10.22092/spij.2019.122608.1055

30 9 J§ S5 Ao
IFAY Jlo F ok FF-) >

JBE O gauslS™ 53 090 Sl 9 (A Dlwoguas Sy (85 EgF (2L
o wiin W Skl S gy 3l odlaiw! b oglw (Punica granatum L.)

Evaluation of Genetic Variation for Quantitative and Quality Characteristics of
Fruit in Saveh Pomegranate (Punica granatum L.) Collection using Multivariate
Analysis Methods
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Table 1. Mean, minimum, maximum, standard deviation, standard error and coefficient of variation of quantitative and quality
characteristics of fruit of 156 pomegranate genotypes

ol

Jl S Shre Ol ol Shre sl Sk o 8
Characteristic N N aas Mean Minimum Maximum  Standard deviation  Standard error ~ Coefficient of variation
Calyx Length (mm) Crade) g6dsk 19.11 10.73 30.17 3.47 0.27 18.19
CalyxWidth (mm) G zbss 16.30 10.86 22.96 2.48 0.19 15.25
Number of seed in 100 gram Aril JoT pf‘ ANBER IR 90.58 10.67 325.33 61.98 4.96 68.43
Peel Thickness (mm) (o sho) o gy ol 236 0.71 11.26 121 0.09 51.16
Fruit Weight (g) (65 ese0is 322,72 102.33 972.67 132.37 10.59 41.01
Fruit Length (mm) o) osnd b 59.49 36.6 85.5 8.18 0.65 13.75
Fruit Width (mm) o) osm 2,2 60.97 40.14 85.6 7.70 0.61 12.64
Peel Weight (g) () cwplss  17.76 11.47 42.45 3.81 0.31 21.49
ArilWeight (g) ) JoToss 304.96 90.86 930.22 61.32 8.32 34.26
Total Soluble Solids (%) (4e,3) JS dlows delorsl e 14.29 10.00 23.00 2.47 0.19 17.32
Titrable Acidity (%) (4 33) O gl 5 BB 1.33 0.42 2.80 0.38 0.03 28.60
Maturity Index Sy parls 1184 4.20 33.33 5.09 0.40 43.02
pH el 3.71 3.20 4.47 0.27 0.02 7.34
EC (mmhos/cm) el 2 rsndhen) (SN uls 3,63 2.05 5.92 0.58 0.04 16.02
Anthocyanin (mg 100 L' juice) CogemT AV 530 8 o) 5lu T 25,94 4.05 51.99 9.89 0.79 38.13
Absorbale Color of Juice (mg 1) (i 53 p 5 ) o300 ST e L6 55, 0.58 0.09 1.16 0.22 0.01 37.12

YAV
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Table 2. Phenotypic (above diagonal) and Genetic (below diagonal) Correlation Coefficients between different quantitative and quality

characteristics of fruit of 156 pomegranate genotypes

Characteristics Sl guas 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
1. Calyx Length Zbdby 1 018 007 013 019 030 027  -006 020 000 001 002 0 002 013 0.13
2. Calyx Width b 017 1 019 031 023 029 035  -009 023 006 004 0 001 009 007  -0.07
3. Number of seed in 100 gram Aril JoT S e s alsslasr 005 018 1 029 0.44 0.23 031 -0.02 0.44 0 0 0.11 015 008 013  -0.13
4. Peel Thickness Comiobst 001 029 026 1 027 009 016  -009 028  0.13 008 011 008 011 001  -001
5. FruitWeight ose03sd 008 021 041 027 1 052 060 012 08 004 013 011 017 002 005  -0.05
6. Fruit Length osmdsb¥ 027 026 021 0.07 0.50 1 078  -0.01 0.53 -0.08 015  -023 0.02 0.10 0.07 0.07
7. Fruit Width om2eY 024 031 030 016 058 076 1 015 061 005 010 -009 006 001 001  -00l
8. Peel Weight Cwmdi3-A 2005 007 002  -007  -010  -0.01  -0.14 1 015 007 007  -0.12 0.0 -0.09 0.05 0.05
9. ArilWeight JoTols-4 016 021 042 026 0.78 0.51 059  -0.13 1 006 014 027 010  -0.08 0.08 0.08
10. Total Soluble Solids Jglows alrslpe =V 0 0.04 0 0.12 003  -0.07 0.04  -0.05 0.05 1 011 -077  -018  -0.13 0.09 0.09
11. Titrable Acidity Ol BB @del Y 001 002 000 006 0.1 0.13 008 006  0.12 010 1 014 023 009 006  -0.06
12. Maturity Index Sy BY 001 000 009 009 008 022 -007 -0.10 025 074 012 1 014 020 011  -0.11
13.pH @il 000 001 002 006 005 002 004 00 008 016 021 013 1 012 003 0.03
14.EC SN F 002 2007 <006 008 002 007  -001  -006 007 -0.1 008 018 0.1 1 0.11 0.14
13. Anthocyanin sesT-0 012 2006 011 -0.01 0.04 0.06  -0.01 0.04 0.06 008 005  -0.10 0.02 0.10 1 0.98
16. Absorbale Color of Juice el ode 5K, 010 -005 012 -001 004 005  -001 003 0.06 007 004 010 002 0.3 0.96 1

I o [P e A L B e YL g T O P B (R AL A - RVAT-S IS PR3 P R

Genptypic correlation coefficients higher than 0.151 and less than -0.151 are significant at the 5% probability level, and Phenotypic correlation coefficients higher

than 0.192 and less than -0.192 are significant at the 5% probability level.
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Table 3. Stepwise regression of fruit weight (dependent variable) with other studied traits (independent variable) in 156 pomogranate

genotypes
I 5 8 2 O S s p Ot P Shre sl
Intercept Regression coefficient Coefficient of determination F Standard error
Variable e Bl B2 B3 (R%)
Fruit width (o) o 5n 22 -313.994 10.442 0.369 90.34™ +1.098
Number of seed per 100 gram Aril )T pf‘ s abosles 27517 0.597 8.917 0.440 60.15™ +0.13
Peel thickness (o shen) S gy Zualies -291.087 0.524 13562  8.761 0.4541 42.15" +0.688

SUTOE 515108 5 (ldm o & o S 5 53 0k 3,05 Slio Lo gen 059 oot 4 25 —F J il
Table 4. Path analysis of fruit weight with characteristics enterd in stepwise regression

Indirect effect through 3, b 5l eiss 2 51
reios i1 (o des) 0 300 2,5 k};_,Tc.jf\u,Ms\.s;l,w (o dhs) o gy Calins o0 355 b JS Suuran

) Direct effect Fruit width Number of seed in Peel thickness (mm) Total correlation
Variable s (mm) 100 gram Aril with fruit weight
Fruit width (mm) oo ko) 0 g 15,2 0.26 - 0.20 0.12 0.58
Number of seed per 100 gram Aril JTe SN s als sl 0.19 0.15 - 0.07 0.41
Peel thickness (mm) (o o) o gy sl 0.10 0.09 0.08 - 0.27

Residual effect: 0.25 0.25 tebiledly 3
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Fig. 1. Dendrogram of cluster analysis for 156 pomegranate genotypes using
quantitative and quality characteristics of fruit based on Ward’'s Method
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Table 6. Results of Factor analysis for 16 characteristics of 156 Pomegrante genotypes

\ ele Y Jols ¥ bl &S| 28l Ol e
Characteristic —=®»*  (Factorl) (Factor2) (Factor3) (Communality)
Calyx length smgbds 0175 0.222 0.059 0.478
Calyx width mgbise 0171 -0.139  -0.035 0.626
Number of seed in 100 gram Aril JooT pf\ sl slaw 0.552 -0.149 0.180 0.456
Peel thickness gy Cals 0209 -0.053 0.057 0.517
Fruit weight w035 0.928 -0.034  -0.060 0.88
Fruit length o dsb0.694 0.125  -0.169 0.749
Fruit width s pp 0745 0.020  -0.088 0.727
Peel weight Cexlis -0.095 0.123  -0.055 0.622
Aril weight FoTos 0927 -0.038 -0.058 0.881
Total soluble solids IS J o el 5 0.015 0.122 0.034 0.647
Titrable acidity Ogel i JB el 0,122 0.059 -0.90 0.895
Maturity index Sty 20,107 -0.023 0.901 0.895
pH wlel 0315 -0.070 0.449 0.497
EC SN 0.040 0.0646  0.132 0.576
Anthocyanin oesT 20,040 0.983 -0.051 0.974
Absorbale color of juice o gl ol Lol ) -0.040 0.983 -0.051 0.974
Eigen value ons sl 3742 2.280 1.818
Variance (%) ke 2339 14.25 11.36
Cummulative variance (%) JUESS g PR PR 23.39 37.64 49.00

) 0T Ol g5 g 5 b on Jal ) 0 g ol
35 (Sraogm il Jale Ol e
g S S g N B S
ys—s S (Basaki et 2016)
{Akbarpour et al,, 2009; Akbarpour ef al., 2010)
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& s¢— 9 (Ghaderi, et al., 2016) = i
ax 5 L.o,ls Sl e (Sepahvand., 2012)
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