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Investigation of Pomological Characteristics of Some Native Sour cherry
Genotypes of Iran
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Abstract

Evaluation and classification of Iran's sour cherry germplasm characteristics is an important stage in
cherry breeding programs; because the effective use of plant genetic resources in breeding programs
requires deep knowledge of genetic diversity. Therefore, this study was conducted with the aim of
studying the pomological characteristics of some Iranian native cherry genotypes. Based on the results,
the maximum and minimum fruit fresh weight were obtained in 5121 (89.8 g) and 5200 (4.29 Q)
genotypes respectively. The maximum dry weight of three fruits was observed in genotype 5121 (2.73 g)
and the lowest dry weight was obtained in 5111 and 5158 genotypes (1.66 and 1.7 g respectively). The
5158 and 5194 genotypes had highest yield per tree. Also between studied genotypes, 5192 genotype with
53.2 mm fruit stalk length had the longest and the 5213 genotype with 29.32 mm length, had the shortest
length of fruit stalk. In general, there were significant differences between the studied genotypes that can
be used in breeding programs.

Keywords: Sour cherry, length of fruit stalk, fruit fresh weight, fruit dry weight, yield.
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