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Fig. 1. Polymorphism pattern of primer GAPU 108 on 8% polyacrylamide gel staining
with silver nitrate
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Table 1. Clones of Zard and Rowghani olive cultivars and their sampling locations

Name of location Je et Number of trees Ol s 0yleds
Olive Research Station of Guilvan IS 055 Ol oKyl Zaer 1-10 VebY ay)
Agrucyltural Services Center of Dastjerdeh 03 i (65,38 Sleds S Zard 11-13 ALARIESE!
Zehtaran Village LT a5 sy,  Zaed 14 VF sy
Olive Research Station of Guilvan OIS b5 ) Slids o8al Zard 15 V0555
Olive Research Station of Guilvan Ok 0 g5 Slados o8y Rowghani 1-9 ALY 28y,
Agricultural Service Center Dastjerdeh 03 s (65,58 Sl S s Rowghani 10 and 11 W &85,
Village Dastjerdeh o3 pews sby;  Rowghani 12 and 13 WY o)
Village Zahtrabad LT a5 skws, Rowghani 14 VF s,
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Table 2. Values of calculated parameters for clones of Zard and Rowghani olive cultivars in 18 microsatellite loci

w325 eyl 055 CboS S5 &

. G T slas b JTolw awsSisme amsis e el el )50 el Jlaz>| PR

o)lgaley, Calise s sl s o sliodalie 05l Sl Sy Lk Gl LS oSS
Locus Na Ne He Ho I PIC F PI D
GAPUI108 3 1.597 0.374 0.483 0.615 0.310 0.291- 0.45 0.55
GAPUS59 2 1.708 0.414 0.586 0.605 0.328 -0.415 043 0.57
GAPU103A 3 1.198 0.165 0.179 0.346 0.156 -0.081 0.71 0.29
UDO099-007 2 1.859 0.462 0.034 0.655 0.355 0.925 0.40 0.60
UDO099-011 2 1.787 0.441 0.655 0.632 0.344 -0.487 041 0.59
GAPU71B 3 2.187 0.543 0.759 0.927 0.481 -0.398  0.27 0.73
UDO099-012 3 2.346 0.574 0.690 0.949 0.472 -0.202  0.26 0.74
UDO099-017 2 1.533 0.348 0.448 0.532 0.287 -0.289  0.49 0.51
UDO09%9-024 3 1.809 0.447 0.621 0.728 0.373 -0.388  0.38 0.62
GAPU72 4 2.441 0.590 0.448 1.043 0.527 0241 0.23 0.77
UDO099-006 3 1.150 0.130 0.103 0.290 0.125 0.205 0.76 0.24
UDO09%9-009 3 1.898 0.473 0.690 0.756 0.371 -0.457  0.36 0.64
UDO099-035 3 2.204 0.546 0.103 0.859 0.444 0.811 0.31 0.69
UDO099-027 2 1.708 0.414 0.517 0.605 0.328 -0.248 043 0.57
GAPU101 3 1.997 0.499 0.370 0.866 0.446 0.258 0.30 0.70
UDO099-043 2 1.147 0.128 0.000 0.251 0.120 1.000 0.77 0.23
UDO099-025 3 2.074 0.518 0.786 0.806 0.416 -0.517  0.33 0.67

GAPU89 6 2.558 0.781 0.931 1.589 0.711 -0.193  0.084 00916
Mean 2.944 1.956 0.436 0.469 0.727 0.366 -0.044 041 0.59

Na: Number of different alleles; Ne: Number of effective alleles; He: Expected heterozygosity; Ho: Observed heterozygosity; I: Shannon's
information index; PIC: Polymorphism information content; F: Gene fixing index; PI: Probability of identity: D: Discrimination power
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Table 3. Means of calculated parameters for clones of Zard and Rowghani olive
cultivars in separated groups

o5 O sl G PT sl G JT sl e Koda e s el Jlez|
alides S Szl 3 40 o odaline asls S
Cultivar Number Na Ne He Ho I PI
of clones
Zard 15 2.778 1.709 0.370 0.372 0.629 0.47
Rowghani 14 2.500 1.761 0.380 0.571 0.600 0.49

Na: Number of different alleles; Ne: Number of effective alleles; He: Expected heterozygosity; Ho: Observed
heterozygosity; I: Shannon's information index; PI: Probability of identity.
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Table 4. Analysis of molecular variance of clones of two groups of Zard and
Rowghani olive based on molecular data

> €acd ol olols g5 ey Jloz-|

L df. SS MS Est. var. Variation P-value
S.0.V. gl (%)

Among groups Loy 8 o1 66.045  66.0457  4.164 42 0.010
Within groups Loy S 055 27 154.886 57377 5.737 58 0.010
Total g8 220.931 - 9.901 100

**: Significant at 1% probability level. o3 ) ezl pebans 53 )l e FF

zardl
zardp
zard7
zard8
zardd
zarb
zardl4
zardd
zard
zard3
rowghani14
zardll
zard12
I zard13
rowghani12
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rowghanil
rowghani2
rowghani3
rowghani4
rowghanis
rowghani10
rowghani8
rowghani7
rowghani6
rowghani9
rowghani1l

zardl10
rowghani13
| T T T T | T T T T | T T T T | T T T T |

038 0.54 0.69 085 1.00
Coefficient
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Fig. 2. Dendrogeram of clones of Zard and Rowghani olive cultivars using UPGMA
method based on Jaccard similarity coefficients
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Table 5. Some morphological traits measured in clones of Zard and Rowghani olive cultivars

Ao Ol 505 B e S easl K Lo dsb = g Sy OE e ol Sl
;,r.‘}) X C_...:/ di..b (J]aé/d)l:) o 50 o g0 Mg'_...::; X Ly &)J:.ﬁ o g0 A}:»Jl:ﬁ di..uv\.o ég.«.l;
X o5 T o5

Oil FFW FLFW FDW LWF BF AF FF FL FW SCCF FN FS PMF SL NL
Clone (code) (g) (g) (2) (code)  (code) (%) (mm) (mm) (code) (code)  (code) (code)  (code) (code)
Zard1 2 4.60 3.87 1.53 1.29 1 2 84.10 23.32 18.07 2 1 2 2 1 2
Zard2 2 5.57 4.69 1.36 1.25 2 2 83.97 23.49 18.78 2 1 1 2 1 2
Zard3 3 4.26 3.65 1.04 1.11 1 2 85.68 20.64 18.54 3 1 1 2 1 2
Zard4 4 3.86 3.14 1.11 1.47 1 2 81.33 24.29 16.54 3 1 2 3 2 2
Zard5 3 4.43 3.73 1.34 1.32 2 2 84.14 24.21 18.36 3 1 1 2 2 2
Zard6 2 4.34 3.66 1.41 1.28 1 2 84.37 22.83 17.88 2 1 1 2 1 2
Zard7 2 5.00 4.26 1.70 1.29 1 2 85.20 23.28 18.10 2 1 1 2 1 1
Zard8 4 4.93 4.19 1.61 1.29 1 2 84.98 23.52 18.22 2 1 1 3 1 2
Zard9 2 4.86 4.12 1.70 1.25 2 2 84.81 22.48 17.93 2 1 1 3 1 2
Zard10 3 3.27 2.79 0.98 1.41 2 2 85.32 22.30 15.76 3 1 1 2 1 2
Zard12 1 2.30 1.71 0.89 1.32 1 2 74.34 21.81 16.54 2 2 1 2 2 2
Zard14 2 3.81 3.19 0.91 1.32 2 2 83.72 21.66 16.39 2 1 1 2 2 2
Zard15 3 2.64 2.13 0.75 1.29 1 2 80.68 20.39 15.83 2 3 1 3 1 1
Rowghanil 4 4.48 3.81 1.66 1.48 2 1 85.04 24.96 16.88 3 2 2 3 2 2
Rowghani2 3 4.52 3.81 1.66 1.42 2 1 84.29 24.72 17.37 3 2 2 3 2 2
Rowghani3 4 4.60 3.79 1.72 1.39 2 1 84.56 24.66 17.76 3 2 2 3 2 2
Rowghani4 3 4.50 3.83 1.76 1.44 2 1 85.11 24.72 17.21 3 1 1 2 2 2
Rowghani5 3 4.28 3.66 1.73 1.44 2 1 85.51 24.69 17.16 3 1 2 3 2 2
Rowghani6 4 4.29 3.72 1.56 1.40 1 2 86.71 24.03 17.13 3 1 1 2 2 2
Rowghani7 4 4.40 3.72 1.47 1.42 2 1 84.54 24.97 17.54 3 1 2 3 2 2
Rowghani8 3 4.56 3.92 1.73 1.43 2 1 85.96 25.05 17.56 3 2 2 2 1 2
Rowghani9 4 4.21 3.60 1.62 1.47 2 1 85.51 24.40 16.59 3 1 2 2 1 2
Rowghanil0 2 3.59 2.83 1.07 1.49 2 1 70.65 21.05 14.13 3 1 1 2 1 1
Rowghanill 2 3.15 2.65 0.74 1.37 1 1 76.74 18.89 13.80 3 1 1 2 1 2
Rowghanil2 2 3.83 3.17 0.81 1.36 2 1 82.76 23.36 17.15 3 2 1 2 1 2
Rowghanil3 2 5.64 4.88 1.65 1.15 1 2 86.52 23.36 20.32 3 3 1 2 2 2
Rowghanil4 3 4.72 3.96 1.62 1.38 2 1 83.89 23.37 16.93 2 1 2 3 2 2

FFW: Fruit Fresh Weight; FLFW: Flesh Fresh Weight; FDW: Fruit Dry Weight; LWF: Length/Width of Fruit; BF: Base of Fruit; AF: Apex of Fruit; FF: Flesh/Fruit; FL: Fruit Length;

FW: Fruit Width; SCCF: Start of Color Change; FN: Fruit Nipple; FS: Fruit Symmetry; PMF: Position of Maximum Transfer Diameter of Fruit; SL: Size of Lenticels; NL: Number of

Lenticels.
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Table 5. Continued O Jod> aels!

sl Jb sl Jb s 4 dsb e JSo RIS Jsb s odels o o)l BRIV b sl b g
23T 23T » K &£, <, b (,lad/J 5b) FEW FLWY ELW EL FLW 25 & YRS BRY byl W i
PRI 2T &, Acs, Bows
INN INL NFI LL Lw LWL LWE EFW EL EW BE AE ESA ESB ESU NOG PME
Clone (code) (code) (mm) (mm) (mm) (g) (mm) (mm) (code) (code) (code) (code) (code) (code) (code)
Zard1 20.00 2 2 57.83 13.17 44.6 1.66 0.73 15.07 9.09 3 1 1 1 2 2 2
Zard2 16.25 1 1 53.45 9.99 53.8 1.53 0.88 15.48 10.10 1 2 2 1 3 3 3
Zard3 30.00 3 3 67.30 13.38 50.6 1.31 0.61 12.11 9.25 3 2 2 1 3 3 2
Zard4 22.25 3 2 55.81 11.06 50.8 2.08 0.72 17.03 8.21 2 1 2 2 2 2 3
Zard5 12.00 2 1 52.03 11.69 44.8 1.76 0.70 15.78 8.99 1 1 1 1 3 3 3
Zard6 16.75 2 1 55.30 13.82 40.2 1.75 0.68 15.27 8.73 1 1 1 1 2 2 3
Zard7 30.50 2 1 57.26 13.44 429 1.68 0.74 15.37 9.15 1 1 2 1 3 3 3
Zard8 24.75 2 1 57.21 12.82 449 1.71 0.74 15.56 9.11 1 1 1 1 3 3 3
Zard9 16.00 2 1 57.45 13.40 43.1 1.62 0.74 15.00 9.28 1 1 1 1 3 3 3
Zard10 31.75 1 2 57.74 12.24 47.5 1.96 0.48 14.51 7.43 2 1 2 1 2 2 3
Zard12 17.50 1 2 55.33 11.30 49.1 1.72 0.59 14.44 8.39 2 1 2 1 3 2 2
Zard14 9.75 2 1 61.97 12.92 48.2 1.81 0.62 15.00 8.33 3 1 2 1 2 2 2
Zard15 17.50 2 1 55.03 11.40 48.8 1.65 0.51 13.63 8.26 3 2 2 2 3 2 3
Rowghanil 26.25 3 3 59.87 13.11 4.10 2.03 0.67 17.62 8.69 2 1 2 1 2 2 3
Rowghani2 22.75 2 2 64.24 15.60 41.6 1.94 0.71 16.99 8.79 2 1 2 1 2 3 3
Rowghani3 32.00 2 3 59.18 13.37 44.7 2.03 0.81 17.65 8.71 2 1 2 1 2 2 3
Rowghani4 29.75 2 2 59.10 13.90 432 1.95 0.67 16.99 8.71 2 1 1 1 3 3 3
Rowghani5 24.50 2 2 63.13 15.07 423 1.95 0.62 16.48 8.46 2 1 2 1 2 2 3
Rowghani6 26.25 2 2 55.23 11.90 46.9 1.98 0.57 16.19 8.18 2 1 1 1 3 2 3
Rowghani7 31.00 3 3 59.76 13.47 447 2.05 0.68 17.23 8.41 2 1 2 1 2 2 3
Rowghani8 26.25 2 3 61.30 14.10 439 1.98 0.64 16.82 8.52 2 1 1 1 3 2 3
Rowghani9 22.00 2 2 58.56 13.20 447 2.08 0.61 17.16 8.26 2 1 2 1 2 2 2
Rowghanil0 12.50 1 2 49.16 11.59 44.4 1.98 0.76 17.15 8.68 3 1 2 2 3 2 2
Rowghanill 13.75 2 1 54.63 13.27 41.5 1.68 0.50 12.82 7.64 3 2 1 1 3 2 2
Rowghanil2 28.25 2 3 59.70 11.50 50.3 1.80 0.66 15.37 8.54 3 2 1 1 3 3 2
Rowghanil3 14.75 2 2 62.13 12.87 48.7 1.38 0.76 13.38 9.69 1 2 1 1 3 3 2
Rowghanil4 14.75 2 1 55.59 12.25 46.0 1.93 0.76 16.77 8.73 2 1 2 1 3 2 3

INN: Inflorescence Number; INL: Inflorescence Lenfth; NFI: Number of Flowers/Inflorescence; LL: Leaf Length; LW: Leaf Width; LWL: Length/ Width of Leaf; LWE: Length/Width
of Endocarp; EFW: Endocarp Fresh Weight; EL: Endocarp Length; EW: Endocarp Width; BE: Base of Endocarp; AE: Apex of Endocarp; ESA: Endocarp Symmetry in position A; ESB:
Endocarp Symmetry in position B; ESU: Endocarp Surface; NOG: Number of Grooves; PME: Position of Maximum Transfer Diameter of Endocarp.
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