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Variation in some European Pear (Pyrus communis L.) Seedling Rootstock
Populations Using Morphological Chracteristics
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Table 1. Descriptive statistics for parametric traits increase in pear seedlings in the third year of growth
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Population 03§ Traits i Sneueéil%jlg;g Unit Average  Max. Min. g;%?g?é?l CV%
Mashhad 4~ Height increment gL, SRl 3 55 cm 14.92 40.00 2.0 7.56 50.63
Karaj ¢S Height increment gLl SRl 3 50 cm 28.52 63.00 1.0 15.79 55.63
Mashhad 4¢se  Trunk diameter increment a5 s il 3 55 mm 1.26 4.28 0.1 0.85 67.46
Karaj ¢z Trunk diameter increment a5 kb Al 50 mm 2.03 4.73 0.4 0.91 44.82
Mashhad 4¢4s  Branch numbers increment Ll sl il 3l 55 Nu. 3.29 15.00 0.0 3.10 94.22
Karaj @f Branch numbers increment 4Ll oldws il 9! 50 Nu. 3.52 13.00 0.0 3.00 85.22
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Table 2. Eigen value, percentage of variance and cumulative variance percentage for
twelve main factors
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Factors Eigen value Variance percentage Cumulative variance percentage

1 3.06 9.57 9.57

2 2.36 7.38 16.96

3 2.28 7.14 24.1

4 2.13 6.66 10.77

5 1.91 5.99 36.76

6 1.64 5.14 41.91

7 1.57 491 46.83

8 1.56 4.89 51.72

9 1.51 4.74 56.46

10 1.45 4.55 61.02

11 1.41 442 65.44

12 1.35 4.22 69.67
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Fig. 1. Dendrogram obtained by cluster analysis of 105 pear seedling rootstocks
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