N9 Jlg 8054 doxo
IFAY Jlo o) oslod ¢ Ya-1 i

Olp! EeT85) (g BB 95 9 PBLI 3 S3IW (L390a0g) 9 (3999590 Do g

Morphological and Pomological Characteristics of some Native
Apricot Cultivars and Genotypes of Iran
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Table 1. Recorded characters of fruit, leaves, flower and tree of apricot cultivars and

genotypes

ol e A1y oSOl Jsla S Oy g 2
Traits olie Abbreviation Unit  Average Minimum Mximum C.V.
Tree vigor cayoly TV code 5.45° 1.00 9.00 1.51
Tree habit s gdd, onle THA code 3.48° 1.00 6.00 1.05
Tree degree of branching ooy Wyl ol  TDB code 5.17° 3.00 7.00 1.5
Tree distribution of flower x5 £ s sl mjs TDFB code 1.82° 1.00 3.00 0.51
buds
One-year-old shoot: color on Sl T cund 13K,  OYOSHCSS code 1.78° 1.00 3.00 0.63
sunny side e
Leaf blade: length &£,y b LBL mm 6.93 3.50 10.12 1.13
Leaf blade: width &£, e b0 LBW mm 6.42° 3.60 9.30 1.09
Leaf blade: ratio length/width &y e adsb s LBRLW mm 221 0.87 9.00 2.06
Leaf blade: intensity of green & LW 5 K, ous LBIGCUS code 4.85" 3.00 7.00 1.34
color of upper side
Leaf blade: shape of base &, el <o LBSHB code 279" 1.00 4.00 0.89
Leaf blade: angle of &£ LSyl b ayl;  LBAAT code 2.64° 1.00 4.00 0.82
apex(excluding tip)
Leaf blade: length of tip &, 500  LBLT code 430 1.00 7.00 1.67
Leaf blade: incisions of & a2, LBIM code 3.08 1.00 4.00 1.07
margin
Leaf blade: undulation of &, asle oz = LBUM code 426" 3.00 7.00 1.28
margin
Leaf blade: profile in cross K, oo fp s Jés, LBPCS code 1.53° 1.00 3.00 0.55
section
Petiole: length &,wsdb PL mm 3.30° 1.46 5.26 0.79
Leaf: ratio Length of blade 5 s Jyb 4 S Jgb oos LRLBLP code 6.60 3.00 7.00 0.91
/Length of petiole
Petiole: thickness fﬂ; calis PTH mm 1.15 0.10 7.00 2.05
Petiole: anthocyanin & s VU 3 il 5T K, PACUS code 4.00 3.00 7.00 1.41
coloration of upper side
Potiole: predominant number & s sle oKt 5 slaw sl 5 PPNN code 2.05° 1.00 3.00 0.74
of nectaries
Petiole: size of nectaries & s gl oK ozt PSN code 4.11° 3.00 7.00 1.25
Flower: diameter S s FD mm 2.82" 1.99 3.94 0.29
Flower: position of stigma Sl 4y s IS iy FPSRA code 1.06" 0.00 3.00 0.95
relative to anthers
Petal: shape(excluding claw) &I J&s <& PSH code 1.98 1.00 3.00 0.79
Petal: color on lower side E I w25, PCLS code 1.73° 1.00 3.00 0.58
Fruit: Weigh of ten fruit o503 FWTF g 28.75" 6.93 54.82 10.29
Stone: Weigh of ten stone wan0jy  SWTS g 2.06° 1.02 4.31 0.66
Fruit: height oseglis,l  FHEI mm 7.53" 39.10 2.04 10.13
Fruit: lateral width s - gy FLW mm 737 2.20 37.30 10.08
Leaf blade:Clorophyl Jé 5 0l  LBCLO -- 17.70° 2.72 32.30 5.90

.MJJ\}M):bcld.ujbj‘:glu%;g:*ﬁ‘é‘g%

*and ** : Significant at 5% and 1% of probability levels, respectively.
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Table 2. Correlation coefficients between nonparametric traits of apricot cultivars and genotypes

Traits FPSRA PSH PCLS PACUS PPNN PSN TV THA TDB TDFB OYOSHCSS LBIGCUS LBSHB LBAAT LBLT LBIM LBUM LBPCS
PSH 0.11

PCLS 0.005  -0.06

PACUS -0.09 -0.11 -0.05

PPNN -0.20" 0.10 0.10 0.18"

PSN 0.02 -0.12 0.10 0.11 0.30"

TV 0.10 0.06 -0.07 0.03 -0.008  0.07

THA 0.07 0.43" -0.007 -0.02 0.03 0.02 0.15

TDB 0.10 -0.10 -0.04 0.006  -0.07 0.11 0.48" 0.003

TDFB -0.02 -0.01 -0.19"  -0.15°  -0.06 -0.13 0.01 0.04 0.05

OYOSHCSS  -0.07 -0.03 0.03 -0.02 -0.02 -0.14" 0.06 0.01 -0.03 0.02

LBIGCUS 0.01 -0.04 0.18" 0.02 0.34" 0.28" 0.007  -0.04 -0.04  -0.09 -0.14

LBSHB -0.15" -0.40" -0.008 0.15" 0.14" 0.08 -0.06 -0.12  -0.06 0.03 0.08 -0.002

LBAAT 0.05 0.07 -0.14" 0.15" -0.09 -0.02 0.12 0.06 0.08 0.02 0.003 -0.19™ 0.25"

LBLT 0.04 0.34" -0.12 0.11 0.07 -0.09 -0.13" 0.13"  -0.05  -0.02 -0.06 0.07 -0.33" -0.26"

LBIM 0.10 0.39" -0.21° -023"  -038"  -0.17"  0.08 021" 0.07 0.13" -0.11 -0.21° -0.52" -0.01 0.19"

LBUM 0.21° 0.24" -0.07 -0.16"  -0.08 -0.09 -0.10 0.09 0.01  -0.008 -0.02 -0.04 -0.32° 0.08 0.04 0.2

LBPCS -0.06 -0.13 0.11 -0.006  -0.10 0.04 -0.11 -0.06 0.05  -0.01 0.27" -0.10 -0.09 -0.10 <0217 0.02 0.10
LRLBLP 0.06 0.19%*  -0.009 0.07 0.004  0.08 0.23" 0.16" 031" 0.10 0.04 -0.14" -0.30" 0.19" -0.04 034 026 -0.09

* and ** : Significant at 5% and 1% of probability levels, respectively.

For abbreviation of traits see Table 1.
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Table 3. Correlation coefficient between parametric traits of apricot cultivars and genotypes

Traits LBL LBW LBRLW PTH PL FWTF SWTS FHEI
LBW 0.84"

LBRLW 0.02 -0.18"

PTH -0.37" -0.40" -0.09

PL 0.69" 0.69" 0.19" -0.36"

FWTF -0.30" -0.17" -0.24" 0.34" -0.22"

SWTS -0.10 0.01 -0.14" 0.21" 0.02 0.65"

FHEI 0.28" 0.05 0.51" -0.20" 0.10 -0.27" -0.06

FLW 0.29" 0.05 0.52" -0.20" 0.11 -0.28" -0.07 0.99"

WAY Jle o) oyl (YA " 5 9 Jlg8 (8815 dlome”

.M).:\}M))bcla.u).:)bkslu%;qi:e'ﬁ}%}s}%
*and ** : Significant at 5% and 1% of probability levels, respectively.
Dsd anl eV gl 4 Olae Oyl (6l
For abbreviation of traits see Table 1.
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Table 4. Mean of characteristics in apricot cultivars and genotypes

]

Genotype LBCLO TV THA TDB TDFB OYOSHCSS LBL LBW LBRLW LBIGCUS LBSHB LBAAT LBLT
Naderiye Karaj 26.25 7 4 7 2 2 8.34 7.20 1.15 7 2 3 5
Shahroud 33 19.65 5 4 5 2 2 7.12 6.94 1.02 3 2 3 5
Shahroud 32 27.65 5 4 5 2 2 6.33 5.70 1.12 7 3 3 5
Shamse Karaj 9.85 5 3 7 2 3 7.31 6.55 1.11 3 4 2 3
KBSR4 16.71 5 5 5 2 1 7.34 6.25 1.17 5 3 1 5
Canino 20.40 7 4 7 2 1 8.30 7.79 1.05 7 2 3 7
Tabarzeye Marand 19.65 7 4 7 2 2 7.54 6.98 1.07 5 2 3 3
KBSRS5 19.00 7 5 5 2 1 8.25 7.13 1.16 5 2 2 5
Shekarpare Karaj 10.05 7 4 7 2 1 8.57 7.09 1.21 7 2 2 5
Gheysi Isfahan 7.75 7 4 5 2 3 7.46 6.98 1.06 3 2 3 5
Shahroud 13 24.25 5 4 5 2 1 6.98 5.77 1.21 5 3 2 5
Bolgar 15.90 7 5 7 3 2 7.42 7.01 1.05 3 2 3 5
Ordobad 11.70 7 3 5 1 1 8.11 7.59 1.06 5 2 3 5
KBSR1 19.35 5 1 7 2 1 7.16 5.63 0.12 5 2 2 5
Chinkalaghi 18.35 7 3 3 1 3 6.14 6.12 1.00 5 4 3 3
KBSR6 14.15 7 4 7 2 1 6.90 6.75 1.01 5 4 4 5
BNOS512 20.20 5 4 5 2 2 6.88 6.27 1.11 5 3 3 5
Ghorban 31.85 3 3 3 2 2 7.30 6.33 1.16 5 2 2 7
Shahroud 29 18.75 5 4 5 2 2 527 5.02 1.01 5 4 3 3
Shahroud 37 18.75 5 4 5 3 2 6.84 6.19 1.10 3 4 3 5
Rezaeeye 13.70 5 4 5 1 2 6.97 7.13 0.97 5 3 3 3
KBSR7 18.20 7 3 7 2 2 6.84 5.76 1.18 5 4 1 7
Zodrase Tabriz 15.20 5 5 5 2 1 6.88 6.44 5.75 3 2 3 3
Shamse Mashhad 9.85 7 3 7 2 2 6.58 6.62 5.11 3 4 3 3
Hessgoli 17.70 5 3 5 2 2 7.42 7.64 0.98 7 4 2 5
Azghandi Mashhad 21.40 7 4 7 2 2 5.02 4.36 1.15 5 3 1 3
Shahroud 58 19.50 7 3 7 2 2 5.90 5.64 1.04 5 2 3 3
Damavand 1 12.50 5 2 5 2 2 5.71 6.43 3.00 5 4 4 3
Damavand 2 14.35 5 3 5 2 2 6.13 5.8 5.75 7 2 2 3
Damavand 3 2220 3 3 3 1 2 6.01 5.83 5.75 5 4 3 3
Damavand 4 16.30 5 3 5 2 1 5.82 52 5.83 5 3 2 1
Damavand 5 15.55 3 3 3 1 2 7.18 7.22 5.75 S 2 3 3
Table 4. Continued F U asls|
)
Genotype LBIM LBUM LBPCS PL LRLBLP PTH PACUS PPNN PSN FD FPSRA
Naderiye Karaj 4 5 1 3.82 7 0.16 3 2 5 2.77 3
Shahroud 33 4 5 2 4.15 7 0.12 3 1 3 2.85 2
Shahroud 32 4 5 1 3.41 7 2.90 3 2 3 2.95 2
Shamse Karaj 4 3 2 3.56 7 1.90 3 1 3 3.04 2
KBSR4 3 3 2 3.25 7 2.24 3 2 5 2.63 1
Canino 4 5 1 4.52 7 0.16 7 3 3 3.16 2
Tabarzeye Marand 4 3 2 3.50 7 0.15 5 2 5 3.00 0
KBSRS5 4 5 1 3.85 7 0.16 3 2 5 3.06 2
Shekarpare Karaj 4 3 1 3.09 7 0.16 3 5 2.94 0
Gheysi Isfahan 4 5 2 3.84 7 0.14 3 1 3 3.01 2
Shahroud 13 2 3 2 2.83 7 3.57 3 2 5 2.64 1
Bolgar 4 3 2 432 7 0.13 5 2 3 2.97 1
Ordobad 4 5 1 4.44 7 0.16 5 2 5 3.11 1
KBSR1 4 5 2 4.26 7 0.12 3 1 3 2.49 2
Chinkalaghi 2 3 1 2.64 7 2.57 3 2 5 2.63 0
KBSR6 4 3 1 4.06 7 0.15 7 1 5 3.10 2
BNOS512 4 3 1 3.01 7 2.58 5 2 3 3.04 1
Ghorban 3 3 1 3.12 7 1.91 5 2 3 2.77 1
Shahroud 29 2 3 2 2.45 7 1.57 5 2 3 2.49 1
Shahroud 37 3 5 1 3.05 5 2.24 7 2 3 2.61 1
Rezaeeye 2 5 2 2.98 7 2.24 3 2 3 2.74 1
KBSR7 2 5 2 3.38 5 3.56 3 2 5 2.40 2
Zodrase Tabriz 2 5 2 3.32 7 0.15 3 1 3 245 2
Shamse Mashhad 2 5 2 3.00 7 0.15 5 2 5 2.43 1
Hessgoli 1 3 1 4.00 7 3.57 3 3 3 2.97 0
Azghandi Mashhad 2 3 1 2.20 7 1.55 3 2 3 2.62 1
Shahroud 58 1 3 1 2.79 7 1.89 3 2 5 2.72 1
Damavand 1 4 3 2 1.91 7 0.13 3 3 5 2.63 0
Damavand 2 4 5 1 241 7 5.75 7 3 5 3.03 1
Damavand 3 4 5 2 333 7 0.12 3 3 5 3.28 1
Damavand 4 4 5 1 241 7 0.11 3 3 5 2.77 0
Damavand 5 4 5 2 291 7 0.15 3 3 7 2.82 0
For abbreviation of traits see Table 1. a8 anl e ) Jgder 4 Slis Oyl gl
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Table 4. Continued F Jad> el
S5
Genotype PSH PCLS FWTF SWTS FHEI FLW
Naderiye Karaj 3 2 20.85 227 34.34 34.8
Shahroud 33 3 2 25.75 1.78 3.66 3.54
Shahroud 32 2 2 39.46 2.94 3.54 3.51
Shamse Karaj 1 1 21.31 1.12 3.56 3.46
KBSR4 2 2 29.79 1.87 3.85 4.62
Canino 3 1 24.33 1.91 3.48 3.66
Tabarzeye Marand 3 3 7.65 1.17 2.44 232
KBSR5 3 2 29.27 2.36 4.46 3.80
Shekarpare Karaj 2 1 22.13 1.67 27.36 35.82
Gheysi Isfahan 3 1 25.69 1.85 3.22 3.18
Shahroud 13 2 1 28.60 1.72 3.48 3.36
Bolgar 2 2 28.62 2.58 4.04 4.20
Ordobad 3 2 18.20 1.60 3.26 3.14
KBSR1 1 2 16.82 1.68 32.50 32.84
Chinkalaghi 1 2 44.66 1.92 4.92 4.06
KBSR6 2 1 27.86 1.80 3.58 3.90
BNO512 1 1 29.80 1.53 4.06 4.28
Ghorban 2 2 30.20 2.03 3.84 3.64
Shahroud 29 2 2 29.56 2.64 4.30 3.53
Shahroud 37 3 1 37.25 1.83 3.89 3.98
Rezaeeye 2 3 18.11 1.90 2.83 3.13
KBSR7 2 2 33.34 2.80 4.12 3.94
Zodrase Tabriz 2 2 - - - -
Shamse Mashhad 1 2 - - - -
Hessgoli 2 2 50.73 4.15 5.30 425
Azghandi Mashhad 1 2 26.45 1.78 4.07 3.42
Shahroud 58 1 2 53.12 2.66 4.29 3.88
Damavand 1 1 2 - - - -
Damavand 2 1 2 - - - -
Damavand 3 2 1 - - - -
Damavand 4 1 2 - - - -
Damavand 5 1 2 - - - -

For abbreviation of traits see Table 1.
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Table 5. Eigen value and cumulative variance percentage for eleven main factors of
apricot cultivars and genotypes

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
vV 0.21 -0.17 -0.23 0.21 0.22 -0.21 0.27 -0.12 0.10 0.007 -0.22
THA 0.15 -0.007 -0.19 -0.22 0.12 -0.006 0.22 -0.06 -0.54* -0.51* -0.03
TDB 0.16 -0.05 -0.2 0.24 0.19 -0.13 0.32 0.11 0.51* -0.12 -0.08
TDFB 0.07 -0.07 -0.29 0.07 -0.05 -0.32 0.13 0.10 -0.09 0.22 0.27
OYOSHCSS -0.05 0.06 -0.32 -0.16 0.04 0.40 0.25 -0.08 -0.11 0.51* -0.25
LBL 0.33 0.14 0.07 -0.31 0.07 0.07 0.02 -0.02 0.13 0.02 0.10
LBW 0.26 0.24 -0.004 -0.30 0.26 0.13 -0.13 -0.13 0.09 0.02 0.10
LBRLW -0.13 0.30 0.23 -0.26 -0.20 0.09 0.009 0.06 0.17 -0.07 0.15
LBIGCUS -0.02 -0.12 0.34 -0.19 0.16 -0.26 0.23 0.003 -0.003 0.44 -0.09
LBSHB -0.26 -0.03 -0.08 0.17 0.33 0.04 -0.16 -0.22 0.02 0.12 0.07
LBAAT 0.01 0.24 -0.17 0.17 0.35 0.11 -0.42 -0.26 0.03 0.009 0.11
LBLT 0.19 -0.26 -0.05 -0.26 -0.03 -0.01 -0.13 0.35 0.16 -0.02 0.02
LBIM 0.15 0.20 0.11 0.10 -0.28 -0.21 -0.18 0.15 -0.29 0.20 -0.11
LBUM 0.07 0.29 0.06 -0.14 -0.23 -0.11 0.10 -0.08 0.30 -0.15 -0.17
LBPCS -0.09 0.12 -0.03 0.10 -0.12 0.60 0.37 0.25 0.02 -0.02 0.23
PL 0.33 0.09 -0.08 -0.19 -0.09 0.14 -0.17 -0.09 0.20 0.10 0.13
LRLBLP 0.13 0.43 -0.06 0.11 0.14 -0.19 0.01 0.26 -0.09 0.03 -0.12
PTH -0.13 -0.46 0.10 -0.16 -0.02 0.11 -0.15 -0.08 0.18 -0.08 0.07
PACUS -0.08 -0.05 -0.05 0.03 0.35 0.09 -0.27 0.70 -0.01 0.03 -0.13
PPNN -0.09 0.13 0.35 -0.13 0.31 -0.07 0.24 -0.02 -0.10 0.16 0.14
PSN -0.05 0.13 0.36 -0.02 0.33 0.04 0.17 0.01 0.05 -0.26 0.11
o5 polie
Eigenvalue 5.24 2.83 2.21 1.97 1.86 1.24 1.16 1.02 0.96 0.86 0.13
bl g A s
Cumulative
variance percentage 20.97 32.29 41.13 49.01 56.47 61.41 66.05 70.14 73.96 77.4 80.72

For abbreviation of traits see Table 1.
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UPGMA s, 4 33,5 o555 o35 1Y sl ad 5 4 o5 3l ool pl 8,5 — ) IS
Fig. 1. Dendrogram obtained by cluster analysis of 32 apricot genotypes using UPGMA

method

Apricot cultivars: 1. Naderiye Karaj; 2. Shahroud 33; 3. Shahroud 32; 4. Shamse Karaj; 5. KBSR4; 6.
Canino; 7. Tabarzeye Marand; 8. KBSRS; 9. Shekarpare Karaj; 10. Gheysi Isfahan; 11. Shahroud 13; 12.
Bolgar; 13. Ordobad; 14. KBSR1; 15. Chinkalaghi; 16. KBSR6; 17. BNOS512; 18. Ghorban;, 19.
Shahroud 29; 20. Shahrod 37; 21. Rezaeeye; 22. KBSR7; 23. Zodrase Tabriz; 24. Shamse Mashhad; 25.
Hess goli; 26. Azghandi Mashhad; 27. Shahroud 58; 28. Damavand 1; 29. Damavand 2; 30. Damavand 3;

31. Damavand 4; 32. Damavand 5.
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