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Table 1. Some general characteristics of experiment place soil

EC (dS.m) pH  0.C(%) N(%) P(ppm) K (ppm) Sand (%) Silt(%) Clay (%)

2.9 7.72 097 008 75 663 80 8 12
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Table 2. The mean comparison of quantitative characteristics of fruit and flower in promising genotypes of apricot

}Téjjdﬁg.vidu%};jjaﬁjoﬁwfow‘;ﬁiﬁpMLE.A—Y Jad>

Genotypes L s s

Characteristics Slae 269 190 414 464 390 177 Control
Yielding (kg/tree) st 228+18a  231+19a 255+22a 246+15a 22.2+2.7a 23.7+3.1a 244+11a
Fruit weight (g) o0y 57.2%x17a 55.2+41a 576+35a 428+2.0b 38.7+35b 33.2+34c 57.1+3.1a
Fruit length (mm) esedss 543+29a 544+18a 513%+17ab 458+23cd 42.9+3.6de 422+19e 48.2+ 2.0 bc
Fruit width (mm) ose 2o 413+30b 498+32a 467+16a 415%26Db 39.1+31c 30.3+18¢c 40.8+25hc
Flesh thickness (mm) caf cales 98+19b  108+05ab  10.2+09ab 113+ 14a 100+1.2ab 10.2+0.3ab 114+09a
Stone weight (g) wa0jy 29+£03ab  21+£05hbc 19+01c 16+04c 1.7+02c 23+03b 33x04a
Fruit/Stone weight ratio A 450 908 03 S 194 26.2 30.3 26.4 22.9 14.2 17.3
Flower bud diameter (mm) K ale ki 2681433 29.16+15 29.36 £ 25 28.64 +2.3 288725 30.74+ 3.0 276419
Pistil length (mm) Soldb  1041+08  18.82+05  1937+18  17.51+08 18.12+ 1.4 16.32+1.3 1751+22

standard deviation.

Al alyl 5,1kl ol el LAL,:<L:» RECCITS ;,Q\: Slaals L 0503770 Loz cla.., 03,15 gme V| BB sy o s wlie oy o Lol el OLES L;l.n&:i.il._.a
The means with similar letters in each row are not significantly different at 5% probability level in Duncan's multiple ranges test. The means have been presented with

V0
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Table 3. Attributive characteristics of fruit and flower in promising genotypes of apricot

Genotypes b 5

Sl
Characteristics 269 190 414 464 390 177 Control
o 55, U S50 Gsbes sk 4 S 59, U S5 Gl sk 4 S35 sl s 5b 4 S35 sl b 4 S35 sl b 4
IE sr sl s Predominantly LS sl 5 Soam Predominantly LS s 5 S LS s 5 S LS sl 5 S S sl 5 S
Distribution of flower buds on spurs Equally on spurs on spurs Equally on spurs Equally on spurs Equally on spurs Equally on spurs
and one- year and one- year and one- year and one- year and one- year
-old shoots -old shoots -old shoots -old shoots -old shoots
ba &Sy 4 S IS el 5 S - K33 S - S s
Stigma position relative to anthers Above Same level Above Above Same level Above Above
Petal Shape if).lf L,Li‘i‘ ’Jf "Jf ] ’Jf ’J? ] o]
' Circular Circular Oblate Circular Circular Oblate Oblate
EE e Ky h) s b SH Sose Ak ek ek ks
Petal color on lower side Light pink White Light pink White White White White
Full blooming date U el gt 05 sl 308 sl 335 sl 233 Laulyl 2335 ksl 33 Ll 33 Ll
3 Late Mars Late Mars Late Mars Early April Late Mars Early April Early April
Fruit ripening date 0 gt Ok @J\; 7 ! )'; A 5 Lol 7 ):‘— A ols g Ll J:: A8l
Late June Middle July Early July Late June Middle July Early June Middle July
ogn 535 S5 (i s oS L e L e I Se S S S A IRt
Relative area of fruit over color Small Medium Medium Absent Small Very small Absent
Fruit ground color o gt dn &) }:‘“‘iJﬂ‘-‘ L33 }:““iJﬂ"‘ L33 k‘"“%JiL‘ 3,5 }':“‘".JiL‘ 3,5 )?““iJ‘lL‘ 3,) )?““iJ‘lL‘ 3,) }':“‘".JiL‘ ESS}
o Yellow green Yellow green Yellow green Yellow green Yellow green Yellow green Yellow green
Fruit color of flesh g i S s, il e e e S e -
Whitish green White White White Cream White White
Kernel bitterness S b ] 2ol 2l 2l 2l 2l 2
Weak Absent Absent Absent Absent Absent Absent
wq»w&;;@? 3,1 S, EgIRY 3,1 3,1
Adherence of stone to flesh Absent Weak Absent Absent Absent Weak Absent
Firmness of flesh osen LSt L gte e e rg"‘“ rg’“ £ rg’“
Medium Medium Medium Firm Firm Soft Firm
(58 4o gme 23 (Fhir) Julo 458 (55 0 30n lSonz Lo g oS Lo e (S s G
Fruit stability on branch Medium Strong Strong Medium Very strong Weak Strong
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Fig. 1. Total solid solutions in promising apricot genotypes (The means presented with
standard deviation).
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Fig. 2. The percent of total organic acids in promising apricot genotypes (The means
presented with standard deviation).
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Fig. 3. Active acidity (pH) in the fruit of promising apricot genotypes (The means
presented with standard deviation).
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Fig. 4. The significant and negative correlation between total organic acids and active
acidity (pH) of fruit in promising apricot genotypes
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