N9 Jlg S5 4 doxo
A o o) osled Fem) ale

<> (Corylus avellana L.) §ué > 9 09 pB,I BN 31 Lol 6 Slbudo b3
TF 2198 92T Wl b 55l Slacwig) Dbl

Preliminary Evaluation of Progenies of Native and Foreign Cultivars of
Hazelnut (Corylus avellana L.) for Selecting Genotypes Adapted to Climat
Conditions of Karaj

Y A Y .. Y T .
JK"“U’“J‘,J‘-’J ﬁﬁf’é}ﬂ-gﬁ’.“\j‘@‘ﬁ“ﬁ‘wbﬁ

C;‘J'l-,'}dl-éi“:-GJJCw‘Q%W}“uﬁ}‘}&a’“‘)%’b|%)§4{_r}* Al
1YaY/a/v) :&xﬁ\g‘@)s \T’i\/”/\YZCﬁ‘{)é@)U

oNS>

3

(Corylus avellana L.) Guas o )ls 5 oas o5l (33 1 fol> T Sledia Gl5)1 I TAY LD ST 9.0 (8 yad g o w 19T
XV-0Y e 50 9 Jl@ 88154 dlome .z S olsn 5 T Ll a b HE Sl (slac s 55 Sl g

G (p9m 9 (LS LIS (S Jol gl 5 (p ol Shogas (glubd jgliie 4 Gaid o
ol 9 0 Etas (g (gow) diunmy (5 P PN 9 47 T 9 (2995 vy W19 e85 93 o sl
Cdmo 00 Hl odlaiwl b BW cus” ¥ 00 lgx S .l LRS! (O3 Cud 9 0 5os b 50k Wig Olgie
9= U9 0 Ske Job 5 md Job o 3 (28 9 Job Wl L0 a9 Jgb (mg) Wby ol
Sl Lo )19 4 1 g bd . plml  Solad Sl & 4k IB 33 b3 oyl kb b3l b g a kg b
0 55w Aol o o8 A LodT ol 53,018 OLiS (wi g S90 Dlho 4uds” 35 1 ladiged cyw 1) (SIS0 S0
S PN 4 gy o s 4Ll Joubo (o gy NI 42 7 X (i) 9 47 5 X S T 4 by
P B s S 19D 58 b9l 9 I b9 b7 Ol 392 (28355 X (o) TW 9 42 T (2995
9 g T 4 i 8g b ga B9 T Ol hme oy i (8118 (29955 X (hwy ALY g Cgm 98 9 092
B el (ol oy sler 41y gl

(J9 N (39898 190 Dl gas (i ( Sy Nlg pB T (Juid (Suls” Slaelg

YEYPV QA 4l pirkhezri_m@yah00.com :J sus odiws 55

Yv



AT Jlo o) oyled =) Al " 3y 9 g (88154 dlxa”

G oIS 6T 5 ol pl,l (S 5 fol
o ol s sl 5l g
S 53 S BIF 5 i)l Kl 5 oS
BERUNC NN PR gEPNEVINE Sy o i S
Sl oS oy o s S e
ol Olis Sas [R5 a0 S sl
bis 5 Sas byl 3L 55 L88BS 1 s
LBOXT s yen 5 Zdls 1) s W 5 o i
A T O oda 2l
L B |y ke A I oy S g el
.(Avada and Josiah, 2007)
R e T
L;u'tt_f > (Eastern Filbert Blight) EFB
Y S [\ NN U1
! — sl i (Pinkerton, 2001) o7
Solor ol am polie Ul anu 5 5 O
cLunde et al, 2000) sz ;L_&T
3 LI s (Mehlenbacher et al., 1994
1S (Molnar et al,. 2005) ol LS ea
B iS5 (6l O S sl5ia &S Wis S
polie ¢ )3 plo,l sloml 5 1K T G5 )3
oslinl by s (3,5 B ole g Lo 4
Ot W Sl 53 se D)) )
by S5 B 5 oLl s law S
GG O, sl les S g5 0 1 oI5
Sy b 58 g e e LS S s S
SOS Id Sl 5 5ae 2 Loy oSS 30
Lo o 42 Conglitn 5 obgyl BB 31 1) o atw gy
S 5 e b 2K T sl 51, EFB

YA

doie
a5 (Corylus avellana L.) s
oS 31 I il 4 Gl g6 5l
Coryloidae o5l sl , 5 5 (Betulaceae) ols
‘Erdogan and Mehlenbacher, 2000) .|
e L;up}_‘); slaas .(Drumke, 1965

c YX=Yn=YY u"‘?_lf.J;
Hampson et al., 1993 MMehlenbacher, 1997)

< J‘ _)J

Ll 5 A AVD B Sl w5 Ol
Pl 3 Lis G A5 o3 Ve LS 5
Ay oy Vo ol b U | g Cocss
OT 51 s 2315 413 p35 plis )3 05 4 Olgx
301! e Qb S0l )3T A5l L
G oS A 5 (sl 55 o Fontes ksl
(Anonymous, 2010) Lzwa Ls s

255 etia G458 55 VYRS W5 L 01
3 Sas Lo o Ly Olger ol S 4S5
ol 53 S Cul LS 30 8 LSTAYY
a5 s 5 S Lo gt L ey e >, Slas
A iy by L A lie 5 o e
o Dbnn QUG 3 ¢ A8 ¥WVP) S T
(Anonymous, 2010) <!

3 eb—il g g S5,
LaoT TR B LS NP Py
N5 5 (N5 se Slis Sl eslinal
eslatul 540 Oladlles 31 (gl 534S Sl
«Grau and Torres, 2001) el 425 5 51,3
2005

L slslsT.(Botu et al.,

A .» ,Le> (Awada and Josia, 2007)



R (5)‘ &5‘5)\5 S Jeol- Cl:;‘ Shdas oLl

LS

e 5 51 .

e
=, b (Yao and Mehlenbacher, 2008)
LaoT 5l Jeol T 5 S gy 55 FY
Ly Sliws (6 sl o5 (LSS ol 04550 s
OF 39 oo gz (S pda iyl 5 oL
Jsb Sl dr s M jae b 6l Loy
OHLSen 5 e s 87 2058 oy s
=5 ;3 (Mehlenbacher et al., 2006)
e Sl (8l g0y (62 IS Ko
5ol SLgnl Lo ke (jhe 035 63,7
Loys AF 580 Y BV 5 4l alislss
Ao 3 XY 51y she SAS s 2 6 pdSilhs s
s S S
Lss B 53 ool (S8 55
Sispl e plLl R 53013 35 010
Ol by as Uy 5 (oneb OLsal 4 5>
cMehlenbacher, 1991) \UledsT 54> 5 4
la S L ¢ 55 sl (Lagersted, 1975
ol 4 L Wbl C)Lp\ BER RV Jj:.'f
IS 05U S o e |y 30
Lol G5 (63154 Glaasl plsil s
ol 3 el 0 iz Ol 1 3 (6,8 8 0
CiS 5 e 5, Slas L LS 5l oo
5 e sl s sl s Olge 4 o
TS S ol Lyl 5 568 g5 5
S ot Kot gwoz gy o Jess @l
Ol gie 4 L3l Ol dsbo 53 55 255

¥4

( Thompson et al. 1996) w5

Sl eslial L (Gellatly, 1996) kS
G 58 o 33T Sladles ,§ glady s
sl 5(Corylus avellana L.) 5l
C. cornuta (C. colurna ks sus clas &
4 polds o)) anw g 4 (3855 C. Americana
Las (Faroka) Ls 5,6 | EFB 4L
5105 2 oslizul U (Farris, 2000) . Lo
=0 255 Golman glaasl 5 53 55,6 o3,
b~ 1, (Grand Traverse) ., 5 5
33 U5 S VA as LVASY Jlw 1 S
4 pslis 1, NY 104 5NY 200 slacy n
P DU PSR T LR U AP Py
ra S Ul s e L p )l a2 8
A LS G EFB 5l 4 pslie s YL
(Molnar et al., 2005)

635540 4l LSS ol odiomze YL s
Slas 55 05,5 4zl L YAVA JL 51 Bus
Lxils G5 3 e (gl s 5 L oS g8 b
03,5 L LadT ol J, =8 slacsles , S
ST gy o 53 0s A5 5 Slacd 5
Ghlie 53 ammal Hl5m olowsy I i 5 S
b 815 bl 3y LSS T i
olS 5 5,—% (Molnar et al., 2005)
c—aS (Schepers and Kwanten, 2005)
53 B esli5as 4l ol sladigls
SV sl Bya s Loyl ada
3L s Shee (slyl5 4 (Emoa 1, 2 and 3) ¥
30 e S ol Joo o gllan (4SSl



AT Jlo o) oyled =) Al " 3y 9 g (88154 dlxa”

RERT-RPIKSINE
e (S5 oS o o3 oy p ol o
SN SLaS 5 s 5 55l S
Laesls 585k 51 5 (5,5 510 gy s o6 5
A eslital o ate A (ol (clad 20 s
Lac ) seb Ol 3 amalS gl
Wl &S s 1 bs 5 Jubas o, 8ol
e PG SN P
o 6 s b 5 te e ) 35 L (Jgene
et ) S 4 s SdsSTL
oy Slws 4ealE a5l s o, oIl
sobsal golas sy ban o8 a s
L Ol o plonil La0T (555 5 -5 5101
L ol s Jods IS o8 1 slal -5 o510
L se o i b s IS o 51 sl
(Minolta Co. Osko, Japan, SPAD 502)
A5 5 il Sy sl Oy S e
o Conl gl PP b by IS 5 e 6l VO
b 5@ Js IS en Cgr L et
oS o SMie s oslial e g5 S
OT Juds 57 Slde mnsts s LS 7 5
O el 23 A YO Ly 350 0ds (5,5 01
oJJ_{éj__fc)WOjujéujél\'
Sai Sl 593 P00 43 ids VY e A
S P Glaz s dsb 55 Olis 5L s
ds CSl 3 e gty 2wl ys e LS RO
a by IS ble 585 w6 s
sl 5 Ol 8 Sl s 2 51D
»sliz! Extinction coefficients of Graan and Ort)

A5 G opl Coda s eslaal (g4 Al
YL (S 5 (oS Sl b lad poa
Szt s ol Lyl 5 3 818 ol
by glaaasls ol oz S ki ) pi8

D S Slio Sy s

B ~9s 9 3lge

23 WAL L AYVAS ladle b andlas -yl

S35 At IS Ll Slidos ooy
(3 pLal s plonil a0 T s 5 5 YY
O oy choady (g 655 a3 L)
5, Sdas slyls (g ske Wy O o 4 Sz
23S sax S i)l 5 opdhe CiS
58 el Kt e o mS gl
335 ogn iz S &S Ll b 55 55,85
O (B s, klul 4 e 35) SS3L Sy
plol (sl Ll Ot sy I Ol e
S35 53 93 63k My o35 8 51 (S
S0 s a g5y 545 la Hler C5 )
Oujlﬁj‘HLS)}‘ﬂvé‘)ﬁ)J.M&_.)w‘
dsplesls gla 5 5 Ol Lapsla S
3305,5 clagils Losle & sladi g .
3t Glebles, 8 55 5 s un 5 o,
s e cpldd ol b o )b 490 sluas
Ol 53 el 3 glo e U w5 e
31 ol s JUgils P00 sl s CsS
23y Sl ey &S A ol S ST 5N
}wi\%)-’,-;gﬁ&,:fjﬁ\g}&}
Jgils o jlamal aw iy, Sliw



s 0B N I ol ol Slaie 5

Sy
Oliw ml slresls (bl 4 5o

S b Sl g aS sl Olas (Y )
236 e Sl ey 3y e Sl
Do (Kl anmlie kzils oa L7 oo
Calies Olas b5 Sl (g5 S sl Ol
.(VJJA_?)M)\JVJLngJ!;L;;uQ)LéJ
T b o S gLl i
o SLw Yo O/F) 55 & X o
33 8) 093 8 x Saad g ar S X Saak
0 o =55 5 (e Sl VTP L
L ols e Sosles 457 55 (e 5l YAR/A)
G A Bl oy el Bl L
o Bl W#19) i B o 55 & by
358 e S YD) el
(o Sl VWA &S5 5 (o 5l \FY/4Y)
EUS -7 S FAUINE ST gt FCHK SRy
ol (b yme adl Bl e 5 55,8 4 b
e sy el o (Tous et al., 1997) .
2935 5ol o pLI LS 53 0, K
s Jab oyt g Al o S 6lyls
2358 Gy pliol an by e Al S
5 Gro Bl W) a5 (o 5Le YY/VA)
(e S A1) (293 8 X gy gL
T b e li b o meS 55
o S F/FF) o & x Saa s
% 0l (e Bl FIOA) 4z 57X o
ol 6yole Wiy 5 (e 5l 0/Y9) a5 5

S a5 s (e SLe O/FF)

f

:(Hamidian et al., 2000) ..
(Jses S) @ o5 IS = V714 Ages — /o Asss
(U305, S D Lo IS = Y¥/\ Aas - 0/Y% Aces
SAS ,153le 5 51 laesls il s 4 3 (sl
s Jerle o 5 (Stmron 4 25 8 5
oS sl A 2 L SPSS i sle
9 ol Joole a s il eslanad (Varimax)
Ay s e YU o) ele ol b e
Sl oalial U La S0 dus o L il 4 S
dm s 9 A0 )30 e 53 STl 05T
(Between groups) s, a— s S
3 A J—ol g8 awl=s s Average linkage

A rbui baesls 03 5 5 kel

3 iy o 350 Dlie Ol i aels

Qlﬁﬁdﬁz_ﬁaS;\;ow\d},\?ﬁCu
(FO/+V) S Jd s IS 4 by o i 5 asy
SO/ J—8, IS (YAAV) A b, IS
s 0395 Y 55 (VV/F) i J 5 b
C_,.é_.p‘_;ij_g‘ﬁlgt;:s anls sl OLES Ol puss
oLl 9Ll 51 5as 4 oS ol ka3 5 e
s als 55 Ll n 5 Aas e 1y (6
Ol il 4l 6 5o s e gla ]
b sa S s s L ol
P, oLl gl ) 5els S0 Sile U s b
Sl o pllae G > iy 45 b 5 (b ST,
Ol s o op S (ToOus et al., 1994)

E e sl pli) by e i n



IAF Il o) oyles o) "5y 9 Jl@ (881 55y Aloxe”

Gk 25 5 oy 53 (S5 gy se Do Ol il b 5 ke SIS Tl ¢ il =) s
Table 1. Minimum, maximum, mean and coefficient of variation of morphological characteristics in parents and hybrids of hazelnut

ool

Jola Sl Dl s
Characteristic cie  Min, Mean Max. C.V.
Plant height (cm) 5 plis| 116.64 15902 205.40 4.16
Shoot length (cm) sldb 444 731 1278 11.40
Trunk diameter (cm) 45 b 1.28  1.80 236 1091
Leaf length (cm) Kydb 376 573 8.04 8.08
Leaf width (cm) Kye 342 5.08 7.50 6.36
Petiol length (cm) Sasds 138 1.80 242 1012
Internode length (cm) . K. J b 1.60 220 318  10.90
Total chlorophyll JSJss ks 108 596 1912 4507
Chlorophyll a a sl 141 1.80 344  28.83
Chlorophyll b bJss 049  0.69 1.39  23.03
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Table 2. Analysis of variance of morphological characteristics in patents and hybrids of hazelnut

MS Sl e oSSk
oy ) Jsb b Jsb o F Jsb Jsb Jis A Jis s Jis 8
Lg:bT LR aL W) gﬁ d?,: dfﬂ: ajiil.;.» Jf a b
S.O.V. Sl s e df. Plant Shoot Trank Leaf Leaf Petiol  Internode Total Chlorophyll  Chlorophyll
height length  diameter  length width length length  chlorophyll a b
Genotype wss; 22 2445877 19547 9327 11.36° 854 0.46" 1.027  104.07" 1.09” 0.21"
Error Ls 22 44.08 0.68 0.04 0.21 0.09 0.02 0.05 7.22 0.26 0.03
C.V. (%) Ol kS g b sy 4.16 11.40 10.91 0.08 6.38 10.12 10.10 45.07 28.83 23.03

**. Significant difference at 1% probability level.

TN Dzl gebas 53 s gms 9N **
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Table 3. Mean comparison of morphological characteristics of parents and hybrids of hazelnut

¢ Jsb s Jsb o dsb b Js S Js A Js S
Sy s «s £, £, & s o Sl Js a b
Plant Shoot Trank Leaf Leaf Petiol Internode Total Chlorophyll ~ Chlorophyll
. Height  Length  Diameter Length  Width Length Length chlorophyll a b
Genotype T (cm) (cm) (cm) (cm) (cm) (cm) (cm)
Fertil (F) Js»5  161.4fg 7.2fj 1.28a 7.46a 7.02b  2.10cd  2.94ab 19.12a 2.44b 1.06b
Negret (N) oS 134.8 1.3i-1 1.68d-f  7.58a 6.38c  1.8le-g  2.50de 14.62b 1.67hc 0.64d-f
Rasmi (R) s~> 186.8bc  7.9d-g 1.98bc 6.10b 5.74de  2.40ab  2.76bd 14.77b 1.48c 0.60d-f
Pashmineh (P) “iy 183.0C 9.0cd 2.12ab 8.04a 6.96b  2.18a-c  3.18a 7.22d 1.80bc 0.80cd
Rond (Ro) %5, 170.6d-f  8.2c-f 2.36a 7.76a 7.50a  2.16b-d  2.14fg 11.28bc 1.97bc 0.76¢c-e
Shastak(Sh) eSeas 152.6hi 7.6e-h 1.94b-d  7.84a 7.34ab  2.14cd  2.62cd 10.42cd 2.07bc 0.81cd
Paeezeh (Pe) b 125.0f 54Lm 1.84b-e  6.58b 5.96d  1.72e-i  2.82bc 10.26¢d 3.44a 1.38a
Gerdoii(G) @» S 131.0j 12.8a  2.02bc 8.02a 5.84d  1.84ef  1.92g-j 10.68cd 2.05bc 0.71c-f
Gerche (Ger) <S5 1166k 11.1b  1.88b-d  7.52a 5.78de  1.78e-h  1.76h-j 13.48bc 1.66bc 0.49f
FxG @28 % J55 1490 6.99-k 1.68d-f  5.50c 5.36e  2.42a 1.90g-j 1.08e 1.74hc 0.62d-f
NxG e»rSxoS 162.4fg  75e-h 1.93b-d  4.64ef  4.00h  1.74e-h  1.72h-j 1.08e 1.45¢ 0.54ef
RxG @335 X ey 205.4a 9.1c  1.32a 4.60ef  4.08ch 1.92de  2.54c-e 1.18e 2.38b 0.89bc
PxG w35 xweiy 1724de  7.8d-h 1.84b-e  546c  4.80f  1.78e-h  1.94g-i 1.12e 1.43c 0.61d-f
RoxG @3S x 45, 162.0fg  6.3i-1  1.58¢f 4.48ef  3.84hi  1.72-i  1.92g-j 2.68e 1.75bc 0.70c-f
ShxG @S x Seat 194.6b 86c-e 1.89b-d  5.38c 3.42i  1.44jk  2.28ef 1.80e 1.43c 0.53ef
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Table 2. Continued Y Jsdo aalsl

gl Jsb s Jdsb P Jdsb Jsb Jds & Jos Jos i
Sy sl W &, g N o Kl Js a b

5 T I o W G e Tom coomt o
(cm) (cm) (cm) (cm) (cm) (cm) (cm)

PexG @338 X ok 149.8hi 5.8kl 1.72c-f  4.68de  4.22gh  1.38k 1.94g-i 3.42e 1.56¢ 0.61d-f

F x Ger oS x g4 150.2hi 5.8kl 1.48fg 5.28cd  4.46fg 1.52h-k  1.60j 1.10e 1.40c 0.58d-f

N x Ger efSxoS 164.0e-g  7.3fi 1.48fg 4.40e-g  3.86hi  1.56g-k  1.74h-j 2.18e 1.73bc 0.65d-f

R x Ger o Sx oy 144.6i 4.5m 1.82c-e 4.20e-g  3.84hi  1.40jk 1.62ij 2.10e 1.41c 0.53ef

P x Ger oS xewty 1584gh  6.6h-k 1.84b-e  398fg  3.92h  1.66e-j  2.00f-h 1.44e 1.48¢ 0.51f

Ro x Ger e S x4 1790cd  6.0j-1  1.74c-f  410eg 3.78hi 1.56g-k  2.12fg 2.62e 1.54¢ 0.6d-f

Sh x Ger o S x Saas 194.6b 44m  176cf 3769  3.42i  162f-k  2.62cd 1.60e 1.53c 0.64d-f

Pe x Ger o fxoml 144.0i 5.2Lm  1.50fg 4.70de  3.86hi  1.46i-k  2.26ef 1.84e 2.21bc 0.76c-e

(OS5 wals iz 0 g0 3T) a0 Jlozm! o 53l e oD 3 &5 2 53 e U3 L L Sl
Means followed by similar letters in each column are not significantly different at 5% probability level (Duncan's multiple range test).
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Table 4. Correlation coefficients between morphological characteristics of parents and hybrids of hazelnut

A Jlo ) oplad =) W "9y 9 Jled (80154 dloxo”

4y gl s Jsb a5 s &, dsb Eppr  Spesdb DSbdb S8 adsls
Plant Shoot Trank Leaf Leaf Petiol Internode Total Chlorophyll
Characteristics ol height length diameter length width length length chlorophyll a
Shoot length e Jsb -0.09
Trank diameter 45 s 0.33 0.47"
Leaf length Epdb -0.36 057" 0.23
Leaf width Eppr 022 0.41 0.24 0.95™
Petiol length & s b 0.23 0.37 0.34 055" 0.68"~
Internode length o Sk b 0.34 -0.02 0.15 0.41" 0.50" 0.46
Total chlorophyll S Je s 031 0.33 0.00 0.817 0.80" 0.47 0.48"
Chlorophyll a agss s -0.22 0.03 0.04 0.36 0.38 0.20 0.49" 0.38
Chlorophyll b b s, & 007 -0.07 0.00 0.36 0.429" 0.24 0.62" 0.40 0.96"

WA )./4\ JL{:—\ cla.w BE] )bLf"u ;,.:SJS 41k g sk
**and * : Significant at 1% and 5% levels of probability, respectively.
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Fig. 1. Grouping of hazelnut parents and hybrids based on morphological traits used
average linkage method
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