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MlCRONUTRIENTS ON COTTON - MAYBE! 

Charles Robertson, County Agent in Charge 
Pinal County 

A demonstration was set up on the Buster Brown farm located at II-Mile Corner. 
The demonstration involved the use of micronutrient~ iron chelate. 

Situation 

Many of the cotton producing acres are showing a response to micronutrients. 
Increased plant size, with color variation as well as increased yields in some 
areas. 

Method 

The demonstration was set up with approximately 
Iron chelate was metered into the irrigation water. 
Hopicala. 

Results 

four acres in the test. 
The variety of cotton was 

Because of the unevenness of the field as far as irrigation, it was very 
difficult to see at any time any difference in plant size or yield. A different 
means of applying the chelate is needed to get a readable result. Future plans 
will call for the use of iron and zinc chelate applied by ground injection 
equipment. 

* * * * * 

THE INFLUENCE OF A WETTING AGENT AND A WETTING 
AGENT-CALCIUM POLYSULFIDE COMBlNATION1 ON CarTON YIELDS 

Roy S. Rauschkolb and John L. Sears 

A test was established on the Colvin Farm in Eden, Arizona, to evaluate the 
effect of two soil conditioners on cotton yields. The area in which the test was 
established was selected because of the difficulty in obtaining adequate irriga
tion. The problem was felt to be a result of two factors, heavy soil texture 
(clay loam) and a high exchangeable sodium percentage, which combined to cause 
a rather impermeable soil. The result was inadequate irrigation which caused low 
yields. 

The treatments consisted of a control, the wetting agent at 1.6 gallons per 
acre, and the wetting agent-calcium polysulfide combination at 15 gallons per acre. 
The treatments were applied at random to replicated plots which varied in width 

-33-




