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Table 1. Variance analysis of fruit characteristics of twelve olive cultivars in two years

sl 4y o580 09 B35S Ojs L (s W &y CugS S

df. Fruit weight ~ Flesh weight Pit weight Flesh/pit
S.0.V. Sl gilie
Block Sl 2 0.433™ 0.461™ 0.001™ 0.805™
Cultivar (C) o5, 11 3.949™ 2.7127 0.163™ 1.335™
Error a Gl llas 22 0.454 0.456 0.007 0.892
Year (Y) Jls 1 0.001™ 0.004™ 0.001"™ 0.067"
CxY Jlo X o8, 11 0.206" 0.188™ 0.006™ 0.476°
Errot b o las 24 0.062 0.065 0.003 0.202
C.V. (%) O ok s Ay 6.450 8.270 7.000 11.150

Ao3 ) 5o 0 Jk}lchﬁ)é)‘b@‘)l:@u}:’ﬁ%;qi**}* ans
ns, *, ** : Not significant, significant at 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively.

Os4) VEJ 033193 6 g8 Sl g2 Al 55 u:il:,a dusl@a =Y J gl
Table 2. Two years mean comparison of fruit characteristics of twelve olive cultivars

=3 050 ()9 CdsS Ojs L (g A &y CudgS S
Cultivar Fruit weight (g) Flesh weight (g) Pit weight (g) Flesh/pit

Sevillano 2.90cd 2.33cd 0.57ef 4.11ab
Manzanillo 4.19ab 3.42abc 0.78bcd 4.41ab
Mari 3.21bcd 2.48bcd 0.73cd 3.51ab
Genotypel 2.31d 1.88d 0.44f 4.33ab
Zard 4.64a 3.47a 0.89b 4.18ab
Roghani 4.24ab 3.41abc 0.83bc 4.11ab
Genotype 2 3.66abc 2.79abcd 0.88bc 3.20b

Golole Zeiton 4.72a 3.64ab 1.08a 3.40ab
Fishomi 3.31bcd 2.64abcd 0.67de 3.93ab
Genotype 3 3.49abcd 2.74abcd 0.75bcd 3.72ab
Shengeh 4.67a 3.81a 0.85bc 4.53a

Zard Cultivar 4.36ab 3.55abc 0.82bcd 4.37ab

I 3 gme gl oSS 0 3a3T 1Y ezl el 3 (5T 5 31 s alin Cog o (511 o7 g2 a3 L Sile
In each column, means with the similar letters are not significantly different at 1% level of probability using DMRT.

53 sla i LasT (Gregoriou, 2006)
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Table 3. Mean comparison of fruit characteristics of twelve olive cultivars in two

different years

) Jus 090 (139 X)) A ()i W &y CubS S
Cultivar Year Fruit weight (g)  Flesh weight Stone weight  Flesh to pit ratio
€3] €3]
Sevill 2009 3.0%hij 2.52def 0.57hi 4.43abcd
eviiano 2010 2.72jk 2.15efg 0.57hi 3.78abcde
Manzanillo 2009 4.11cdef 3.31abc 0.79cdefg 4.19abcd
2010 4.28bcde 3.52ab 0.76defg 4.63abc
Mari 2009 3.15hij 2.42defg 0.73fg 3.44cde
2010 3.27ghij 2.54de 0.73fg 3.57bcde
Genotypel 2009 231k 1.89fg 0.42j 4.47abcd
2010 2.32k 1.87g 0.45ij 4.19abcd
Zard 2009 4.77ab 3.90a 0.87bede 4.45abcd
2010 4.50abc 3.58ab 0.91bc 3.91abcde
Roghani 2009 4.19abc 3.4lab 0.78cdefg 4.37abcd
2010 4.29abc 3.41ab 0.88bcd 3.88abcde
Genotype 2 2009 3.79defg 2.94bcd 0.85cdef 3.48cde
2010 3.53fghi 2.63de 0.9bcd 291e
Golole Zeiton 2009 5.06a 391a 1.15a 3.43cde
2010 4.37bed 3.36abc 1.01b 3.37de
Fishomi 2009 2.91ijk 2.25efg 0.66gh 3.39de
2010 3.72efgh 3.04bcd 0.68gh 4.47abed
Genotype 3 2009 3.44¢ghi 2.68de 0.77defg 3.56cde
2010 3.53fghi 2.8cde 0.74efg 3.9abcde
Shengeh 2009 4.59abc 3.72a 0.87bcde 4.27abed
2010 4.74abc 391a 0.83cdef 4.78a
Zard Cultivar 2009 4.28bcde 3.51ab 0.77cdefg 4.58abcd
2010 4.44ab 3.58ab 0.86c¢def 4.15abcd

LI s me sl STls 05037 1Y JL.:.»\CE.»):L;)L@T)EJ)'\M@L&J;f@blafoyﬁshﬁ@

In each column, means with the similar letters are not significantly different at 1% level of probability using DMRT.
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Table 4. Variance analysis of dry matter percentage and fruit and oil yield of twelve
olive cultivars in two years

) ) o5 3 Shee NSRS ZIEIE a3 Shes

&al3T 0 gm0 it Seske s i osle s

df. Fruit dry Fruit yield Oil in fresh Oil in dry Oil yield
SO.V. S e matter matter matter
Block s 2 9.07™ 49893.3™ 62.10™ 10.34™ 2830.4™
Cultivar (C) o 1 26.87™ 6740904.2™ 37.78" 240.32™ 146934.2"
Error a ol gls 22 12.48 229805.7 1.07 7.83 4853.5
Year (Y) Ju 1 2.48™ 2978264.1" 2249 140.28" 2983.7"
CxY Juxes, 11 16.98™ 2040762.2" 4.82" 18.24™ 63179.3
Errotb Culks 24 8.51 101976.5 1.37 6.23 3811.3
C.V. (%) ek g b > 8.76 6.25 9.99 6.97 10.38

NWSTS] Jb‘c‘aﬁ):)‘bgﬂ})léwﬂ.b%;QZ**}HS
ns and **: Not significant and significant at 1% level of probability.

Q}L’;”) Vj) on\_gJ L'J,'Gj)_gc}:.a JJQ«G}&é-cJ\A M))UL»:)J wia[.:amiu.a—a d_gJo-
Table 5. Two years mean comparion of dry matter percentage and fruit and oil yield of
twelve olive cultivates

V';J osle Loy 0300 5 Shas F o Leayd SFay Loy &'cjjgjil»c
a}..adf..:a Fodke s oSt ol s
Cultivar Fruitdry  Fruit yield Oil in fresh Oil in dry Oil yield
matter (kgha") matter (%) matter (%) (kgha’l)
(%)
Sevillano 32.22ab . 4888cd 11.40def 34.75de 559.3def
Manzanillo 30.48b 6330ab 9.49¢gh 33.92def 598.5de
Mari 34.33ab. 4268de 10.83efg 31.5efg 469.5fg
Genotypel 37.79a 3823e 10.13fgh 28.08¢g 382.0g
Zard 32.19ab  5913ab 14.86b 44.67ab 879.4a
Roghani 35.42ab  3746e 17.25a 47.92a 647.7cd
Genotype 2 35.27ab  5797ab 9.43gh 28.50¢g 553.7def
Golole Zeiton  32.64ab  6203ab 10.06fgh 35.28d 757.0bc
Fishomi 31.97ab  3905e 12.27cd 39.23c 516.5ef
Genotype 3 33.57ab  4354de 10.94defg 35.17de 479 4efg
Shengeh 31.64ab  5483bc 8.40h 29.33fg 459.7fg
Zard Cultivar 30.97b 6566a 12.72cd 37.42cd 834.9ab

Al s ae Dol REERISIA JL..::-\CE,A): GobT b 5t alie (o > (glyls &S O 2w > Lgugniil:a
In each column, means with the similar letters are not significantly different at 1% level of
probability using DMRT.
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Table 6. Mean comparison of dry matter percentage and fruit and oil yield of twelve
olive cultivars in two different years

w5 J o3lo duo o500 3,Slas Of9) Moy Of9) Moy 09y 3)Ses
g0 S yodle p G P
Cultivar Year Fruit yield Oil in fresh Oil in dry Oil yield
(kgha™) matter (%) matter (%) (kgha™)
Sevill 2009  35.27abc  4516hij 9.65ghi 31.5defgh 433.7gh
ceviiiano 2010  31.17abc  5260efgh 13.14cde 38cd 684.8de
Manzanillo 2009  32.09abc  6782a 8.95hi 30.5efgh 606.9ef
2010  28.86c  5878bcde 10.03fghi 37.33cd 590.1efg
Mari 2009  35.04abc  5346efg 11.41defghi  32.5defg 610.5ef
2010  33.63abc  3189Im 10.25efghi  30.5efgh 328.5h
Genotypel 2009  38.69a 4767 ghi 9.43ghi 25.5h 448 .3fgh
2010  36.89ab  2879m 10.83efghi  * 30.67efgh 315.8h
Zard 2009  32.75abc  6322abc 15.42abc 45ab 974.4a
2010  31.64abc 5504defg 14.3bcd 44.33ab 784.4cd
Roghani 2009  32.5abc  3505klm 16.63ab 47.67a 582.8efg
2010  38.33a  3988ijk 17.88a 48.17a 712.7de
Genotype 2 2009  33.9abc  4998fgh 8.64hi 28.33gh 433.4gh
2010  36.64abc  6596ab 10.21efghi  28.67fgh 674de
Golole Zeiton 2009  29.32bc  5758cdef 9.95fghi 34c-g 572.6efg
2010  35.95abc  6648ab 10.17efghi  36.56bc 941.5ab
Fishomi 2009  31.17abc. 4046ijk 11.74d-h 37.67cd 475.5fgh
2010  32.77abc  3763jkl 12.81cdef  41.98bc 557.5efg
Genotype 3 2009 - 32:9abc 5139efgh 11.42d-i 35cdef 587.2¢fg
2010  34.24abc 3569kIm 10.47e-i 35.33cde 371.7h
Shengeh 2009  31.85abc  5619cdef 8.32i 29.67efgh 466.7fgh
2010 31.42abc 5347efg 8.49i 29efgh 452.8fgh
Zard Cultivar 2009  31.76abc  6917a 12.53¢c-g 35.5cde 868.6abc
2010  30.18bc  6215abcd 1291cdef  39.33bc 801.2bcd

I s me sl STIs O 03T 1N JL.:.»\CE.»):L;)L@T)EJ)'\M@L&J;f@blafoyﬁshﬁ@

In each column, means with the similar letters are not significantly different at 1% level of probability using DMRT.
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