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Comparison of Nut Characteristics and Yield of some Selected Persian
Walnut (Juglans regia L.) Genotypes with Foreign Cultivars
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Table 1. Phenological traits of selected superior walnut genotypes and foreign
cultivars in 2010

S5 eds o8 353§ 3,5 ey55 0LY 0y55 dsb Fds s SoLToty Fadserss dsb
X Yos £ ails iy, "5 8 s o35 Gy " osle gla & " osle gls & osle gla &
Cultivar/ Budbreak Start of End of Pollen Start of End of Pistillate
genotype pollen , pollen , shedding pistillate pistillate flowers
shedding shedding period flowers flowers receptivity
receptivity receptivity period

Al -5 3 12 9 9 15 6
Al4 -7 3 10 7 8 13 5
A9 -5 8 7 8 12 4
B10 -6 -2 5 7 5 10 5
B11 -6 -3 5 8 5 11 6
B16 -5 -4 2 6 5 13 8
B18 -7 0 8 8 6 13 7
B19 -4 -1 6 7 8 13 5
B25 -5 3 11 8 9 15 6
B9 -5 -3 4 7 5 10 5
C25 -5 3 12 9 9 14 5
D12 -6 -1 5 6 6 10 4
D14 -7 -2 5 7 6 11 5
E15 -5 -3 5 8 8 13 5
F1 -4 -2 5 7 5 10 5
H1/1 -5 -1 6 7 10 15 5
H1/10 -6 -1 8 9 8 13 5
H1/7 -6 -3 5 8 3 9 6
H1/9 -5 -2 5 7 5 10 5
H2/1 -4 -2 8 10 6 11 5
H2/10 -6 -2 4 6 6 12 6
H2/11 -6 -4 3 7 5 10 5
H2/12 -6 -2 5 5 10 5
H2/9 -6 2 9 8 12 4
Hartley 0 13 12 12 19 7
Pedro -2 -1 12 13 8 16 8
Franquette 5 6 17 11 15 23 8
Chandler 9 8 10 16 7
RDMontignac 10 14 29 15 14 20 7

el odd 3 8 i 53 (WAV/Y ) or o 3,15l Ol i 4 OT Dl oyl 5 iz o35 (28 51 55 31
*Days after leafing date of Chandler cultivar and its other traits have been considered as reference standard (April 9, 2010).
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Table 2. Phenological traits of selected superior walnut genotypes and foreign
cultivars in 2011

TS S 333§ 3,5 o555 0LY 0595 Jsb Sl pa SabTobk Fdiesss dsb
X Yos 8 ails iy, "3 8 iy o35 iy, ol g el gl £ osle gls &
Cultivar/ Budbreak Start of End of Pollen Start of End of Pistillate
genotype pollen pollen , shedding pistillate pistillate flowers
shedding shedding period flowers flowers receptivity
receptivity receptivity period

Al -4 -4 5 9 6 10 4
Al4 -6 -4 3 7 5 9 4
A9 -6 -4 3 7 7 11 4
B10 -3 -3 4 7 5 10 5
B11 -5 -3 4 7 4 10 6
B16 -9 -6 1 7 5 10 5
B18 -9 -6 2 8 4 9 5
B19 -2 -1 6 7 5 9 4
B25 -3 6 10 4 4 8 4
B9 -5 -3 3 6 7 11 4
C25 -9 -2 4 6 4 8 4
D12 -3 -2 6 8 5 9 4
D14 -5 -2 4 6 1 6 5
E15 -7 -3 4 7 3 8 5
F1 -7 -5 4 9 -2 4 6
H1/1 -8 -5 1 6 8 12 4
H1/10 -9 -6 2 8 1 6 5
H1/7 -10 -7 2 9 5 9 4
H1/9 -9 -6 1 7 6 11 5
H2/1 -7 -4 2 6 7 11 4
H2/10 -8 -1 6 7 2 6 4
H2/11 1 9 6 -1 3 4
H2/12 0 1 8 7 13 17 4
H2/9 6 16 9 13 17 4
Hartley 0 1 9 8 13 17 4
Pedro 11 15 26 11 13 17 4
Franquette -4 -4 5 9 6 10 4
Chandler -6 -4 3 7 5 9 4
RDMontignac -6 -4 3 7 7 11 4

el 0 a8 S 553 (OWAI/V/Y ) o o s lid Ol i 0 OT Sl st 5 Juki o35 (28 5l ka5 3l 2
*Days after leafing date of Chandler cultivar and its other traits have been considered as reference standard (April 9, 2010).
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Table 3. Mean, minimum, maximum and standard error of nut and kernel characters of
walnut genotypes and cultivars

& gos 3ldes aals ol S il & A NHENIES
Number of Range  Minimum  Maximun Mean Standard

Characteristics e samples error of mean
Nut thickness (mm) 0 g0 Sl 21 9.06 27.56 36.61  31.30 2.360
Nut width (mm) o5 P 21 10.11 26.00 36.11  30.59 2.204
Nut height (mm) o5 g5 21 11.55 29.43 4098  35.25 2.821
Form index opm 535 Lals 21 39.35 99.39 138.74  111.37 9.353
Nut weight (g) 050 053 21 6.64 6.95 13.59 10.53 1.825
Kernel weight (g) e 05 21 4.22 3.00 7.22 5.16 1.246
Kernel ratio (%) a3 21 22.78 35.67 58.49 48.49 0.789
Membrane thickness (mm) oS e s Lis Sl 21 0.50 0.05 0.55 0.175 0.011
Shel thickness (mm) ST Ty b 21 0.83 1.18 2.02 1.47 0.221
Oil (%) S e 21 12.13 59.62 71.75 67.17 2.633
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050 035 s €Ol sl Jlorlons aiate
5 e S FA SN0 55 e
A sl 5S Ao s FY/D ke dasys oy e
3 s> -(Sharma and Sharma, 2001b)
53 s (Hassani et al., 2013) ol,Les
) Sdhea g el G5 5 S oL
sy re O35 (eSS 5 O ey LS

\,oHQj)u\;,rJfWWJV/M g,_;j

FFA

alisan glaaal » ys Oliw NI 3]

S Sl ol Aiecs 05 Slis (g3
DB s o 5 (e Ll 2 50 o
> .(Sharma and Sharma, 1998) . ,% .
Ot 0300 033 S0k (o) 3590 Sl 5
5o sme ()3 i 35 e VI8 L5 §/90
Lo aH211 (554 by s 055
Fra o ys o e 3y 0 S VIY 50 8 Y8



GBS 55 0 me 3 Shas 5 Sls st duslia

osde .5, i S FYAF 1,48 5 53wy p
Gl sSB byl 4 by o (Ss3 oM
SIS 3 e, e s Wlg e 38 5,500
@Bl o 4 015 on dloar OT 1 487 5L
51 0 gm0 g & gk O e oSl S
(Ozcan, 2009) s S s ,Lal T (,luesS

5 S (e Loy Sl
G H) 03 S A Sy el
B10 5555 (e —Ls\/\A) D14
ool s odalic e (e L Y/4Y)
sl =l 03 g gy Ll 5
bylb gl s T e wsa s V/FY
allke 5 (Sharma and Sharma, 2001a,b)
Lo /8y e ) gy Cle 5 55
L3S S e e Y/F

b S 505 o St S (e s e K5
o gl ar 5l 53 8 S s )
3 53 3 s sl 6 aen o
5 sy Olpee 5 ol a5 L6 OT s
s S5 s L] oglize Calites o)1 55
SR ko348 5 S sacs S5 s el 6y
S iie Jeoy3 FA/FY B YAND s s
&5, s 51.(Bayazit and Simbiil, 2012)
LS (2l AS 058 Sler 53 a5 e
A B 1,8 iy s b (ot
ore K5 Lams g0 do 3 OY/AD 350>
S e 5, A3 YEAY (oL 68
LBl gy jhe 655, do 3 VYK 5 b,
5 Jz p651B10 5 B H2/12 sl 555

FFa

S 53 S 5,158 6 S VPV ST
23 (A5 S 5500 (555 0dd plow anlllas
VY G VIO o o gm 05 aals ¢ 2ST1 e 5 5aS
(Lansariet al.,, 2001) a2 5,5 o,
S 5 omn o llan 055 Sl ot 218
eSSV BF e S ML eSS e
Al Ao s 00 Bl b e Ao s
o) o3 (McGranahan and Leslie, 1990)
B16 B19 B25 (C25 sla 54 anllls
ke 5 09e 03 b jIH2/1 s H2/11 (B10
03 (F Jods) dn g e ;S5 6395 o
Fre e b gl 55 el glaasl
Kt d O Mae 0500 LS FA
o) »s (McGranahan and leslie 1990)
H1/1 H1/7 B25 B16 sl s Liasi
ke deoys b 515 acals ) 43 H2/9
F1.C25 B9 B19 Bll Al sl»s s34
5 ma G H2/12 4H2/11 H1/9 H1/1
odaT S o 5 L(F i) 55 oo 3 O
5 G 3 (Atefi, 1997) ible s L
c—ilke (Hassani et al., 2011) of,Les
sl
3 s VIO L HUL (5 555
Sl o xaS O4/5Y lie L D14 L 5
Loyld 5 Loyl e 3l 1y oS5, Aoy
A ,>(Sharma and Sharma, 2001a)
GRS Ao, s VOO L #0/88 ps ly s
(Caglarirmak, 2003) ¢Sl ,, M8 ks S

- 3 /~
350 SlacaS 55 o Py dee s N



WA Jlo o o5led =) s " 3y 9 g (88154 dlxa”

335 Slacs 55 5 1 (SSbe 3 kel oLzl ) Sie 56 pon Slio 0 S0le -F Uk

Table 4. Mean of nut and kernel (£ standard error of mean) traits of walnut cultivars and

genotypes
SRS IS e ls o5en O3 SRe 853 ek S gy Calies e
Cultivar/genotype Form index Nut weight Kernel weight Kernel Fercentage Shell thickness Oil percentage
(9 (9 %) mm (%)

Al 1072+ 112 114 6.31 * 55.3 + 155 + 0.49 68.8 * 0.033
0.515 0.363 2.61

B10 109.6 + 1.19 12.8 + 5.70 + 448 + 2.02 + 0.638 67.7 + 0.515
0.525 0.210 0.97

B11 111+ 113 99 509 * 51.1 + 1.32 + 0.418 68.4 * 0.163
0.450 0.321 152

B16 1234 + 1.02 125 + 6.16 + 49.4 + 1.58 + 0.500 66.7 + 0.351
0.363 0.204 0.80

B18 1109  # 2.33 114+ 518 # 45.6 + 155 + 0.489 65.6 * 0.389
0.455 0.228 0.90

B19 103.2 + 0.88 12.3 + 6.53 + 53.2 + 1.22 + 0.387 66.1 + 0.261
1171 0.939 8.13

B25 1174+ 117 13.2 * 643 48.8 + 154 + 0.487 65.8 * 0.124
0.419 0.326 224

B9 138.7 + 1.40 10.6 + 6.07 + 57.3 + 123 + 0.389 68.0 + 0.259
0.181 0.182 1.10

C25 1175 241 124+ 666 * 53.1 + 157 + 0.496 66.6 * 0.206
0.566 0.493 2.37

D12 115.8 + 112 8.4 + 3.00 + 35.7 + 2.00 + 0.632 66.5 + 0.247
0.359 0.180 157

D14 1047 £ 1.30 81 376 46.6 + 1.18 + 0.375 59.6 * 0.257
0.331 0.216 1.61

E15 126.6 + 1.96 109 + 4.84 + 44.0 + 153 + 0.484 60.5 + 0.132
0.520 0.348 159

F1 1083 £ 1.23 100 # 543 # 54.5 + 1.32 + 0.417 68.7 * 0.081
0.213 0.168 1.18

H1/1 117.3 + 2.07 10.1 + 5.16 + 50.9 + 1.45 + 0.459 71.7 + 0.214
0.300 0.242 1.89

H/7 1302 £ 1.47 110  # 518 # 47.3 + 161 + 0.508 66.6 * 0.136
0.286 0.145 124

H1/9 108.8 + 1.64 10.8 + 6.20 + 57.3 + 123 + 0.390 67.3 + 0.170
0.336 0.265 1.30

H1/10 1152  #* 2.08 111+ 528 # 47.6 + 173 + 0.548 66.9 * 0.192
0.419 0.275 1.39

H2/1 120.7 + 2.39 119 + 5.07 + 425 + 1.72 + 0.543 68.8 + 0.107
0.360 0.249 1.01

H2/9 1027 £ 0.89 108 £ 544 % 50.0 + 1.25 + 0.396 69.0 * 0.085
0.467 0.343 1.84

H2/11 106.9 + 1.85 13.6 + 7.22 + 53.1 + 1.39 + 0.439 68.3 + 0.222
0.195 0.301 2.04

H2/12 994 112 11.2 * 6.52 * 58.4 + 1.30 + 0.411 71.6 * 0.279
0.413 0.264 1.62

Hartley 119.6 + 1.65 8.2 + 3.43 + 41.6 + 1.55 + 0.490 67.4 + 0.601
0.383 0.197 150

Pedro 1161+ 1.60 86 360 £ 415 + 1.40 + 0.443 64.9 * 0.829
0.480 0.267 1.49

Franquette 122.7 + 3.79 8.2 + 351 + 425 + 1.50 + 0.475 67.6 + 0.309
0.328 0.223 155

Rond deMontignac 102.8 + 225 7.0 + 3.17 + 45.6 + 1.20 + 0.379 68.4 + 0.364
0.349 0.200 1.73

Chandler 116.8 + 1.57 7.7 + 3.32 + 428 + 1.28 + 0.404 69.1 + 0.351
0.324 0.203 157
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Table 5. Yield, quantitative and qualitative traits of nut and kernel of walnut cultivars
and genotypes

NN 5 Shes 5 Shes Sl ke sl ke e K ‘f‘"*‘“ Ok 37> csls ol
e o5 Tl )3 05 gl 03 05 S O 050
] < glats b e
Cultivar/genotype Kernel Nut Crop Crop Kernel Kernel ease Start nut, Harvest
yield ield density per  density per color of ripening
(Kg ha) (zq ha® SCA TCS removal”™
) (nut/cm?) (nut/cm?)

Al 316 578 0.61 5.0 3 3 -14 0

B10 997 2236 1.42 5.1 2 1 -23 -10
B11 538 1046 0.80 6.1 3 3 -33 -19
B16 413 77 0.72 2.6 4 3 -29 -17
B18 413 905 0.37 8.0 3 3 27 -15
B19 322 608 0.35 49 4 3 -26 -16
B25 399 818 0.36 6.2 4 3 27 -10
B9 324 566 0.37 5.3 2 3 -36 -14
C25 529 983 0.84 7.9 4 1 27 -10
D12 114 320 0.24 3.8 4 5 -24 -13
D14 481 1031 0.67 12.8 4 3 21 -10
E15 575 1299 0.96 11.9 4 3 31 -17
F1 231 424 0.36 43 4 3 -23 -5
H1/1 1798 3529 1.66 34.8 4 3 -20 2
H1/7 1890 4005 1.87 36.5 4 3 -19 -5
H1/9 682 1187 1.09 11.0 4 3 1 13
H1/10 928 1945 0.50 17.6 3 3 -20 -5
H2/1 2121 4962 3.37 41.9 4 3 -20 -2
H2/9 976 1938 0.70 17.9 4 3 -15 -2
H2/11 1017 1951 2.41 14.1 4 3 -18 -4
H2/12 3133 5369 2.70 48.1 2 1 -20 -5
Hartley 459 1102 1.06 13.4 2 3 -6 4

Pedro 395 954 1.05 11.0 3 1 -18 0

Franquette 263 759 0.91 9.3 4 3 9 2

Rond de Montignac 227 490 0.78 7.1 3 1 21 -2
Chandler 454 1058 1.03 13.7 2 1 0 0

*1: Extra Light; 2: Light; 3: Light- Amber; 4: Amber
**1: Very easy; 2: Easy; 5: Medium; 7: Difficult
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Table 6. Principal component EPC) coefficients of nut and kernel characters of walnut

cultivars and genotypes

For each variable, the highest loading is in bold)

I adl
C:n:)on:mt Variables e POL Pe2 Pes
1 Nut thickness g iwls 0.87 -0.28 -0.10
2 Nut width s e 091 0.04 -0.12
3 Nut height o g, 0.64 0.72 0.06
4 Form index Jeels -023 095 0.18
5 Nut weight o5 055 0.90 0.12 0.25
6 Kernel weight #03s 0.86 0.03 0.08
7 Memberane thickness L Cubes  -0.09 -0.02 0.83
8 Shell thickness ST ey el 014 0.21 0.67
Cumulative variance% o bl e 4525 64.74 80.66
variance ol ee 4525 19.49 15.92
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Fig. 1. Score plot of walnut cultivars and genotypes based on the first and second
principal components

gl Va5 s Sl 4 ar 55 b

2558 Gbla 3l (ol 53 oslg s 23 Gl
o3 b L od® ) s lac g 55 ) eslial
Alen YU 5, Ses 5 (Sl @JJ/\f‘eh\ff.
ol ) Ll g5 go Aagn cpl yo Sl iS85
O_ibag}i:_ad\é,ﬁ SLTH8 Sl J>
g5 am s L e dro s SL bl
S S 5355 8 g 5 oslan sl
S U 8 et ol Ol o3 2 S
Lol ot T 55 Uil aolsl e o1 5 s

s (B an BOT Ol 51 6 S0

fovr

H1-9 F-1 slacs s} 505,85 &G s 5
A3 4 (s fhe b 55 H29 5 B-16
(Y JK2) Lsls oles
oot i3S i3 Y sl 3l s
s l@e 5l 93 53 aslan 5 (ob5,1 51w
H2/2 o 55 ol =50 e, L
#3U 4 4= g LH2/1 4H1/7,B10 H1/1
orad 3 i w3, Slas sV Lo
Olp—e 4 e 35 30 9 0 90 Oleo g s
sl Gl s Sl adul Gl 55
a8 i s 5408 Gble ple s 6,8 5L

A



WA Jlo o o5led =) Al " 3y 9 g (88154 dlxa”

CLSE 0 5 10 15 20 25
Label L e $ommmmmmm e mmmmmmmee Fmmmmmme +
F 1 14
H1 9 19
B 18 5 ]:_||—

H 9 23 -
H2_12 2z —

B 11 3

H1 1 15—

i1 1

HL 10 1

B 19 6
HZ 11 21
B 25 7
€ 25 9 ] -

B_10 2

H1 7 18

iz 1 20

E 13 13

B 16 4 e
B g —

D14 12 T

RDE 26 e
Franquette 18 :,— —‘
Hartley 24 —

Chandler 10 :I—

Pedro 25 J
D 12 11

}”aﬂc)gﬁppwmﬂﬁﬂwgﬁ:;mm\L{p)fﬁxs,uug_’.g,;;dx{vﬁ-v S
Fig. 2. Cluster analysis of walnut genotypes and cultivars based on fruit and kernel
characters
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