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Fig. 1. Cutting the scion (A), positiong of scion on rootstock (B) and covering the
grafted plant (C)
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Table 1. Analysis of variance for grafting time and chemical treatments on minigrafting in walnut

MS Sl Kl

@o5Tax s @S Aess Sl ¥ ol S gy S &y slaw o Sobe sb
df Grafting oS Scion Leaf Internode
percentage Grafting growth number length
S.0.V. Sl e duration
Replication BN 2 0.04™ 1.18™ 0.05™ 2.74" 0.79™
Grafting time (GT) Lsm Ol 3 1.027 926" 0.06™ 244" 021"™
Chemical treatment (CT) et sl 9 0.16" 21.75" 0.03™ 0.35™ 0.22™
GT x CT lasd 5l X Wsy 0L 27 0.06™ 3.5m 0.02™ 0.32™ 0.33™
Error s 78 0.04 2.87 0.03 0.33 0.43
C.V. (%) Sk 2 Ao 18.23 8.07 9.47 14.61 18.35

* and **: Significant at the 5% and 1% levels of probability, repectively.

ns: Not-significant
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Fig. 2. Mean comparison of the effect of minigrafting time on grafting percentage in

walnut

(Columns with similar letter(s) are not significantly different at the 5% probability level-using Duncan’s

Multiple Rang Test).
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Fig. 3. Mean comparison of the effect of minigrafting time on grafting duration in

walnut

(Columns with similar letter(s) are not significantly different at the 5% probability level-using Duncan’s

Multiple Rang Test).
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Fig. 4. Mean comparison of the effect of minigrafting time on leaf number in three
weeks after minigrafting in walnut

(Columns with similar letter(s) are not significantly different at the 5% probability level-using Duncan’s

Multiple Rang Test).
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Fig. 5. Mean comparison of the effect of chemical treatments on the grafting percentage
in minigrafting in walnut

PVP: Pol 1
showing their concentration in mg 1.

inylpyrrolidone; BA: Benzyladenine; IBA: Indole-3-butyric acide, numbers next to them

(Columns with similar letter(s) are not significantly different at the 5% probability level using Duncan’s

Multiple Rang Test).
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Fig. 6. Mean comparison of the effect of chemical treatments on grafting duration in
minigrafting in walnut

PVP: Polyvinylpyrrolidone; BA; Benzyladenine; IBA: Indole-3-Butyric Acide, numbers next to them

show their concentration in mg I". .
(Columns with similar letter(s) are not significantly different at the 5% probability level using Duncan s

Multiple Rang Test).
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