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Abstract

Persian walnut (Juglansregia L.) isone of theimportant cropsin Iran. Identification and selection of
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superior genotypes of walnut in different regions is one of the methods have been used in walnut
breeding program. This research was carried out in order to identify and select the superior genotypes
in Kermanshah regions during 2014 and 2015 growing seasons. Some phenologyca and pomologycal
traits for 59 pre-selected genotypes were determined according to UPOVE and IPGRE discriptors.
Results based on the recorded characters showed nut weight and shell thickness, respectively between

9.31- 22.35g and 0.55 - 2.13 mm. as well asnut length and width varied from 30.95 - 48.20 and 28.49
- 38.68.

Key words: walnut, Juglans regia, morphologica characteristics, variation genetic.



