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Abstract 
The influence of tree-training system on growth, cropping and fruit quality was estimated in 
the experiment conducted in 2008 at the Horticultural Research Station of Horticulture 
Department of Tehran University. The experiment was carried out on Golab kohanz, Delbar 
stival, Starking, Gala and Fuji tree/M9 planted in a randomized complete Design (RCBD) 
with five treatment and four replications. Trees were spaced in row at 1.5 m whereas the 
distance between rows equaled 4m. Trees were trained as typical Central Leader form. The 
Results showed that regarding to the percentage of fruit set, cultivars were different 
significantly. Fuji cultivars showed the highest percentage of fruit set, but Gala cultivar 
showed the lowest. In most Fruit tree there is a high correlation between Trunk cross sectional 
area and vegetative growth. Fuji trees had the highest increase in Trunk cross sectional area, 
since Starking trees showed the lowest. In addition quantitative and qualitative traits of fruits 
showed significant difference. 
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