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Evaluation of Some Fruit Characteristics andYield of Promising Olive Genotypes in
Kermanshah Province in Iran
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Table 1. Abbreviation of genotype, collection location, usage of olive promising

genotypes
o 5 ol Cadle 6JJT@>.- Joes oslawl &
Abbreviation of Collection location Usage
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D, Dallaho s»Y¥ls Table Olive S S
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Table 2. Analysis of variance for fruit characteristics of promising olive genotypes and control in 2016 and 2017

@351 ax s o5 OJ5 i S 05 a8 Aoy

SOV Sl e df. Fruit weight ~ Flesh weight ~ Stone weight ~ Pulp percentage
Year (Y) Jl 1 0.15™ 0.18™ 0.52™
Block/ Year Jlo /6 5k 4 0.32" 0.32" 7.72"™
Genotype (G) TS 7 13.207 9.96” 4370
GxY Jl X (5 335 7 1.617 1.64™ 4256
Error Lo 28 0.50 0.41 7.35

C.V. (%) s g ey 14.87 16.74 12.55 3.41

“and ™ : Significant at the 0.05 and 0.01 probability levels, respectively.

ns: Not- significant
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Table 3. Mean comparison of fruit characteristics of promising olive genotypes

w5 (05 050 05 (¢ 5) a8 055 (05 s 055 S o)
Genotype Fruit weight (g) Flesh weight (g) Stone weight (g) Pulp percent
D; 5.25b 4.14bc 1.10b 78.01a
Dd;, 7.87a 6.48a 1.38a 82.19a
Gw 3.50cd 2.70bc 0.80c 77.06a
Ps; 3.31d 2.49¢c 0.81c 75.40a
Bns 4.09bcd 3.36bc 0.73c 81.80a
Bng 5.31b 4.34b 0.96bc 81.67a
Ds3 5.12bc 4.22bc 0.89bc 81.98a
Sevillano 3.77hcd 2.95bc 0.78c 77.88a

Sl gae Sl 7Y Jlez c]a... Y ;,{g'l: Slaals L (3903 el O a3 wlin o > L \Au.:f.,l:.a
Means with similar letters, in each column, are not significantly different at the 1% probability level- Using Duncan’s Multiple Range Test.
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Table 4. Mean comparison of fruit Characteristics of promising olive genotypes and control in 2016 and 2017

S5 Jb (05 0500 033 ) s s 055 (05 e 05 S do)s

Genotype Year Fruit weight (g) Flesh weight (g) Stone weight (g) Pulp percent

D 2016 4.56hc 3.38hc 1.18b 73.33c

! 2017 5.94ab 4.92ab 1.02bc 82.68a

Dd, 2016 8.91a 7.46a 1.44a 83.82a
2017 6.83a 5.51a 1.31a 80.55abc

Gw 2016 3.59¢c 2.77c 0.82cd 77.17bc
2017 3.43de 2.64de 0.79d 76.95cd

Ps, 2016 3.42c 2.57c 0.85¢c 75.11c
2017 3.19% 2.41e 0.77d 75.69d

Bn, 2016 4.25hc 3.65hc 0.60d 85.72a
2017 3.94de 3.07de 0.86¢cd 77.87bcd

Bng 2016 5.46h 4.57b 0.89c 83.65a
2017 5.15hc 4.11bc 1.04b 79.68abc

Ds; 2016 5.22b 4.34b 0.88c 82.48ab
2017 5.03bc 4.12bc 0.91bcd 81.49ab

Sevillano 2016 3.25¢ 2.46¢ 0.72cd 75.54¢
2017 4.30cd 3.45¢cd 0.85cd 80.23abc

I s gre Dl 7Y Jle] Ck“ 23 S5 glaals dim 0 503T ol 5 e sz 2 53 calin oy o~ U LAAQ.;JL:A
Means with similar letter(s), in each column, are not significantly different at the 1% probability level- Using Duncan’s Multiple Range Test.
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Table 5. Analysis of variance for dry matter, fruit and oil yield of promising fruit olive genotypes and control

) o3l L > 3 Slas RIISECSE RISEEE 3 Shee

5T o gen St 05 BEEESE S o3le )3 F
SOV o df. Fruit dry Fruit Oilin Oil in Oil

= matter yield fresh matter dry matter yield

Year (Y) Ju 1 0.26™ 36792012 1.22" 9.63™ 718378.10™
Block/ Year Jures 4 8.78 359113.70 2.35 2.86 9177.40
Genotype (G) TS R 384.17" 134941810.30" 79.87" 87.62" 239084124~
GxY Jux sy 7 22.68"™ 749413850 2.21™ 4.36™ 121085.31"
Error L= 28 20.12 710263 5.65 13.86 19607.96
CV. (%) Dk g Ay 12.37 11.92 18.36 10.54 15.54

“and ™ : Significant at the 0.05 and 0.01 probability levels, respectively.

ns: Not- significant
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Table 6. Mean comparison of dry matter, fruit and oil yield of promising olive genotypes and control

. N~ osbe oy 0 g0 3 Shas RISE IS RLISE WSS S35 SNhas
5‘ Genotype 0 goo it s s Soske ys RPN S s
§~ Fruit dry Fruit yield Oil in fresh Oil indry Oil yield
9 matter (%) (kgha™) matter (%) matter (%) (kgha™)
;3;3 D, 35.54b 6000bcd 11.80bcd 33.17b 705.80b
EN Dd; 29.31bc 9107b 10.56d 36.08a 947.90b
‘_"5,' Gw 47.04a 3908cd 17.75a 37.75a 696.80b
% Ps; 49.43a 3427cd 18.23a 36.41a 611.20bc
- Bn; 34.80b 6863bc 13.29bc 38.08a 913.40b

= Bng 35.23b 17653a 13.38b 38.16a 2362.10a
:1 Ds3 31.54bc 6567bcd 11.34cd 36.16a 748.10b

» Sevillano 27.08c 3000d 7.26e 26.75c 218.90c

;j) Il gae gl 7Y Jlez c!a“ B QQ\: lasals Lo 05057 bl 5052w a3 alis Cog > b ‘th'ﬂizl:.d
= Means with similar letter(s), in each column, are not significantly different at the 1% probability level- Using Duncan’s

Multiple Range Test.
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Table 7. Mean comparison of dry matter, yield and oil of promising olive genotypes and control in 2016 and 2017

osle Loy o}:.nbjgl.o& OE9) Ao yd OF9) Ao yd &&j))ﬂm;
0 gun ii.&a— )tgh BE f7 osle BE d{» osle BE JU&& BE)
S L Fruit dry Fruit yield Oil in fresh  Qilindry Oil yield
Genotype Year matter (%) (kgha®) matter (%)  matter (%) (kgha™)
D 2016 39.59bc 6000c 12.78b 32.00bc 764.60bc
! 2017 31.49bc 6000c 10.82bc 34.33a 647.00d
Dd, 2016 29.80d 6666.70bc 10.88b 36.50ab 726.20bc
2017 28.82¢c 11546.70b 10.25hbc 35.66a 1169.50 b
Gw 2016 47.71ab 3042.70d 17.49a 36.66ab 533.30cd
2017 46.38a 4773.30cd 18.01a 38.83a 860.30cd
Ps, 2016 48.55a 2000e 17.72a 36.33ab 359.50de
2017 50.30a 4853.30cd 18.74a 36.50a 862.80cd
Bn, 2016 32.69cd 7000b 12.25b 37.33ab 862.10b
2017 36.90b 6726.70c 14.34ab 38.83a 964.80bc
Bns 2016 34.18cd 15200a 13.33b 39.16a 2023.40a
2017 36.28b 20106.70a 13.43b 37.17a 2700.60a
Ds; 2016 32.46¢d 6812b 11.16b 34.66ab 765.40bc
2017 30.63bc 6322.70c 11.53bc 37.66a 730.80d
Sevillano 2016 25.58d 2800d 6.75¢ 26.33¢ 190.80e
2017 28.59¢ 3200d 7.78c 27.17b 247.00e

LIl gae Dl 7Y Jlex! c}aw 23 Sl (glaals diz 0 03T ol e st 2 53 il oy > L ‘Lag'}:fdl:n
Means with similar letter(s), in each column, are not significantly different at the 1% probability level- Using Duncan’s
Multiple Range Test.
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