% 9 Jlg (=1o54 dlmo
1 o oF ojled FA-Y Wl

Ol pl (09 W pBL 5 (B9 STy cwlio S1303 7 (o

Determination of Suitable Pollinizer for Some Iranian Native Pear
Cultivars

rdgﬂ.,\.:.c do YD‘}S&J}‘J el cl,i:.cb)' <sla

o gy DLl 5 Ol b s 5 (6555187 Sl S e ale Sl pze )
RVE-VERVI-VRPLY &l ylidls =¥
(J gs 0650 £ 57 s 5 6 488 5 2! Dl A o LIS ¥

WA VY s bpde sl VFRVV/YY iedbs a6

oUW

292 9 Jle (—sloid doxo 0l o) s _ﬁyf Bl 3l (sl ke e S o TV Lz dlus 9.7 L& D1H 60918 o Kisly)
Fro - FFA:(F) YA-Y

S110 Ol el 08165l 09— LS50 31 458 (8 sl wilon (Pyrus communis L.) =
L 3w ol .ol S5l (81300 5 P65 85279 Ao jld cwlin ( B33L (ST 9 039 08 F (S Hlubdgs
(=0 JLw 98 b gk ¢y 40 pLBl I o9 (S0 PB, (S5 o (51508 5  Slobid Bua
9 Lol Clizl g (099 PBS1II (65 30 95 yuw S P (S SCb 0 guoolls W™ PB Iy 4 4b9d (Sl B
SLaskes HLS™ 53 08,5 G5l (Ll Olgsie 4 ol (s (1510 9 @Ilw 5 0gu0 JC55 Ol 3o
@Al Cmwd 4 S Wl 5 ol w9 ST (LIS 03 F° (yuicmod § Gwd § b Slidlod Fogs
Ol 30 ool (il (6 i@ W5 sl 9 (S g B! (S LB g A 58 Jwd SLidlod Fog5
=) ool J a5 (Sl IW 55 099 Slbail 50 p8y B3 uiliy b 13T SLidled & 50 Sl oguo i
9 S5 (S PBIN S 1 0gm0 i Olimo (9 F ot o 5 4 (5090b o33 <A 9 B) )+ /T b 5353
Ao B (B1H18 00 B3 90 L 9 03010 (S1518 (S g O3 b puimodd W8 (9l SIS of o &y (5 ks
(B3 4ol b ( T PBSI plo b (S35 0By 03 SYL SISl iy 0 I 4 .39 (BT (Sligren
Wil B33 OT (55 Sbogs Sy PT gles 9 o

(S0 9 8190k (A Pyrus communis (& 3lubags (guuls” (sbdoily

hamidabdollah1@spi1.1r :J gs o 5,5 S5 S Gy 0 yT

vo



WY Jle oF o)led YA-Y dl” 5y 9 g5 (81034 dlxe”

5 bs Al ke a2 Slidles S
Pl 5 0Lej (i gy Gl (e 2 et
o sds i .

O sewlds o 31 (Sanzol and Herrero, 2007)
Ol e e st 4 £ 3 (IS (sl ST
6\jaaj__? ] S| Lg)L?j\_.wU.:}S-
ol ol Lkl (S o5 ke
O g3 5 3 5l 55,8
s esleeul 4 (Sanzol and Robbins, 2009)

Seap .

R
mlie 51305,8 pLo)l bt (sl S35
OHLSen 5 Gl dame 53 S el (S
s » ~ (Mohamadkhani et al., 2002)
03,5 e 5 68 Ll g (U5 (55550
o gs oli o3 I (gl o comlisedias
Lo Spl 6l olgis|
L adal) 5o 55aS 5o Slfdes sl
glas 8 o, 5Lubs s sla T slabis
b o SeaT (I L) 4 (I il
OHLSen 5 gl Sldlas ol b &S
sl—w i S s(Arzani et al, 2005)
« (Koushesh Saba et al., 2008) ol L on
Gla T gos - S a S g2, 4 oo
NETPRFIRE B 05,8 ol 6,8 5lubs s
3y50 ST (D8 playl ol il
S sy gslbas AU Sl gan axdllas
KS13 5KSTT sl s Sl semn 0 2
S5 05 LS5 Ol Cpiomed A oulaliue

Frs

400

I B{Epp— T
035 oS L5 U 5 ol (68 5L g
7 p8,l & » 5 (Crane and Lewis, 1942)
s SISl 5 lame Lol 51 s
(Lewis and Modlibowska, 1945) tas o OLES
23 3badl Jsamme L 5 ) s late 4 () 2l
$1503,5 0Lty 3l ealial 8 GLagl,
Sl sren Jole 5 58,8 55 L ks
S50 0355 6)8 5y au IS Ol
Aslen s (6,85 Luls 5 sl
(Rosaceae) ol ol o3l sl Lol s
C N PR EPRIIC W Pl F |
3o J S T e L (S5 0L
(Zisovich etal., 2004a; Zisovich etal.,, 2004b)
uj_?u,su,“s,tf;\_wu@_;o_g,;

S- 3 eslwl L a5 aslis sba JT (sl

5,0 |

(Haplotype) —U shla ola—sIRNase
(McCubbin and Kao, Ji dalg ails;l
Sl e 5 Sl (g Lwlu= 2000)
Couaa b O Calises glas S8 b JIT
)'uo_ts%t_a)‘@_guj_f‘s,tf;u&”_.g
SLa I (655 da 4 63Dke 184 (gladla
Sanzol and Herrero, 2002;) sl s,
Zisovich et al., 2004a; Zisovich et al., 2004b;
al,
(Sassa et al., 1992; Sassa et al., 1993)

Su—uT s (Zisovich et 2005

Cyébb&ﬁmﬂﬁﬁbw‘oa‘yﬁv\»

L;u‘_fzjjj‘ o:UL';«»-" (.V_;JJ_AJJ J}?‘}A JjT



Bl 8l e (5503 8 s

238 E AF 5 Slels s

o keSS Do plowil mal 4y a5 U
A 53 L a3, S pls )l o g Slulis  glate
Ol Sl gpad ol 5 pn Ctken ol e o3 S
3 685w 5 Ol e LS Ol jn ¢ AUE
23 352 50 )8 Lubis i sl T ulgi o
O s+ sl &S 05 a5 5
oL e Bl S5 b s ()8 5lubis
S35 1 ol iRy el o G ki
adlaze DS — 9 ol el Sl ol
S a5 bt il 5558 G5 Jled
Ol 5528 Gbls plo o eyl pl 1 (65l
T P @L:;,'\ Slodase i3 e
2558 03 (D Mg e 5 ol Gble S
il e s OIS

b w95 9 3lgo
SLSANY (M PL o s
o) Aghs 53 Bly gy e O]
Jsb 5 St aidsVF 5 a5 V7 Sl 2
Ll 5 55 (53 YA 5 a3 D8 S i
Pl s Ll T (6L 5 oo 51 20 44
(55 53 08 S Byl Jals 5a3T 5, 5
S U055 il 5 0 ge ol (6 (S kS
54 65550 S ok aly Lsﬁ)u‘i""h
gl Glaldl e Ls g odid upp (sl g 4
LA ol L us, fuad sk 5o LT Jols
s 3ns 4 &S o3l 5557 GLSS S,

sl bl o SBT Lojsle 5 dlo 55 45 0

v

sy am g 1B L1l s Sladles §s
4 (Sadat Mousavi, 2009) (s s 4o sl
IS Ll 3 B 5ubs g Ol 4y lis
(al_;j S ALy él.:wTj bl
L& 5Lus = KS14 5KSIT gl 58
33 9,8 5 ws s 4 o SKS12 3 KS8 KS6
»KS13 5KS10 KS9 KS7 L)l oyl
S s 3 S IE G Ll 0,8
13505 LBl Jals s a5yl LS|
(S 0 gt OLUTS by Lgole
o gmo ol g o8l 5 Lt ST 5 055
sb ez IS K 5 55,0 e Sl
Lz ol s elS
(Bagheri et al., 2011) oI LK 5 5 3L
S8 5Lubs s sla T 51 (g5led anlllas
5 Olgiol ailaie IS s 5 13,05 0l
3l eslinal b (g e 5 s a8 Y (S 6
ol 6 5Ls 5 s a JIT L 15 s
e=® egdhe fasd ol jydsls CEJ‘
SO b1 51 sl (5,8 5lbis g sl JT
Sla T 25y s (i (M8l 55 o 5
= 055 > P syriaca 65 8 5lbs =
O S 5 SLb a5 4l —S¢>
e JT v, » 4 (Babaei et al., 2012)
5 S1ls pL,1 5l a8, Y8 68 5Ll s
23 izt 5558 (S o 058U
o Sl sl JT 35 0l e
sP. pyrifolia  Nakai. <58 s

5iS s el 5o P ussuriensis Maxim.



WY Jle oF o)led YA-Y dl” 5y 9 g5 (81034 dlxe”

J5S s S Lies, S sladils 34l
S s 48T glaes, € B, s el
3 ol (s g o s VO YL S 4l
I8 eslital 5 ge Calidee (slasles ol (6
A 8
Slidles, & Jols Slasles & (glasles
S5 (b glicbles & 5y = ool3T
JxS Slasles, S T 5 aws Slidles §
°uus\‘5udf‘5},,z;>m¢u,\gau
SLadles ;& slajles sy ;5 035 3,
Wl plasil 05y il 4 sy Ve Sy 3T
DLl g b anbs Slidlos § 5 05 o ys puns
S asa, CSLY 5 ESL e s Y0
2 S il Laws S s 5L 5 s
gl b jleds J S Slasles, S S5
ol anb SLidles S5 5 O w255
33 0l T (gladnS S sl pl Lics §
Ao Ve GBS (Sl iyl
3530 05,5 L g ot (anS J=ls sla S
ﬁé)”'éﬁ)ﬁ‘—»ﬂgx‘-v\iv\ﬁc:wﬁ
dugw.mrwg),mng}fmw
ol dlass (b ol losl 5l
oua\,!\djk,;tu,‘@ufoujwu
el
202 G Ol s 2 sl 4
Al e LB (65t Ssl b b 2 6
T R RRCTT RS SR (B -1
PRy SV PPN . PN . PR UL YN
S L Laad i 03,8 wst| 4 S ol

YA

23 5 plonit UL

Aoy 5 Sl e Ol e el ) gl
oole b O 5L 51 8 cpls)) NIy
):QL«“&C.&)JMJ\MQUJJQJH
Sl 5o V0 s asa) 5 fl s
e VY B ol s 5 Ol ke
Gol> s Ceslasl o U sl SKo Aoy
L Sl b (Al g st ool 4
L 5 s dlmas S 5l a3 Ve s
L (a8 plast 5l 8 Sl 540 56,80
oo e ST 8 o, 4 Sl i e
(Pittenger, 2002) s asin 5 IS

sl ade o 53 (8 LSl slaesLs
S SLa; s (First Pink) 55 4,85
(Full Pink) JslS" 5, Lass St Sen
Ladd Si i 5L Ol b g oy cis g o
Ld g 51 S e 4,5 YO (gles o
Ses, 8 glaails da |5 0 5L Sl ey
a a3 ey g ol )l STl
Glos 53 (BB Jgame los p3 b &K Sk
IS 3 a6 o, S sl a5 F
}Jst_”u_hsu(\_s,m,_fp,tsd_qf
L Ssheds Sl eslizal b lasws

03,5 iy S5 4wl Syds wy p g
\~L;3L>Gl_».b_:_>u)“>)_?4.5b¢~z_§
J:_wlj_*:j,.ap_fﬁ\ﬂ 98w sys
e 4y outd CiST (glaes 8 5 plonil (K,
S5 o le3T s glas 53 Celw YF



Bl 8l e (5503 8 s

oJJf oHUJ.;j odas ‘5’)@ (G)‘ e L;\A@Lﬁ‘céjf—\ Jad>
Table 1. Pollination between pollen donor and recipient pear cultivars
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Fig. 1. Overlapping of blooming period in pear cultivars in two years full bloom stage is
indicated in black color.
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Table 2. Fruit set (F.S.) and mean seed number per fruit (S.N.) in different self and open pollinated combinations as well as emasculated
blooms in pear cultivars
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Means, in each column, fallowed by the same letter are not significantly different at the 1% probability level- using Duncan’s Multiple Range Test. Means for F.S. and
S.N., in each column were compared separateltly.

FEY



Bl 8l e (5503 8 s

4 Laesls ol ) 4 plB )l S 1
s Al 53 s (Kl &)
J)}J)Jrjb);\%a‘@jo‘ﬁaﬂwdlkﬁ
$1303,8 Olge 4 68 5 035 8 Bl ples
Sl o gamen by (A ol ul LgT
530" dadr) s 5V Glasles 8 LS 5
DS 5 53 e S8 Ole 5V o )
Ll oy 6l o 555 53 oy ks
J:Q;M,aww,\mgﬂr;,wj
Ol 3,50 ST 55 4 1 .s otalice o pue
Ssen e gon 53 345 5k 3as b (5o g0
s s 3l ST ¥ Jpd) il
L o sl gy =50 5l eslaul
VY Lo gie Lgl 5o gme hSKES VY Low e
ey Lkl odalie e g o sl e
=5 &l 1,-°>J_?¢t_s,1ﬁu;1 oslizal = 13
o:ﬁ@\:&:ﬁwdﬁibﬁﬁéﬂ
P e et gl > R
LGS 5o s fS SuseS s
ol ST g gt a )l 50 55 5 Ldls sdge
.mrzs&\f
Sobe Sleslially J S50 oy 8 53
Calien 5)los 58 o3l 65, SSR
5 S HhS s 05 se s s S0l
sdalis (Erfani et al., 2012) of,LKaa
c&;:-wcd)jjbwyfru)‘du\_b;
Poa S Ghate i (o Lol pon S8
Gslio - ool 3 L i x bretschneideri
A 5 $ S

ZOJJ :).3

Py

o gmn JoSES Ol n 0 e o # 250
spim iy s Ls ol pss Jla s 5 S5l
Slapl 5o sy e YR NWSTR Vi y
20TV s Sles a5 L83 o35
2L gladln 53 0T (s 2ol 5 45T JLa
] 3 s NalS”

FERUSSE 3 U R JC - I Y O
eyl 3 4 5135 55 0l S05 Ly lis
SialasT Il 53 3,0 At 5 S
35 53 jesli ol &\j& od_asylis
L;JJTJLM S el ool edasOlis g5 e Jle
Jlo p 53 555 @l oy U5 ey 51 Jas
OmacgnsTdle Ll 2 5 035 Jeilsy ol
Bl Sl S s 05 ose 2l 4 pd g
s S 3 ) sl b (glodalin e b
w3l sladle s &8 Col ol iyl 8
FeS T sladlo 53 5 5k 05 53 o
o=l = (Racsko, 2008) 5,15 & 5 Lae Cl
03 odo Glanc e sluay ey 0 i 4 bl
34015 0 smn Olis s 55l 5 58T Sladla
e e el SU SIS e loty
‘_;\ﬁg;é);@,,;&@l:g,@ito\}fow
Julos 5059 dlo OT 53 Wl 5 05 5y sl
P Ll a5 05 5 Gl sk OT
doal s pdn LSl Sty S90Sl m
S

A6 05037 lrosls S e il 4 s
=55 $095L Ol (595 alibes 51038
Il 51035 13 gan pde adiasOlis o .8



WY Jle oF o)led YA-Y dl” 5y 9 g5 (81034 dlxe”

‘53\.&5\0:)? Calides CJL;J.? BE) (S.N.) VJL»' )_L‘ Sl g}gl:ﬂ 9 (F.S) 0 g0 J._S.ZJ Loy -y ijb'
S o6
Table 3. Fruit set (F.S.) and mean seed number per fruit (S.N.) in different pollination
combinations of pear cultivars
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cultivars 4 Dar Gazi ~ Sebri  Natanzi  Shekari Shah Miveh Bartlett
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Means, in each row, followed by the some letter are not significantly different at the 1% probability level-

using Duncan’s Multiple Range Test.
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