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Assessment of Genetic Variation among Some Tea Genotypes from Lahijan
by using Morphological Markers
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Abstract

Tea (Camellia sinensis(L.) O. Kuntze) is one of most important crop in north of Iran. Today’s, many
of these plants are at risk of disappearing therefore having information about genetic of them can help in
designing of genetic resources conservation and breeding programs. In this study, genetic diversity of 30 tea
plants from three districts was studied by using 12 morphological traits. According to the data, samples were
placed in five groups which except fifth group the others contained limited number of samples. The main
group (group five) contained 74% of all samples approximately. Based on the results, clustering showed that
grouping of samples was not match with the geographic distribution and we were not found high level of
morphological diversity in tea plants.
Keywords: Tea, Genetic Diversity, morphological Markers, cluster
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