
Delinting and neutralizers residue effect on stored cotton 
seeds physiological quality determined by phenotyping 
image analysis

ABSTRACT: The cottonseed delinting removes lint from the seed coat to improve plantability 
and maintain the seed’s physiological quality, therefore, this work aimed to determine the 
effect of delinting and neutralizers’ residual on the physiological quality of stored cottonseed 
by using image analysis phenotyping. The experiment was a randomized factorial design of 3 
x 4 x 2 and two periods of storage evaluation (0 and 180 days). The cotton seeds were delinted 
at three different times (2, 4, and 10 minutes), neutralized using four distinct neutralizers 
(Quicklime, Hydrated lime, Filler lime, and NaOH), and there were seeds with and without 
neutralizer residue. The evaluations carried out were: water content, seed residual lint 
imaging, germination, seedling emergence, and seedling length imaging. The neutralizers 
Quicklime, Hydrated lime, and Filler lime do not need removal from the cotton seed coat. 
In storage, only the neutralizer NaOH has a high latent effect in lowering cottonseed quality, 
and the other neutralizers have lower physiological quality when the residue is removed. 
The image analysis phenotyping is efficient in identifying seedlings’ vigor.

Index terms: Gossypium L., imaging, lint, neutralization, vigor.
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RESUMO: O deslintamento das sementes de algodão remove o linter do tegumento para 
melhorar a plantabilidade e manter a qualidade fisiológica da semente, por isso, este trabalho 
teve como objetivo determinar o efeito do deslintamento e do resíduo de neutralizantes 
na qualidade fisiológica de sementes de algodão armazenado por meio de fenotipagem 
usando análise de imagens. O experimento foi um delineamento casualizado em fatorial 
3 x 4 x 2 e dois períodos de avaliação de armazenamento (0 e 180 dias). As sementes de 
algodão foram deslintadas em três tempos diferentes (2, 4 e 10 minutos), neutralizadas com 
quatro neutralizantes (Cal virgem, Calcário hidratada, Calcário filler e NaOH), e utilizou-se 
sementes com e sem resíduo de neutralizante. As avaliações realizadas foram: teor de água, 
imagem de linter residual em sementes, germinação, emergência de plântulas e imagem de 
comprimento de plântulas. Os neutralizantes Cal virgem, Calcário hidratado e Calcário filler 
não precisam ser removidos do tegumento da semente de algodão. No armazenamento, 
apenas o neutralizante NaOH apresenta alto efeito latente na redução da qualidade da 
semente de algodão, e os demais neutralizantes apresentam inferior qualidade fisiológica 
quando o resíduo é removido. A fenotipagem por análise de imagem é eficiente na 
identificação do vigor das plântulas.

Termos para indexação: Gossypium L., análise de imagem, línter, neutralização, vigor.  
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INTRODUCTION

Cotton production faces many challenges in field management that increase risk and causes limitation in economic 
productivity (Snider et al., 2016). One of the strategies to overcome some of these challenges is to use high-quality 
cottonseed that guarantees a uniform stand establishment leading to high yields (Afzal et al., 2020). Thus, to maintain 
the cottonseed’s high performance after harvest, several processing steps need attention to avoid losses in physiological 
seed quality. 

The first step to obtaining standardized cotton seeds is removing the fiber in a ginning process, although a short 
length of lint remains on the seed coat. Delinting methods are the next step to remove the remaining lint; and the 
sulfuric acid followed by neutralization is chosen by most companies and small producers (Queiroga and Mata, 2018; 
Dowd et al., 2019; Maeda et al., 2021). Many researchers have refined the use of sulfuric acid (Ferraz et al., 1977; 
Biradarpatil and Macha, 2009; Dowd et al., 2019); however, the neutralization has not been given proper attention.

The neutralization is applied on cottonseeds to neutralize sulfuric acid residues and avoid problems in seed quality, 
storage, and the environment. There are different neutralizers, such as sodium, potassium, calcium, and magnesium 
hydroxides, known as stress stabilizers (Sallum et al., 2010), and variations of limestone. After neutralization time, the 
neutralizer residue can be washed with water or not before drying the cotton seeds to their ideal moisture content.

The neutralizer residue on cotton seed coat has been considered a question about its effect on the physiological 
quality during storage. Most research in the literature focuses on the sulfuric acid outcome on cottonseed quality like 
in (Queiroga and Mata, 2018) and (Maeda et al., 2021), and what would be best in terms of removing the neutralizer 
after neutralization or maintaining it is unclear. In addition, knowing which neutralizer could be applicable for these two 
options is another piece of information to consider, especially under natural storage conditions.

Furthermore, cottonseed passes through a long period of processing until reaches the market; this process 
must be accurate to maintain all genetic, physical, physiological, and health attributes necessary to guarantee high-
quality seeds (Santos et al., 2015). Likewise, image analysis could be a helpful tool to verify cottonseed processing 
success since; it has been demonstrated to phenotype various morphological characteristics with accuracy in plant 
tissues, such as leaves (Aboukarima et al., 2017) and seeds and seedlings (Lima et al., 2018a; Lima et al., 2018b). 
The phenotyping imaging analysis could help identify if neutralizer residue affects seedling vigor, particularly when 
associated with delinting times.

Therefore, investigating how neutralizer residue interacts with stored cottonseed is necessary to improve the 
delinting chain by helping processing companies and small producers in their decision-making. Here we address the 
hypothesis that different neutralizers could affect cottonseed physiological quality differently when there is residue or 
not on the seed coat and seeds are stored at room temperature. This work aimed to determine the effect of delinting 
and neutralizers’ residual on the physiological quality of stored cottonseed by using image analysis phenotyping.

MATERIAL AND METHODS

Plant material and experimental design

The experiment was carried out at the Universidade Federal de Lavras from December 2020 to May 2021 using lint 
cotton seeds cultivar DP1746B2RF, the initial moisture content of the seed lot was 8%. The experiment was carried out 
in a completely randomized design factorial of 3 x 2 x 4 (delinting time x neutralizer residue x neutralizers) with two 
storage periods (0 and 180 days) and four replications. The storage environment was at room temperature (± 25 °C).

Delinting, Neutralization and sample standardization

The seed lot was homogenized, divided into three samples, and submitted at different times of delinting (2, 4, and 
10 minutes). The delinting process was done manually with sulfuric acid (98%) in a proportion of 1 L per 7 kg of lint 
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seed. After the delinting, the sulfuric acid excess was removed by washing the seeds in a 2 L becker containing water 
stirred for one minute. The seeds were divided into four subsamples at each time of delinting and placed into four 
beckers (2 L) containing one type of neutralizer each (Quicklime, Hydrated lime, Filler lime, and Sodium Hydroxide). 
The concentration of all neutralizers was 10% (10 g per 100 mL of water) and stirred for one minute (the liquid volume 
used was enough to cover the seeds). After neutralization, subsamples from each time of delinting and each neutralizer 
were divided again into two subsamples, where one subsample was washed in running water to remove all neutralizer 
residue (two minutes), and the other subsample was drained, keeping the neutralizer residue on the seed coat. The 
seeds were dried on an air-circulated stove at 30 °C for 24 hours. The neutralizers pH was checked, and all limes 
presented pH 10.0 and NaOH pH 14.0. Also, the seeds pH was checked, showing pH 7.0 for all limes and pH 10.0 for 
NaOH. The seeds pH measurement was made using 50 seeds of each treatment submerged in 75 mL of distilled water 
for 30 minutes, and pH analyzed with a pH meter equipment.

The neutralizers used were industrial products: Quicklime (CaO) - calcination of CaCO3; Hydrated lime (Ca(OH)2) - 
hydration of CaO; Filler lime (Ca(OH)2) - fine grind PRNT of 134%; and Sodium Hydroxide PA (NaOH) – pure 100%. 

After dried, the cotton seeds were classified using oblong sieves (10 x 5 mm) and packed in multiwall paper bags. 
During packing, all treatments were divided into two paper bags for storage (0 and 180 days). 

Evaluated traits 

Water content: oven method at 105 °C ± 3 °C for 24 hours, using two replications of 10 g seeds (Brasil, 2009); results 
were expressed in percentages.

Seed residual lint imaging: to quantify the amount of lint residue left on the seed coat, image analysis was made 
using the Groundeye® equipment/software from Tbit©. One side of 100 seeds per replication was used to take the 
images, and only cotton seeds without neutralizer residue had image captured for accuracy in the quantification of lint 
left on the seed coat. The quantification happened by capturing the seed color, which had a color variation for delinted 
tegument (brown color) and remaining lint (yellow color) around the seed. The average percentages of yellow color 
from the 100 seeds were quantified, and the results were expressed in percentages of residual lint. Also, to compare 
seeds with and without neutralizer residue from each time of delinting images were captured.

Germination: 50 seeds per replication were sown on a paper towel moistened with 2.5 times the weight of the 
paper in water and incubated in a chamber at 25 °C; the results were expressed in the percentage of normal seedlings 
evaluated 12 days after sowing (Brasil, 2009).

Seedling emergence: substrate was composed of sand and soil in a 2:1 ratio and placed in plastic containers; after 
sowing, 50 seeds per replication, the containers were incubated at a controlled room temperature of 25 °C. The results 
were expressed as a percentage of emerged seedlings 14 days after sowing.

Seedling length imaging: four replications of 20 seeds were sown on a towel paper, moistened for the germination 
analysis, and incubated in a chamber at 25 °C for five days. The seeds were laid on the paper mismatched to avoid 
overlap of the seedlings. The Groundeye® equipment/software was used to capture the seedlings’ images and measure 
the hypocotyl and radicle lengths. The results were expressed in centimeters. Pictures of the seedlings of each treatment 
were taken to create one image with all treatments combined.

Statistical analysis

The results of germination, seedling emergence, seed residual lint, and seedling were submitted to statistical analysis 
of variance using the F test with the comparison of means by the Scott-Knott test (p < 0.05). The water content results 
were expressed in average. The software used for statistical analysis was SISVAR (Ferreira, 2014), and the graphics were 
designed on Sigmaplot 10.0 and images on PowerPoint 2016.
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RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The results from delinting the seeds at three different times (2, 4, and 10 minutes) followed by neutralization with 
different neutralizers (Quicklime, Hydrated lime, Filler lime, and NaOH), and the presence or not of the residue from 
the seed coat showed a significant interaction between the treatments. The water content measured to verify the 
amount of moisture content cotton seeds absorbed from the initial 8% showed an average between treatments of 12% 
(0 days) and 8% (180 days), confirming the efficiency of the drying method and storage. In storage conditions, seed 
quality can deteriorate as temperature and relative humidity varies over time. Maintaining seed moisture content at 
low levels is determinant to slower the natural aging process (Shaban, 2013).

The seed residual lint imaging evaluation results showed significant differences between delinting times (Figure 1). 
The 2 minutes of delinting had an average of 49% of lint around the seed coat, 4 minutes 29%, and 10 minutes 11%. 
Interestingly, the 2 min delinting removed ~50% of the lint from the seeds, and when the time was doubled, there 
was a decrease in delinting fastness, where only ~70% of lint was removed at 4 min and ~90% at 10 min. To increase 
the delinting efficiency, the ratio between sulfuric acid volume and cottonseed should be changed to accelerate the 
delinting process. 

The amount of lint on the seed coat determines the appropriate ratio of sulfuric acid to cottonseed for delinting. 
Since cotton fibers are high in cellulose content (Morandim-Giannetti et al., 2012), and sulfuric acid makes dehydration 
reactions where the water released catalyzes these reactions by hydrolyzing the cellulose chains (Teixeira et al., 
2010), the speed of these reactions is influenced by the cellulose content during delinting, which varies among cotton 
genotypes and delinting methods. Therefore, there is no universal time and sulfuric acid ratio for cotton delinting, and 
it is necessary to test the cotton genotype and delinting method to ensure successful lint removal without damaging 
seed quality. When the physiological quality of the cottonseed was evaluated to verify this relationship between sulfuric 

Figure 1.    Cotton seed residual lint imaging (%) after delinting (2, 4, and 10 minutes) and neutralization (with and 
without neutralizer residue). *Means followed by distinct letters in the column differ by the Scott-Knott test 
at p < 0.05. Coefficient of variation: 14.90%.
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acid and neutralization in germination analysis, results showed no differences (0 days) between the treatments with 
or without neutralizers’ residue in most delinting times (Figure 2A). The only differences found were in the neutralizer 
Hydrated lime in 4 min, where seeds without the neutralizer residue decreased germination by 9% compared to seeds 
with residue; Filler lime showed inverse results at 10 min whereas, seeds with residue presented a decrease of 9% in 
germination compared to seeds without the residue. 

Likewise, the neutralizer NaOH was the only one with germination reduction in all times of delinting, showing a 
decrease in germination in seeds with the residue. It was verified a reduction of 93% (2 min), 85% (4 min), and 100% 
(10 min) in germination compared to seeds without residue in this same neutralizer. The toxicity during germination 
has been reported in soybean seeds due to chemical treatments; the concentration of these products in contact with 
the seed is 3.500 times more compared to the emergence in soil (Tunes et al., 2020). Although the neutralizer residue 
significantly affected germination, its removal proved to be beneficial, resulting in germination rates of approximately 
80% across all delinting times.

At 180 days of storage, germination decreased as a result of normal aging in all treatments, however the cotton 
seeds with NaOH residue were highly affected by the residue and germination was below ~5%, showing a high number 
of abnormal seedlings during the evaluation (Figure 2B). This could be the toxicity effect of the NaOH during storage 
added to its high residual concentration on the seed during germination. 

The seeds without the NaOH residue (180 days) showed that the 2 min treatment maintained seed germination 
(76%), similar to the other neutralizers in the same condition. Also, it was observed a higher loss of germination at 4 
min (~20%) and 10 min (~30%) compared to other neutralizers at each time of delinting. Furthermore, it was verified 
that the increasing time of delinting had progressive germination loss. This tendency might be due to the sulfuric acid 
abrasion, making it easier for neutralizer penetration inside the tegument during neutralization, which could not be 
removed by the washing process. Soliman and Abbas (2013) have shown the abrasion of sulfuric acid use to overcome 
physical dormancy in Cassia fistula L. seeds, which proves the capacity of this chemical to peel tegument tissue allowing 
water to come through.

The seedling emergence analysis at 0 days followed the same tendency as the germination with the neutralizers 
Quicklime, Hydrated lime, and Filler lime, as seeds were better performed after the neutralization (Figure 3A). Between 
these neutralizers, the treatments that showed a decrease in seedling emergence, were the ones without the residue 
Hydrated lime (13%), and Filler lime (5%) at 2 min, and Quicklime at 4 (7%), and 10 (5%) min of delinting. The seedling 
emergence results of seeds with NaOH residue were higher than in the germination analysis, which could be explained 
by more dispersion of the neutralizer around the seed in the soil; the emergence increased to 68% (2 min), 74% (4 
min), and 75% (10 min). These results confirm how toxic NaOH could be to the cottonseed physiological quality since 
emergence was still below other neutralizers’ average in the same delinting time. Luo et al. (2018) have confirmed how 
valuable simple seed test analyses can be to indicate toxicity in the seed germination process.

At 180 days, the seedling emergence results (Figure 3B) showed a decrease in emergence for seeds without the 
residue of Quicklime (15%), Hydrated lime (8%) at 2 min, and Filler lime (13%) at 4 min compared to the seeds with 
their residue. And Hydrated lime and Filler lime performed the best seed emergence in 10 min regardless of residue 
presence. The cotton seeds with NaOH residue showed a decrease of emergence in 42% (2 min), 25% (4 min), and 
30% (10 min) compared to the same treatments in 0 days. These results suggest that the neutralizer residue can 
have a latent toxicity during seed storage, indicating that it is best to remove the NaOH residue before sowing or to 
shorten the delinting time to around two minutes to minimize abrasion to the tegument and limit the absorption of 
NaOH. Although NaOH is commonly used in tissue culture to adjust the pH of artificial media, high concentrations 
can cause salt stress (Na+) in plant tissue (Doungous et al., 2022), which may explain the poor performance of cotton 
seeds, especially when there is residue. The hypocotyl measurements in 0 days (Figure 4A) showed no significant 
differences between seedlings from seeds with or without the residue of Quicklime, Hydrated lime, and Filler 
lime; the hypocotyl average size was above 4.0 cm. The cottonseed with the NaOH residue presented a significant 
difference in size; the hypocotyl was below 2 cm at 2 min and 4 min, indicating an abnormality of the seedlings and 
no germination in 10 min. However, seedlings from seeds without NaOH residue, besides bigger hypocotyl size, 
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showed that when the time of delinting was increased, the hypocotyl was significantly reduced from 4.31 cm (2 min) 
to 3.77 cm (4 min) and 2.91 cm (10 min). 

Seeds stored at 180 days (Figure 4B) showed hypocotyl size reduction in all treatments around 1.0 cm, except 
for NaOH, and there were no differences between seeds with or without residue for these neutralizers (Quicklime, 
Hydrated lime, and Filler lime). Seeds from NaOH with residue treatment highly decreased hypocotyl size after storage, 
where less than 1.0 cm was measured at 2 min and 4 min, and zero cm at 10 min. Seedlings from NaOH without residue 
treatment presented no difference in size compared to other neutralizers at 2 min (3.44 cm), and at 4 (3.24 cm) and 10 
min (2.59 cm), they were inferior, which could be the effect of the sulfuric abrasion and neutralizer referred previously. 

Figure 2.    Germination (%) of cottonseed submitted to different delinting times (2, 4, and 10 min), neutralizers 
(Quicklime, Hydrated lime, Filler lime, and NaOH), neutralizer residue (with and without), and the storage 
period 0 (A) and 180 days (B). *Means followed by distinct lowercase letters differ in the same neutralizer 
residue and neutralizer between different delinting times; uppercase letters differ in the same neutralizer 
residue and delinting time between different neutralizers, and superscript letters differ in the same delinting 
time and neutralizer between neutralizer residue (Scott-Knott test at p < 0.05). Coefficient of variation: 4.55% 
(A) and 7.13% (B).
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Measuring isolated parts of the seedlings is a good indicator of how treatments affect tissues reflecting in vigor (Lima 
et al., 2018b), a well-developed shoot guarantees the efficiency of photosynthesis, and the use of lime neutralizers did 
not influence hypocotyl growth.  

The radicle results in 0 days (Figure 5A) showed no difference in size between the neutralizers Quicklime, Hydrated 
lime, and Filler lime when residue was present on the seed coat at all delinting times; the seedlings measured around 
9.0 cm. However, when residue was removed, there was a significant difference in seeds with 10 min of delinting; the 
radicle decreased size by ~1.0 cm compared to the ones with the residue, reflecting 13% of the loss.  

Seedlings measured from NaOH with residue treatment were inferior in size compared to the same neutralizer 

Figure 3.    Seedling emergence (%) of cottonseed submitted to different delinting times (2, 4 and 10 min), neutralizers 
(Quicklime, Hydrated lime, Filler lime and NaOH), neutralizer residue (with and without), and the storage 
period 0 (A) and 180 days (B). *Means followed by distinct lowercase letters differ in the same neutralizer 
residue and neutralizer between different delinting times; uppercase letters differ in the same neutralizer 
residue and delinting time between different neutralizers, and superscript letters differ in the same delinting 
time and neutralizer between neutralizer residue (Scott-Knott test at p < 0.05). Coefficient of variation: 3.19% 
(A) and 6.19% (B).
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without the residue at all times of delinting. Furthermore, seedling size decreased following the increase in delinting 
time, measuring 2.43 cm (2 min), 1.85 cm (4 min), and 0.00 cm (10 min). The same effect happened with seedlings 
from the NaOH without the residue treatment measuring 9.04 cm (2 min), 5.89 cm (4 min), and 4.93 cm (10 min); 
the comparison between NaOH with and without residue showed 74%, 69%, and 100% of loss, respectively. Only 
seedlings of NaOH without residue at 2 min showed a similar radicle size compared to the other neutralizers. 
Seedlings are sensitive to environmental stresses such as the presence of chemicals around them that disturbs their 
potential growth (Zhang et al., 2020); NaOH has shown an effect in shoot and radicle growth in this study, mainly 
when residue is present.

Figure 4.    Hypocotyl imaging (cm) of cottonseed submitted to different delinting times (2, 4 and 10 min), neutralizers 
(Quicklime, Hydrated lime, Filler lime and NaOH), neutralizer residue (with and without), and the storage 
period 0 (A) and 180 days (B). *Means followed by distinct lowercase letters differ in the same neutralizer 
residue and neutralizer between different delinting times; uppercase letters differ in the same neutralizer 
residue and delinting time between different neutralizers, and superscript letters differ in the same delinting 
time and neutralizer between neutralizer residue (Scott-Knott test at p < 0.05). Coefficient of variation: 7.15% 
(A) and 8.89% (B).
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Curiously, the radicle size at 180 days (Figure 5B) decreased when the residue was removed from the seeds for the 
neutralizers Quicklime, Hydrated lime, and Filler lime. The losses of radicle size at 2 min were 19%, 20% , and 17%, at 
4 min 25%, 18% and 2.5%, and at 10 min 16%, 30%, and 13%, respectively. hese treatments decreased approximately 
2.0 cm compared to the radicle from the same neutralizers with residue in all times of delinting. It could be highlighted 
that the reduction in radicle size indicates the effect of adding one more washing step to the delinting process, since 
it lowers seed quality, particularly in terms of radicle growth. The importance of analyzing seedlings in various tissues 
to identify vigor-related issues, as previously noted by Zhang et al. (2020) and Lima et al. (2018b) showed how some 
conventional seed test  could obscure these results.

Figure 5.    Radicle imaging (cm) of cottonseed submitted to different delinting times (2, 4 and 10 min), neutralizers 
(Quicklime, Hydrated lime, Filler lime and NaOH), neutralizer residue (with and without), and the storage 
period 0 (A) and 180 days (B). *Means followed by distinct lowercase letters differ in the same neutralizer 
residue and neutralizer between different delinting times; uppercase letters differ in the same neutralizer 
residue and delinting time between different neutralizers, and superscript letters differ in the same delinting 
time and neutralizer between neutralizer residue (Scott-Knott test at p < 0.05). Coefficient of variation: 7.59% 
(A) and 7.56% (B). 
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Furthermore, the neutralizer Filler lime (Figure 5B) treatment exhibited inferior performance in seedling radicle 
size compared to Quicklime and Hydrated lime when residue was kept on the seed coat, which makes this neutralizer 
not appropriate for situations of storage. The NaOH treatments followed the same tendency previously described 
presenting radicles below 2.0 cm (with residue) and 5.0 cm (without residue) at all times of delinting.

The seedling phenotyping (Figure 6) showed a more detailed image of how seedlings were affected by the 
neutralizers treatments before and after storage, which gives a better perception of the seed lot. It has been proven 
that weak seedlings reflect in many problems during plant development, such as sensitivity to insects and diseases and 
lower productivity. Most seed tests inform an overall result of the seed quality made in bulk or batches, which most 
times could mask the actual condition of the seed lot (ElMasry et al., 2019). While image analysis phenotyping has been 
applied to many crops, including beans, corn, and wheat, there is a lack of studies on using this method to assess the 
physiological quality of cottonseeds. However, our study demonstrated the potential of phenotyping as a valuable tool 
in the cottonseed delinting chain to quantify lint and determine seed quality. 

To summarize, this study has demonstrated the precision and accuracy of equipment that uses digital cameras and 
software to obtain accurate measurements of seedlings, which can identify differences in vigor that are imperceptible 
to the human eye in traditional vigor tests. The use of digital scanners and cameras in conjunction with image processing 
software has proven to be a more objective and reliable method for plant analysis than older, more subjective measuring 
techniques (Ahmad et al., 2015; Aboukarima et al., 2017).

Figure 6.    Phenotyping analysis of cottonseed seedling five days of germination after delinting (2, 4, and 10 minutes) 
and neutralization (with and without neutralizer residual) using different neutralizers (Quicklime, Hydrated 
lime, Filler lime, and NaOH) during storage 0 and 180 days. Source: Elaborated by the authors.
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CONCLUSIONS

Cottonseed quality is not adversely affected by the residue on the seed coat from neutralizers Quicklime, Hydrated 
lime, and Filler lime.

NaOH has no detrimental effect on cottonseed quality when the residue is removed, and a delinting time should be 
approximately 2 minutes at 0 days.

Quicklime and Hydrated lime help maintain cottonseed quality for up to 180 days of storage, whereas the use of 
NaOH can significantly reduce physiological quality, whether or not residue is present.

Removing neutralizer residue from the cottonseed during the delinting process affects cottonseed vigor at 180 
days of storage.

Delinting times alone do not have a significant impact on cottonseed physiological quality, but when used in 
conjunction with NaOH, the negative effects are more pronounced.

Image analysis is an effective means of measuring the amount of remaining lint on cotton seed coats, and can 
accurately reveal differences in seedling vigor between treatments that may be overlooked by conventional seed 
quality analysis.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

This research was pupported by the Universidade Federal de Lavras. We thank J&H Sementes© for kindly provide 
the cotton seeds lot used in this research.

REFERENCES

ABOUKARIMA, A.; ZAYED, M.; MINYAWI, M.; ELSOURY, H.; TARABYE, H.H. Image analysis-based system for estimating cotton leaf 
area. Asian Research Journal of Agriculture, v.5, p.1-8, 2017. https://doi.org/10.9734/ARJA/2017/33626

AFZAL, I.; KAMRAN, M.; AHMED BASRA, S.M.; ULLAH KHAN, S.H.; MAHMOOD, A.; FAROOQ, M.; TAN, D.K.Y. Harvesting and post-
harvest management approaches for preserving cottonseed quality. Industrial Crops and Products, v.155, p.112842, 2020. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.indcrop.2020.112842

AHMAD, S.; ALI, H.; FATIMA, Z.; ABBAS, G.; IRFAN, M.; ALI, H.; AZAM, M.; HASANUZZAMAN, M. Measuring leaf area of winter 
cereals by different techniques: A comparison. Pakistan Journal of Life and Social Sciences, v.13, p.9, 2015. https://www.cabdirect.
org/cabdirect/abstract/20153414169  

BIRADARPATIL, N.K.; MACHA, S. Effect of dosages of sulphuric acid and duration of delinting on seed quality in desi cotton. Karnataka 
Journal of Agricultural Sciences, v.22, p.896-897, 2009. https://www.cabdirect.org/cabdirect/abstract/20103137056 

BRASIL. Ministério da Agricultura, Pecuária e Abastecimento. Regras para análise de sementes. Ministério da Agricultura, Pecuária 
e Abastecimento. Secretaria de Defesa Agropecuária. Brasília: MAPA/ACS, 2009. 399p. http://https://www.gov.br/agricultura/ptbr/
assuntos/insumos-agropecuarios/arquivos-publicacoes-insumos/2946_regras_analise__sementes.pdf

DOUNGOUS, O.; AL-KHAYRI, J.M.; KOUASSI, M.K. Sodium toxicity: Should NaOH be substituted by KOH in plant tissue culture? 
Frontiers in Plant Science, v.13, p.829768, 2022. https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2022.829768

DOWD, M.K.; MANANDHAR, R.; DELHOM, C.D. Effect of seed orientation, acid delinting, moisture level, and Ssample type on 
cottonseed fracture resistance. American Society of Agricultural and Biological Engineers, v.64, p.1045–1053, 2019. https://doi.
org/10.13031/trans.13109

ELMASRY, G.; MANDOUR, N.; AL-REJAIE, S.; BELIN, E.; ROUSSEAU, D. Recent applications of multispectral imaging in seed phenotyping 
and quality monitoring - an overview. Sensors, v.19, p.1090, 2019. https://doi.org/10.3390/s19051090

FERRAZ, C.A.M.; RODRIGUES-FILHO, F.S.O.; CIA, E.; SABINO, N.P.; VEIGA, A.A.; REIS, A.J.; ORTOLANI, D.B. A comparative study of 
cotton seed delinting methods. Bragantia, v.36, p.11-22, 1977. https://doi.org/10.1590/S0006-87051977000100002

Journal of Seed Science, v.45, e202345014, 2023

11Neutralizers residue on cottonseed quality

https://doi.org/10.9734/ARJA/2017/33626
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.indcrop.2020.112842
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.indcrop.2020.112842
https://www.cabdirect.org/cabdirect/abstract/20153414169
https://www.cabdirect.org/cabdirect/abstract/20153414169
https://www.cabdirect.org/cabdirect/abstract/20103137056
http://https:/www.gov.br/agricultura/ptbr/assuntos/insumos-agropecuarios/arquivos-publicacoes-insumos/2946_regras_analise__sementes.pdf
http://https:/www.gov.br/agricultura/ptbr/assuntos/insumos-agropecuarios/arquivos-publicacoes-insumos/2946_regras_analise__sementes.pdf
https://doi.org/10.13031/trans.13109
https://doi.org/10.13031/trans.13109
https://doi.org/10.3390/s19051090
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0006-87051977000100002


FERREIRA, D.F. Sisvar: a guide for its bootstrap procedures in multiple comparisons. Ciência e Agrotecnologia, v.38, p.109-112, 
2014. https://doi.org/10.1590/S1413-70542014000200001

LIMA, J.M.E.; OLIVEIRA, J.A.; SMIDERLE, O.J.; LOUSADO, A.V.C.; CARVALHO, M.L.M. DE. Physiological performance of açai seeds 
(Euterpe oleracea Mart.) stored with different moisture contents and treated with fungicide. Journal of Seed Science, v.40, n.2, 
p.135-145, 2018a. https://doi.org/10.1590/2317-1545v40n2184101

LIMA, J.M.E.; SMIDERLE, O.J.; OLIVEIRA, J.A.; CARVALHO, M.L.M. DE. Técnicas de análise de imagem para caracterização da 
qualidade de sementes de paricarana (Bowdichia virgilioides Kunth). Ciência Florestal, v.28, p.1202-216, 2018b. https://doi.
org/10.5902/1980509833367

LUO, Y.; LIANG, J.; ZENG, G.; CHEN, M.; MO, D.; LI, G.; ZHANG, D. Seed germination test for toxicity evaluation of compost: Its roles, 
problems and prospects. Waste Management, v.71, p.109-114, 2018. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.wasman.2017.09.023

MAEDA, A.B.; WELLS, L.W.; SHEEHAN, M.A.; DEVER, J.K. Stories from the greenhouse -a brief on cotton seed germination. Plants, 
v.10, p.2807, 2021. https://doi.org/10.3390/plants10122807

MORANDIM-GIANNETTI, A.A.; AGNELLI, J.A.M.; LANÇAS, B.Z.; MAGNABOSCO, R.; CASARIN, S.A.; BETTINI, S.H.P. Lignin as additive 
in polypropylene/coir composites: thermal, mechanical and morphological properties. Carbohydrate Polymers, v.87, p.2563-2568, 
2012. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.carbpol.2011.11.041

QUEIROGA, V.P.; MATA, M.E.R.M.C. Appropriate delinting methods for organic and conventional cotton seeds. Revista Brasileira de 
Produtos Agroindustriais, v.20, p.83-101, 2018. https://www.cabdirect.org/cabdirect/abstract/20193078766 

SALLUM, M.S.S.; ALVES, D.S.; AGOSTINI, E.A.T.; MACHADO NETO, N.B. Neutralização da escarificação química sobre a germinação 
de sementes de Brachiaria brizantha cv. ‘marandu’. Revista Brasileira de Ciências Agrárias, v.5, p.315-321, 2010. https://doi.
org/10.5039/agraria.v5i3a603

SANTOS, M.; VALE, L. S. R.; REGES, N.P.R.; CARVALHO, B.M. Desempenho de sementes de quatro cultivares de feijão (Phaseolus 
vulgaris L.) na microregião de Ceres - GO. Global Science and Technology, v.8, p.41-49, 2015. https://doi.org/10.14688/1984-3801/
gst.v8n3p41-49

SHABAN, M. Study on some aspects of seed viability and vigor. International Journal of Advanced Biological and Biomedical 
Research, v.1, p.1692-1697, 2013. http://www.ijabbr.com/article_7964_e758718f310d754c9455a352feea57ff.pdf 

SNIDER, J.L.; COLLINS, G.D.; WHITAKER, J.; CHAPMAN, K.D.; HORN, P. The impact of seed size and chemical composition on seedling 
vigor, yield, and fiber quality of cotton in five production environments. Field Crops Research, v.193, p.186-195, 2016. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.fcr.2016.05.002

SOLIMAN, A.; ABBAS, M. Effects of sulfuric acid and hot water pre-treatments on seed germination and seedlings growth of Cassia 
fistula L. American-Eurasian Journal of Agricultural & Environmental Sciences, v.13, p.7-15, 2013. https://www.researchgate.
net/profile/Amira-Soliman-5/publication/237044144_Effects_of_Sulfuric_Acid_and_Hot_Water_Pre-Treatments_on_Seed_
Germination_and_Seedlings_Growth_of_Cassia_fistula_L/links/0046351af7679d1f81000000/Effects-of-Sulfuric-Acid-and-Hot-
Water-Pre-Treatments-on-Seed-Germination-and-Seedlings-Growth-of-Cassia-fistula-L.pdf

TEIXEIRA, E.M.; OLIVEIRA, C.R.; MATTOSO, L.H.C.; CORRÊA, A.C.; PALADIN, P.D. Nanofibras de algodão obtidas sob diferentes 
condições de hidrólise ácida. Polímeros, v.20, p.264-268, 2010. https://doi.org/10.1590/S0104-14282010005000046

TUNES, L.V.M.; ALMEIDA, A.S.; CAMARGO, T.O.; SUÑE, A.S.; RODRIGUES, D.B.; MARTINS, A.B.N.; CALAZANS, A.F.S.; SILVA, A.F. DA. 
Metodologia alternativa para o teste de germinação em sementes de soja tratada. Brazilian Journal of Development, v.6, p.41223-
41240, 2020. https://doi.org/10.34117/bjdv6n6-602 

ZHANG, H.; JIANG, L.; TANVEER, M.; MA, J.; ZHAO, Z.; WANG, L. Indexes of radicle are sensitive and effective for assessing copper and 
zinc tolerance in germinating seeds of Suade salsa. Agriculture, v.10, p.445, 2020. https://doi.org/10.3390/agriculture10100445

Journal of Seed Science, v.45, e202345014, 2023

12 J.M.E. Lima et al.

This is an Open Access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License, which permits unrestricted 
use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided the original work is properly cited.

https://doi.org/10.1590/S1413-70542014000200001
https://doi.org/10.1590/2317-1545v40n2184101
https://doi.org/10.5902/1980509833367
https://doi.org/10.5902/1980509833367
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.wasman.2017.09.023
https://doi.org/10.3390/plants10122807
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.carbpol.2011.11.041
https://www.cabdirect.org/cabdirect/abstract/20193078766
https://doi.org/10.5039/agraria.v5i3a603
https://doi.org/10.5039/agraria.v5i3a603
https://doi.org/10.14688/1984-3801/gst.v8n3p41-49
https://doi.org/10.14688/1984-3801/gst.v8n3p41-49
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fcr.2016.05.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fcr.2016.05.002
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Amira-Soliman-5/publication/237044144_Effects_of_Sulfuric_Acid_and_Hot_Water_Pre-Treatments_on_Seed_Germination_and_Seedlings_Growth_of_Cassia_fistula_L/links/0046351af7679d1f81000000/Effects-of-Sulfuric-Acid-and-Hot-W
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Amira-Soliman-5/publication/237044144_Effects_of_Sulfuric_Acid_and_Hot_Water_Pre-Treatments_on_Seed_Germination_and_Seedlings_Growth_of_Cassia_fistula_L/links/0046351af7679d1f81000000/Effects-of-Sulfuric-Acid-and-Hot-W
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Amira-Soliman-5/publication/237044144_Effects_of_Sulfuric_Acid_and_Hot_Water_Pre-Treatments_on_Seed_Germination_and_Seedlings_Growth_of_Cassia_fistula_L/links/0046351af7679d1f81000000/Effects-of-Sulfuric-Acid-and-Hot-W
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Amira-Soliman-5/publication/237044144_Effects_of_Sulfuric_Acid_and_Hot_Water_Pre-Treatments_on_Seed_Germination_and_Seedlings_Growth_of_Cassia_fistula_L/links/0046351af7679d1f81000000/Effects-of-Sulfuric-Acid-and-Hot-W
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0104-14282010005000046
https://doi.org/10.34117/bjdv6n6-602
https://doi.org/10.3390/agriculture10100445

