conditions. Afr. J. Agric. Res. 
7: 6335-6342.

Khan, N. U. (2013). Diallel analysis of cotton leaf curl virus 
(CLCuV) disease, earliness, yield and fiber traits under 
CLCuV infestation in upland cotton. Australian journal of 
crop science, 7(12), 1955-1966.

Khanna-Chopra, R., and Viswanathan C., (1999).  Evaluation 
of heat stress tolerance in irrigated environment of 
T-aestivum and related species. I. Stability in yield and yield 
components. Euphytica 106:169-180

Li, Z. K., Chen, B., Li, X. X., Wang, J. P., Zhang, Y., Wang, X. F., ... & 
Ma, Z. Y. (2019). A newly identified cluster of glutathione 
S‐transferase genes provides Verticillium wilt resistance in 
cotton. The Plant Journal, 98(2), 213-227.

Loka DA, Oosterhuis D.M. (2016). Effect of high night 
temperatures during anthesis on cotton (G. hirsutum L.) 
pistil and leaf physiology and biochemistry. Aust. J. Crop 
Sci. 10(5): 741-748.

Luo Q. (2011) Temperature thresholds and crop production: A 

review. Clim Chang 109:583–598
Ma Z, He S, Wang X, et al. (2018) Resequencing a core collection 

of upland cotton identifies genomic variation and loci 
influencing fiber quality and yield. Nat Genet. 2018; 
50(6):803–13. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41588-018-0119-7

Maheswari, M., Yadav, S.K., Shanker, A.K., Kumar, M.A. and 
Venkateswarlu, B. (2012). Overview of plant stresses: 
mechanisms, adaptations and research pursuit. In: Crop 
Stress and Its Management: Perspectives and Strategies 
(Eds. Venkateswarlu, A.K., Shanker, C. Shanker and M. 
Maheswari), 1–18. Dordrecht, The Netherlands: Springer.

McCarty JC, Wu J, Jenkins J.N. (2008) Genetic association 
of cotton yield with its component traits in derived 
primitive accessions crossed by elite upland cultivars 
using the conditional ADAA genetic model. Euphytica. 
2008;161(3):337–52. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10681-007-
9562-8

Nasim W, Belhouchette H, Tariq M, Fahad S, Hammad HM, 
Mubeen M, Munis MF, Chaudhary HJ, Khan I, Mahmood F, 
Abbas T, Rasul F, Nadeem M, Bajwa AA, Ullah N, Alghabari 
F, Saud S, Mubarak H, Ahmad R. (2016) Correlation studies 
on nitrogen for sunflower crop across the agroclimatic 
variability. Environ Sci Pollut Res 23:3658–3670.

Norton, J.D. (1966). Testing of plum pollen viability with 
tetrazolium salts. Proc. Amer. Soc. Hort. Sci., 89: 132-134

Oosterhuis D.M. (2009) Summaries of Arkansas cotton research. 
Arkansas Agricultural Experiment Station, University of 
Arkansas Division of Agriculture, Fayetteville. P: 225.

Pettigrew W. (2008). The effect of higher temperatures on 
cotton lint yield production and fiber quality. Crop Sci. 48: 
278-285.

Rawson H. M. (1992) Plant responses to temperature under 
conditions of elevated CO2. Aust J Bot 40 (5):473–490.

Reddy KR, Davidonis GH, Johnson AS, Vinyard B.T. (1999) 
Temperature regime and carbon dioxide enrichment alter 
cotton boll development and fiber properties. Agron J 
91:851–858.

Reddy KR, Hodges HF, McKinion J.M. (1997). Modeling 
temperature effects on cotton internode and leaf growth. 
Crop Sci. 37: 503-509.

Reddy, K.R., Hodges, H.F., and McKinion, J.M. (1995). 
Carbondioxide and temperature effects on Pima cotton 
development. Agron. J. 87(5):820-826.

Reddy, K.R., Hodges, H.F., McKinion, J.M., and Wall, G.A. 
(1992). Temperature effect on Pima cotton growth and 
development. Agron. J. 84:237-243.

Roger G.P. (1985). Augmented Designs for Preliminary Yield 
Trials (Revised) Oregon State University, Corvallis, USA, 
RACHIS Vol. 4, No:1 Jan 1985 p:27-32.

Sato, S., Peet, M.M. and Thomas, J.F. (2002). Determining critical 
pre and post anthesis periods and physiological processes 
in Lycopersicon esculentum Mill, exposed to moderately 
elevated temperatures, Journal of Experimental Botany, 
53(371), 1187-1195.

Singh RP, Prasad PV, Sunita K, Giri S, Reddy K.R. (2007). Influence 
of high temperature and breeding for heat tolerance in 
cotton: A review. Adv. Agron. 93: 313-385.

Int J Agric Environ Food Sci 2023; 7(2): 284-291 	 Demiray et al. Investigation of generative high temperature

290

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41588-018-0119-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10681-007-9562-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10681-007-9562-8


Demiray et al. Investigation of generative high temperature	 Int J Agric Environ Food Sci 2023; 7(2): 284-291 

291

Song G., Wang M., Zeng B., Zhang J., Jiang C., Hu O., Geng G., 
Tang C. (2015). Anther response to high temperature 
stress during development and pollen thermotolerance 
heterosis as revealed by pollen tube growth and in vitro 
pollen vigor analysis in upland cotton. Springer-Verlag 
Berlin Heidelberg 5 November 2014 / Accepted: 3 February 
2015. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00425-015-2259-7

TUIK (2022). Türkiye İstatistik Kurumu, https://biruni.tuik.gov.tr/
medas/?kn=92&locale=tr (in Turkish)

Wahid A, Gelani S, Ashraf M, Foolad M.R. (2007). Heat tolerance 
in plants: an overview. Environ. Exp. Bot. 61: 199-223.

Wang M, Tu L, Lin M, et al. (2017) Asymmetric subgenome 
selection and cis-regulatory divergence during cotton 
domestication. Nat gen. 2017;49(4):579–87. https://doi.
org/10.1038/ng.3807

Wullschleger SD, Oosterhuis, D.M. (1990). Photosynthetic 
carbon production and use by developing cotton leaves 
and bolls. Crop Sci 30:1259–1264

Yaşar, M. (2023). Yield and fiber quality traits of cotton 
(Gossypium hirsutum L.) cultivars analyzed by biplot 
method. Journal of King Saud University-Science, 35(4), 
102632.

Yaşar, M. (2022). Evaluation of Some New Cotton Genotypes 
Against Verticillium Disease (Verticillium dahliae Kled.)”. 
ISPEC Journal of Agricultural Sciences, 6(1), 110–117.

Yaşar, M., Başbağ, S., Ekinci, R. (2019). Determination effects of 
topping at different times on yield and yield components 
in cotton. Harran Journal of Agricultural and Food Sciences, 
23(1), 52-59. https://doi.org/10.29050/harranziraat.422916

Yfoulis A, Fasoulas A. (1978). Role of minimum and maximum 
environmental temperature on maturation period of the 
cotton boll. Agron J 70:421–425.

Zhao D, Reddy KR, Kakani VG, Koti S, Gao W. (2005). Physiological 
causes of cotton fruit abscission under conditions of 
high temperature and enhanced ultraviolet-B radiation. 
Physiology Plant 124:189–199.

https://doi.org/10.1007/s00425-015-2259-7
https://biruni.tuik.gov.tr/medas/?kn=92&locale=tr
https://biruni.tuik.gov.tr/medas/?kn=92&locale=tr
https://doi.org/10.1038/ng.3807
https://doi.org/10.1038/ng.3807
https://doi.org/10.29050/harranziraat.422916

