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Fig 1. Yield and waste of cotton picker for two cotton variety
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Table 2. Analysis variance of cotton picker performance for two
cotton variety
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Fig .2. Spindle covered by leaf residue
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Table.4. Comparison of quality cotton fiber harvested by picker and hand
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Table3. Average present of cotton picker performance
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Abstract

Cotton in a last period was a strategic product and was named as a white gold and a lot of fertile land
was cultivated. By industrialization and agricultures immigration to city, the area under cotton
cultivates decreases every year and it caused to increases trend to harvesting machine. In order to
evaluate the performance of cotton picker for two cotton varieties Sahel and Varamin, this study was
carried out in Gorgan and Varamin. The data was analyzed by SAS software. The results were shown
that only 2.5% seed cotton loss was occurred in filed that was acceptable. In field of the cotton
reminding on plant after harvesting, for Sahel variety was five times more than Varamin variety
which was significant at 1% probability level. The filed efficiency of cotton picker had significant
difference at 5% probability level for two varieties. The effect of cotton picker on fiber strength was
not significant. The cotton picker decreased the fiber length in Varamin variety which was not
significant whereas for Sahel Variety was significant in 5% probability level. Uniformity length was
decreased significantly at 5% probability level by cotton picker whereas in Sahel Variety it was not
significant.

Keywords: Harvest, Cotton, Fiber Properties
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