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Mashhad- 84 promising genotype under Khorasan Razavi conditions
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Table 1. Analysis of variance of traits sweet cherry cultivars and Mashhad-84 promising genotype
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3T 050 o5 g3 o5 3 At d?_ﬂ d?_ﬂ d?j;dp,c d?ﬂ: de}ln.a Jf
L df. Fruit Peduncle Peduncle Stone Lamina Lamina Leaf length: Petiole TSS Total
S.0.V. i< weight length thickness weight length width width ratio length acid
Replication A5 2 6.01" 0.19" 0.009" 0.0002"s 1.43s 0.50m 0.040"s 0.34"s 0.51"s 0.017"
Cultivar = 5 8.95™ 2.66™ 0.209™ 0.0093™ 14.98™ 0.48"s 0.380" 0.98™ 7.20" 0.050"s
Error s 10 0.00001  0.082 0.0081 0.0004 1.49 0.41 0.077 0.11 1.00 0.024
C.V. (%) Sl eds 8 L2y 8.05 8.03 9.27 7.1 9.04 10.58 12.53 8.84 6.7 13.22

*and™ : Significant at the 0.05 and 0.01 probability levels, respectively.
ns: Not- significant.

..\.p,;&,@Ju}lc@,;,u@#%;@:**,*
Dl3 gae e NS

fva



WA Jle oF o led (FF-) " 53 9 g8 (8015 dloxa”

Ll ;s WS Slacs 855 (S oo
Shls aan 055 Sl p oo 2050 CBGS 5)
OA S YA o Ol aals 5 s g ¢ 55
D Oglate

)5 = 0 pr (2lhed g Sl 2
33 I8 sdoms sl 3l 23 815
5555555 5 A8 Glas s miy S
als (Martinez, 2006) <! ‘,5) 4 dawly
Sogme ST 53 S Jgdoee sl 3150 il ot
L3 WAY L LSU0 055 53 43 VF))
=555 (Y dsdm) 55 958 ol 035 5
Lol 3l a3 W/ ¥ S5l L AP —Ugiie
292 313,55 2 (slie LB Ol e 1 sl

Ll S Gl e S 5
e I
YL J ghoes sl 5150 (Jenes et al., 2010)
A ey e S 2 A3 VP
o do 3 VP 51 S el S o e
5 3 g oIS O3 e e 1 S 2y
5 &S1u_J, 5 (Crisosto et al., 2002)
asllles s (Karlidag et al., 2009) Of,Les
g Aoy 457 disls DL S 3, 28
25 S P ey ST J e il
s oslite o3 YW/AA 6 14/FD o3 guloese

rﬁ,,;w,;&;ig,\:ﬁ‘umsm;
lj)b)kgr_é)):u):\/f’/\uw%;ﬁ
3 e gl A S 54 gl it
g g pdde oo (Y Jpdsr) Al
(Ganji Moghadam and Hoshyar, 2014)

FA-

oS /0 LIS WL 50 8 VNG L gt ol
S A0 pn 059 (p eS 5 (A
Sl LAY~ e 555 bia sl 5
Sl dgmtn sl 055 5l dms 0,8 8/05 055
ol aer § LY Jsdan) 35050 055 0 i
o558 Ay Jed Iy oy Sy LB 4
(L 5 55 (0 gn 011 Llowd 51 Y pane
3SR~ o5 55 nlin 035 S0l
ool el A e a ST el OT 5Ll 5
deal g S 95 opl e DL 5 oLl
(Y Jgu) A
L dgtn sl 085 53 0500 p3 I sk o 2o
03 sk o Fol5 S 5 e Sl 0NV S
AF—dgin 55 53 fa Sl VPV 6 5
Fose s dsb AL (Y Jdr) Ad sdalie
5 Sbls y OLSGl |25 305 o 5 0T (il
S o 25 La oS SOLT O
SIS AF —agin _—5 ¢ (Cordiri, 2008)
o A ol Sl s 3 g e g o3 051N g Feb S
Pl 53 0500 3 Cutlind 3413 (55 5 b)) 4
340 e e VY B/ odgdoe )3 G585 9
Calbed o i SIS AF —dgin L5 535 &S
(Y 3t) 551 e oo VY &0he b6 3
L i ol 085 53 2 /Y7y s O
05535t e LS LD 53 p 8 /Y
Lo S o/ ke LAY —dgin (3 55 acn
SOl e D& A b ol 3
>| (Y J st
53 (Ahmadi Moghaddam et al, 2012)

r..\_fw L ?) < MR



Mashhad-84 _isuieel 55 5 W3S pl5) (S5 g0 s Slio (5 Sile gl =Y I

Table 2. Mean comparison of pomological traits of sweet cherry cultivars and Mashhad-84 promising genotype
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) 5 (a5l (nsboo) 5 o el s
%’ i . Fruit weight Peduncle length ~ Peduncle thickness Stone weight TSS Total acid
2 Genotype/ cultivar %)/ <755 (g) (cm) (mm) (g) (° Brix) (%)
: ashhad- g . . 3la 35a .03a .I5a
@9 Mashhad-84 AY —agl 6.06b 2.63d 1.31 0.35 17.03ab 1.15
é" Adli S 4.9¢ 3.80c 1.27a 0.31ab 15.70bc 1.10a
-2
@ﬁ Pish Ras o o 4.04¢ 4.16b 0.78bc 0.33ab 16.20ab 1.00a
2, Belamarca 5Lk 3.05f 3.10c 0.71c 0.21c 14.10c 1.38a
%‘, Siah Qazvin 95 ol 4.06d 3.46¢ 0.75bc 0.28b 18.83a 1.20a
\Kﬁ Siah Mashhad Agle olow 7.19a 5.16a 0.99b 0.36a 16.83ab 1.21a
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Means, in each column, followed by at least one letter in common are not significantly different at the 5% probability level- using Duncan’s

Multiple Range Test.
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Table 3. Mean comparison of leaf traits of sweet cherry cultivars and Mashhad-84
promising genotype
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Means, in each column, followed by at least one letter in common are not significantly different at the 5% probability
level- using Duncan’s Multiple Range Test.
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Fig 5. Comparison of current season vegetative growth of sweet cherry cultivars and
mashhad-84 promising genotype under Khorasan Razavi conditions
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