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Table 1. Correlation of various vegetative characteristics with fire blight progress in shoots of different quince genotypes

b Jole doys Lyl o Sl o Sle Ik Jlg ks O Sk gy ey Ady by IS Jebs IS
REvRppes &l b &l (g, (b sl sy
Factors Lignification% Vigor Internode  Internode Tree Bud burst Vigor of Chlorophyll Chlorophyli
number length diameter date lateral buds  (upper leaves)  (lower leaves)
4D C -0.142 -0.235 -0.454 -0.020 -0.215 0.512 -0.771 0.475 0.416
ays
a, P 0.628 0.419 0.103 0.944 0.459 0.061 0.001 0.086 0.139
\fz 8D C -0.113 -0.074 -0.250 -0.076 -0.305 0.371 - 0.586 0.372 0.205
ays
= y P 0.700 0.801 0.388 0.790 0.290 0.192 0.027 0.191 0.482
o\o 17D C - 0.096 - 0.047 - 0.106 -0.069 -0.287 0.266 -0.435 0.425 0.202
L avs
§ Y P 0.743 0.872 0.719 0.814 0.319 0.358 0.120 0.130 0.490
[S]
b D C - 0.068 -0.013 -0.121 -0.054 -0.313 0.251 - 0.452 0.422 -0.452
ays
Y P 0.815 0.964 0.680 0.853 0.275 0.386 0.105 0.133 0.105
o C --- 0.637 0.344 0.848 0.049 0.174 0.033 0.356 0.081
3 Lignification%
',) P --- 0.014 0.229 0.000 0.866 0.552 0.912 0.211 0.782
3 ) C --- --- 0.770 0.138 0.230 - 0.090 0.127 -0.226 -0.524
4 Vigor
--- --- 0.001 0.638 0.428 0.759 0.666 0.437 0.054

C and P: Correlation coefficient and probability of correlation significance, respectively. St a5 03 ls ome (Probability) Jles b Star o ey 4 P 5 C

OYA
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Vegetative characteristics

b Jole Loy Lyl Skl o Sl dsb Jg ks O 5L ey Aby by IS Jbs NS
REVppes Sl s & (gl o) (b gl S )
Factors Lignification% Vigor Internode  Internode Tree Bud burst Vigor of Chlorophyll Chlorophyli
number length diameter date lateral buds  (upper leaves)  (lower leaves)
Internode number C -0.079 0.536 -0.116 0.240 -0.319 - 0.468
P 0.786 0.048 0.693 0.408 0.266 0.091
C -0.088 0.268 -0.079 0.597 0.434
Internode length
P 0.764 0.354 0.786 0.024 0.121
C 0.192 -0.144 - 0.107 - 0.089
Tree diameter I 0.511 0.624 0.716 0.762
C - 0.555 0.608 0.556
Bud burst date - 0.039 0.021 0.039
C -0.351 -0.232
Vigor of lateral buds P 0.219 0.043
C 0.849
Chlorophyll (upper leaves) p 0.000

C and P: Correlation coefficient and probability of correlation significance, respectively. v_f..w..a P O35 13 gme Jlex] c]a.u 9 jmn V- JU P,C

ov4
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