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Table 1. Statistical parameters of some morphological traits in different populations of mahaleb

@bl sl i)l
Statistical parameters

Slie o S wal> ool oSk

Traits Minimum Maximum Range Variance @ Mean
Height (cm) glis) 80.00 2600 180.00 941,860 15733
Crown volume (m®) b e 007 85 843 1.530 1.75
Crown width (cm) b e 40.00 2500 210.00 149450 137.00
Trunk circumference (cm?) 5 plaie el 148 60.5 59.07 124.900 2040
Internode length (cm) o Kole J sb 057 1.6 1.03 0.041 1.00
Stone weight (g) e 0 004 0.080 0.03 0.001 0.05
Leaf specific weight (gem™ Ky oyt 033 0.001 024 024 0.001 0.10
Leaf area (cm?) &, g 2.80 102 740 2440 620
Chlorophyll (SPAD) (SPAD) 5, 505 28.80 622 3340 42010 4143
Scaffold angle b ol glasibasl; 5.00 700 65.00 176.900 2873
Period of flowering AU 055 b 3.00 110 8.00 390 6.00
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Table 4. Factor loading of 3 primary factors of different mahaleb populations

Traits Sl ) Jole () Jole ") Jole
Factor 1 Factor 2 Factor 3
Height (cm) gl 0.937 0.188 -0.051
Size index oIl Lasls 0.947 0.156 -0.066
Crown volume (m3) zb e 0.952 0.128 -0.060
Crown width (cm) e 0911 0.217 0.006
Trunk circumference (cm?) 5 phis mla 0.829 0.082 0.120
Trunk diameter (mm) a5 s 0.855 0.129 0.127
Internode length (cm) o Ko J 5b 0.083 -0.652 -0.103
Stone weight (g) s 0 0.391 -0.080 -0.052
Leaf specific weight (gem™) Ky ot 033 -0.012 -0.046 -0.746
Leaf area (cm?) o, -0.058 0.002 0.687
Leaf chlorophyll (SPAD) (SPAD) £, 3515 0.138 0.551 0.200
Scaffold angle b ol slagsbasl; -0.037 -0.027 -0.560
Bark wood ratio G Sy S 0.266 0.712 -0.015
Branching height s sl s 0.091 0.525 -0.259
Cumultative variance s il 37.100 49.000 59.700

s 0 1 8 (slaaly ol (glaey 8 058 0 Dl s Sl (Fp S0Le -0 U

Table 5. Means of some morphological traits of selected mahaleb rootstock groups

e glaaly stes 5
Mabhaleb rootstocks classification

Traits s Wl SL s ST ol STL ao PRIRHCM]
Very dwarf Dwarf Semi dwarf Standrd
Height (cm) gl 80.00 104.70 143.50 210.80
Size index oIl el 3200.00 8660.00 18000.00 41470.00
Crown volume (m®) zb o 0.07 0.30 1.09 4.25
Width (cm) zb oe 40.00 66.40 122.00 202.30
Trunk diameter (mm) a5 s 13.73 27.49 45.24 69.94
Internode length (cm) o Sola Jsb 1.11 1.11 1.01 0.08
Stone weight (g) (¢ 5) r 033 0.04 0.04 0.05 0.08
Leaf specific weight (gem™) Ky ot 033 0.07 0.12 0.15 0.11
Bark/ wood ratio G A gy S 0.29 0.36 0.49 0.54
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