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Pollination Compatibility of some Selected Almond Cultivars and Genotypes
with Commercial and Late Flowering A200 Almond Cultivar
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Fig. 1. Flowering time of the almond cultivars. Percentages refer to the flowers opened

(Franklin- Tong, 2008)
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Table 1. Pollen germination percentage of almond cultivars and gynotypes

55508, 03,8 &l 55 &l Ao )ys
Almond cultivar and gynotype Pollen germination (%)
A200 74b
Ferragnes 71bc
14-24 69bc
10-2 71bc
Sahand 68c
14-12 78b
13-40 83a
Tuono 85a
Shahrood 7 67c
10-11 80a
D99 67c
D101 70bc
5-6 72bc
Padree 76b
A230 68c
16-25 76b
Falsa Barese 75b
Shokofe 85a
6-8 73bc
Phlipe Ceo 68c
D124 72bc
Fritz 79a

iz 7Y ezl pela 55 13 gme Bl U6 alie oy > b e 5SS
Means with similar letters are not significantly different at 1% probability level.
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Table 2. Mean comparison of fruit set percentage in A200 almond cultivar in pollination
with different pollinizer cultivars at different times after pollination
Fruit set percentage o S5 4w )o

l)'u;(r\éj Slidles 5 5l da 55, Y Sldles 5l an 55, Fe Sladles 5 5l ey 55, 1YY
Pollinizer cultivars 20 days after pollination 40 days after pollination 132 days after pollination
Open Pollination 92.07a 53.45a 40.70a
Shokofe 90.46ab 50.84ab 38.82ab
14-24 89.96abc 49.18ab 37.14abc
16-25 86.88bcd 46.55ab 37.00bcd
14-12 86.05bcde 49.04ab 36.14bcde
6-8 85.11cdef 38.72cd 30.98cdef
Padree 84.16cdefg 36.73cd 30.88cdefg
10-11 83.95cefg 37.32cd 27.97cdefg
Tuono 82.79defqg 36.5cd 27.22defg
10-2 82.77defg 36.11efg 26.55defg
Phlipe Ceo 82.43defg 37.34cd 26.19defg
Sahand 82.00defg 38.28cd 26.11defg
D99 81.95defg 44.65bc 25.61defg
D101 81.62defg 33.40fg 24.52defg
Fritz 81.08efg 36.25defg 22.89¢fg
Falsa Barese 80.42fg 35.26fg 22.27fg
13-40 80.41fg 35.55fg 21.771g
D124 80.33fg 34.24fg 21.22fg
Shahrood7 80.32fg 33.21g 21.52fg
Ferragnes 79.169 36.50cd 21.22qg
A230 78.749 32.80g 20.389g

Az 1) Sl gelans 53 513 gme SN 36 O g a3 e g U oSG
Means with similar letters in each column are not significantly different at 1% probability level.
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Fig. 2. Pollen tube growth of Sahand cultivar in style of A200 almond cultivar, 120
hours after pollination
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Fig. 2. Pollen tube growth of Shokofeh cultivar in style of A200 almond cultivar, 120
hours after pollination
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Table 4. Percentage of pollen tubes in style base of A200 almond cultivar 120 hours
after pollination
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