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FNP: Fruit number per plant, MFW: Mean of fruit weight, FY: Fruit yield, FL: Fruit length, FL/FW: Fruit length to fruit diameter ratio, SW/FW: Seed weight
to fruit weight ratio, SL: Seed length, SL/SW: Seed length to seed width ratio, TSW: Thousand seed weight, SY: Seed yield, SOP: Seed oil percent, OY: QOil
yield.
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Gl 311° 247 39.8° 2318  1.55° 2.26™ 1637 1.96° 172* 824® 369 305®
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G3 222 2.24™ 29.0° 2028 1.23° 2.33% 2328 2.66° 166° 610 39.8° 241
G4 2.99° 4,017 59.7% 21.8°  0.96° 2.00% 16.9¢  1.85° 178* 1104* 453*  505°
G5 3.22° 2.4 35.2° 15.8°  0.87° 3.33° 17.8%  1.92° 208 1023* 33.9Y 3447
G6 278> 4247 58.3% 18.7°  0.83° 1.70¢ 20.3° 215 219  316° 312  100°

FNP: Fruit number per plant, MFW: Mean of fruit weight, FY: Fruit yield, FL: Fruit length, FL/FW: Fruit length to fruit diameter
ratio, SW/FW: Seed weight to fruit weight ratio, SL: Seed length, SL/SW:  Seed length to seed width ratio,
TSW: Thousand seed weight, SY: Seed yield, SOP: Seed oil percent, OY: Qil yield
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Comparison of fruit, seed and oil yields among six accessions of Iranian Pumpkin
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Abstract
In order to compare the yield of fruit, seeds and oil among six accessions of pumpkin (Cucurbita pepo L.), an
experiment was conducted in a completely randomized block design with four replications .Number of fruits per

plant, fruit yield, average fruit weight, fruit length, fruit length to width ratio, seed weight ratio to fruit weight,
seed length, seed length ratio to seed diameter, seed yield per plant, seed yield per hectare, seed oil percentage
And oil yield per hectare were measured. The results of analysis of variance showed significant differences
among populations for all traits except thousand seed weight. The highest genetic variation coefficient was
observed in oil yield and average fruit weight. Fruit yield varied between 29-60 Mt/ha, seed yield was from 316
to 1200 kg ha*, and oil yield varied between 100-505 kg/ha. The G6 accession was only suitable for fruit
production, but the G4 accession was superior to others in every respect and is recommended for the production
of fruits, seeds and oil.

Keywords: Accession, Pumpkin, Cucurbita oil, Seed yield
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