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Compatibility relationships among some almond genotypes and cultivars using PCR .
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I- Department of Horticulture, Faculty of Agriculture, Shahed University, Tehran, Iran.
2- IDepartiment of Horticulture, Faculty of Agriculture, Malayer University, Malayer, Iran.
3- Horticultural Departments of Seed and Plant Improvement Institute (SPII), P.O. Box31585-4119 Karaj,
fran

fallah_mahdi@ yahoo.com

Almond (Prunus duleis Botch.) is one of the most important nut crops of Iran. Almond cultivars have self and
cross incompatibility which prevents high quantitative yields in orchards. Self- incompatibility states with S
alleles. However, knowledge about S alleles before orchard establishment is very efficient in cultivar selection.
In this study compatibility relationships of 8 almond genotypes and cultivars were investigated by PCR with
EM-PC3consRD PaCosI-F EM-PClconsRD EM-PC2consFD Results showed that all of the studied genotypes

and cultivars are not cross compatible.
4pdie

5 Xaa B 5LLs = O plyl S| &8 Wil o it Ghle K25 Slae g 0o ege 50 S (Prunus dulcis) plsy

St LS sl (3l s ol pl Wil 3l 5 e 03 S e b GLSles S 5l glad 0 A ln
slalies § Cll (2010 SKen 5 35 OYA S 5 Jao) ol Jlsy st abl s 5o oYL Coenl ) &
S8 5LLs - (Kester et al, 1994) 1L Jae YU C2a8 3 CZaS b Jaame Al 0 Xl o Jol o35 L 5L
34 p3Y (Dicenta et al, 1993) 42t o Sad a8 g6 5 Prunus i 503 S S g plsl il o) 33 343 5
S8 o=k (Martinez Gomez et al, 2003) xaws U5 23 sl

s Prumus e 5,850 s JT &8 ol

5
4

S50 oL(.;L:: Gl S cwl Al e o S s> \_é e OL 53 s ..Li)l ;)Lc K .;/S = -\S)SJ'L.-

a¥)



e
SN

e e alSia VPV S tn ) W W Sl i bl e DS e

ok Flawi Phyablerr

by ol Shadind po b me Yol lawal p 3l a8 sl pU0l 8 p cealie les S Ut S E s ot
{Dicenta et al. 2002) 450 o bz o 5

Lty g 8lp

shion Aog Asze Aiie ) 7 x e s g 2 (TUAND 5 Anp ihige ) ot Job bt ol s w8 LS ol
Sy Gl gt g Ve kS o Wl R Ste Gl D SIS B e A0l slaaal Gl el (A
s 5halS sl Sl s 5 Jle ad s Pl e

s oS L (1987) Doyl and Doyl g5 b DNA 50l 195015 5 55585 50 PCR  DNA gl sl
deopa ¥ s S e o V¥ EDTA Ve Lo¥e PH=B 0 pe o Vee Jold 2l L o8 8 pladl
salinal Jbl S 0 e dans ¥ 5 (PVPI e hils L da st L (CTAB) Moy padgel e g7 L s8a
Al end 2% 58T U5 (0 Sa S0 5 g e Sl b s 3l ealisad L add zlred DNA o8 5 el
ok Al T e e Lol s s Daml Sapems Gl ST U e oy R Bl
Voiaisse S ale Se oA JI0X) POR 5L 2l S5 Lt (2004)Satherland et al 5 (2005)Ortega et al
ST s DAN aly S Vicdewy, 5 sleays S3ETasl aly S WY (dNTP) a2 28 5 b 3l 20, S
Copes gl ST 3 S o T 5 ol s 0 8 plel fade T aly S 8 Slady (Tag) ST sl 2y S
e 4oy sla Fhlely et Oal 55 ol EM-PClconsRD EM-PC2eonsFD EM-PCleonsRD PaConsl-F
Gy oha Sl 9 L Ol 0 g s (satherland ef al, 2004) EM-PC3consR 2 « 3, 2 EM-PC2eonsFD
oz 8 aslicd (Ortega et el, 2005) EM-PCleonsRD _ie w5, S50 & (sonneveld et al, 2003) PaConsl-F s
Al 53 PCR o pmmes 35400 280 2a § aladl Ortega et al (2005) 2; okl o PCR 2305 Olej 5 bes Lol
Lol ool Jsloan 52 J5 (s plo80y s 8 plandd VO Sy L g el VIO e a3, 80020 € plonil TAE
J3 alfiss dagd s 55 clasily | g5l e T J) e 9 A8 pledl aBB ¥ ke & a3 o o il
ot A S Bl 2 I Ay 8 s 3000 bp SSLS Ky 31wl L bl slalp o3 .25 € cll ST
A e bl laE S
gl

S 2l el e pan Ll 5 U sl el sle ST Sl eslinal S gle [T 55 51 el puls L
Nop 0dd gk G &8 le U1 Wl o3l b odel e glaiily o3l bl s ool e aalllae 3y gla

LV ¥ S5 s SGadalte e a3l g il = il il



K i,
& 5
Y

"

P21 P RN LS P | g s e p U LR PR S B ot g

ok Flawi Phyablerr

KA J_n—'l-’,-‘v'\r'.-ub_d‘ S5 o800 Az 2 (Ba 2 5ed Apan 8o o300 Aae U812 08000 Aer (57

anllls 350 slae i g1 3 o Tl g a5 508500 sl T -1 e

T 1 Lk el il et Aty
55 ¥l e Tuuno ¥
5:8; AT WA T digee L
55 Fra g s &) v
55 80 4 ¥ Avis ¥
5284 AT L AVD Ays -
BaS iy 1OF ATy Fes Ay &

a8y VBF  WaFe A b

S545¢ T e Anw A

Samlll A ge pas Capned (F wd RS een G WY g pes ey @Y TUANO ey Sp o WY L ) DNA SLU M Y 5

Agz

A e sl g T D I8 Agan pas Damet 08 Ay e Dl IV Ay gy e L (P A gpas

CTuano Jal om0 0F s da

TP-Y UI-C-'- Anidal s mi0F As e Ji 0

g oyl oo sl Ve SRl 4 el et ool o oasty S0 paa Dol J Do sle B0

380 A e Bheas wh 3 (Bin s a1 Sl 05 5 8y Lige 8y 5 By Tuane 26, Lald &8 Lo w dalllae 55 gle o o

10w

() s ) 5

3 oELL s B W mte e G 8y P zsls Lsw A oS85 s Tuano g i G{'J.'v el o
Apsy s o) Al o AL L jidee S 2t SIS, BT a2l W e A b Ay sl
23 sl Ol ;;.A__j’)l;'i-i P = el s A Al e il 8 s aie (553 3 80) an7 5 (580

SHETL G el s bl ia  edalie Gl Sl ST AL Ay

A el gl tenen b s i e gl b oS ] iy §;8; i o35 0 s sla U

sla Skl b 25 4 Lels el el Ol o 5L i VAT Sl L 5 g B el Dyl sle £ ML
g w82 8y W1 sls L2 o35 ol o)) 8aSpy 8 illags sle T w8s (3, 5 eas Ol s dal Dl

- Fe 5

[

4¥T



\J’; J!ﬂg_é,_
¥ “n,

Sl e dlSis VNP St VL W Gl S et e 3

o Flawi Payuisbegy

,_.;'L.nuU-l b ek ol g askal s By J.'--I AN L B ‘_J.:J'-} (2007 Valizadeh Kaji et al 5 (2005) Sheikh allyan
Chaychi et al faw g adel s (5384061 o35 L (8:5¢) kol o) 390 5| el (82500 w280 5 8 50L0s =
byt gt gl Sl Chows Bl s w Mlaiol iy 5 WS oy e S T sy s dilas (2002)
Sl ST L 2T 5 Lol il 3 b g gl WL L a8 By el S L Syl 4 by e s I
S gl 4 At edalia Gl i (LS B WL o3l U SF g l85las et BT A g s Tuane o3, 53 Jgl Dg 2l
PER-F L5 WLV [P IR S PRI [t G ol FRL S E PR D - CP L OV PP RN U CPOR L & EPE
(ALs Agn Aporr Bog Agae) 54 shaga e EAELL d-‘._,u-' pleb e e ol g S Slaa e
5 plabs (s tand sl i) (g ) SIS sl 88 s p1 S e a3 1) Sl Sl (slaasli g 51 ol
R O I ERuAL Iy BT
:&t.!
i ST il 800 g e e VT g il g el WE Sl g gl ey Jpey )
Moo= BN TR e pn Ol bl e e dla plaly i alislan S L Ly ae
2- Chaychi, 5., Hassanzadeh, N., Mashhadi Jafarloo. M. & Bybordi, A, (2002), Almond Manual;
Agricubtural
Research and Education Organization, Ministry of Jihad-e Agriculturre, Pp 172 {In Farsi).
3- Dicenta, F., Garcia. )., Carbonell, E, 1993, Heritability of flowering productivity and maturity in almond,
Hortic Scien 68:113-120),
4- Dicenta, F., Ortega, E. Canovas, 1. A, and Egea, J. 2002, Self-polliation vs. cross pollination in almond;
pollen tub growth, fruit set and fruit characteristics. Plant Breed 121: 163-167.
3- Doyle, 1T and Doyle, 1, L, 1987, A rapid DNA isolation procedure for small guantities of fresh leafl tissue,
Phytochemistry Bulletin 19: 11-15,
6- Kester, D. E., Gradziel, T. M. and Micke, W, C, 1994. Identitying pollen incompatibility groups in California
almond cultivars, 1. Amer. Soc Hort Sci 119: 106-109,
7- Martinez Gomez, P. Alonso. 1. M., Lopez, M., Barttle. L, Ortega, E.. Sanchez-perez. B.and  Disenta, F. 2003,
Identification of self-incompatibility alleles in almond and related Prumus species using PCR, Genet123; 397-
401.
8- Ortega, E., Sutherland, B. G., Dicenta, F., Boskovie, R. & Tobun, K. R. 2005 Determination of
imeompatibility genotypes in almond using first and second intron consensus primers: detection of new S alleles
and correction of reported S genotypes. Plant Bread, 124, 188-196.
9- Sharafi, Y.. karimi, M., and Ghorbanifar, M. 2000, Study of pollen twb cross-compatibility and fruit set in
some  almond genotypes. Afric J Plant Sci 4:134-137,
10-Sheikh  Alyan, A, 2005. Swdy of phenotypic and molecular among  some  hybrids mass on
almond.M.Sc. thesis in Horticultural Science, Faculty of Agriculture, University of Tehran, Iran, (In Farsi).
I11- Somnneveld, T., Tobutt, K. B. & Robbins T. P. (2003). Allele-specific PCR detection of sweet cherry self-
meompatibility (5) alleles 51w 816 using consensus and allele-specific primers. Theorical and Applied
Gienetics. 107, 1059- 1070

12- Swtherland, B, G.. Robbins, T. P. & Tobutt, K. R, 2004, Primers amplifying a range of Prunus S-
alleles. Plant Breed, 123, 582-584,

9¥F



