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Some Leaf Characteristics are Better Morphometric 

Discriminators for Chestnut Genotypes 
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1
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ABSTRACT 

This study was carried out in order to determine the leave characteristics of some 

chestnut genotypes in the Central Black Sea Region of Turkey and also to determine 

whether the leaf morphometric characteristics could be used for differentiation of 

genotypes. In this study, seven chestnut (Castanea sativa Mill.) genotypes (SA5-1, SE 3-12, 

SE 21-2, SE 21-9, 552-8, 556-7 and 556-8) and one cultivar (Sariaslama) were used. Some 

leaf parameters such as lamina length, lamina width, leaf length, leaf area, petiole length, 

teeth width, teeth length, stomatal density, stomata width, stomata length, lamina 

width/lamina length, lamina width/leaf length, petiole length/lamina length, stomatal 

index, distance between the lateral veins and teeth width/teeth length were measured. 

Most of the chestnut genotypes could be differentiated easily by using leaf morphometric 

characteristics. The lamina width, lamina length, leaf length, distance between the lateral 

veins, leaf area, stomata width, stomata length and the ratios of teeth width/teeth length, 

lamina width/lamina length and lamina width/leaf length were better discriminators for 

chestnut genotypes. 
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INTRODUCTION 

Phenotypic evolution is a comprehensive 

term in plant biology applied to variation 

within and among species of an array of 

morphological characters (Pigliucci et al., 

1991). Furthermore, morphological and 

phenological characteristics are traditionally 

used to develop quantitative estimates of 

genetic similarities and relationships (Ertan, 

2007). Studies of plant ecotypic differentiation 

have widely demonstrated genetic variation in 

allocational and growth related traits (Sultan, 

1995). Lang and Huang (1999) noted that 

evaluation of genetic diversity and population 

structure of the species in natural populations 

is crucial for developing a conservation 

strategy and sustainable utilization of the 

natural resources.  

China, Korea, Turkey, Italy, Bolivia, Japan, 

Portugal and Spain are the leading countries in 

the World’s chestnut production. However, 

there are two main areas of particular 

biological value for European chestnut genetic 

resources in Europe: Turkey and the Iberian 

Peninsula, with the former being one of the 

original centers of chestnut (Villani et al., 

1999). Chestnut growing areas in Turkey are 

spread from the Eastern Black Sea Region, 

through Marmara and the Aegean Regions and 

then reach to Antalya in the Mediterranean 

Region in Anatolia (Davis, 1982; Soylu, 

2004). Moreover, the Black Sea Region has 

one third of the total chestnut production in 

Turkey (Turkstat, 2010). Therefore, selection 

studies for yield, earliness and fruit quality 

have been made to improve the chestnut 

cultivars in the Marmara (Ayfer et al., 1977; 

Ayfer and Soylu, 1995) and Aegean Regions 

(Ozkarakas et al., 1995; Ertan et al., 2007; 

Koyuncu et al., 2008) and especially in the 

Black Sea Region (Serdar, 1999; Serdar and 

Soylu, 1999; Serdar, 2002; Ozkan, 2003; 
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Figure 1. Map showing Fatsa from which samples were obtained. 

Yarilgac et al., 2009). After some selection 

studies in the Black Sea Region, experimental 

orchards were established in two locations 

(Samsun and Ordu) in 1998. Preliminary 

results for especially the number of 

unproductive years, plant growth and some 

pomological and phenological traits under the 

same ecological conditions have been reported 

(Serdar and Soylu, 2005). The yield and some 

fruit traits of the genotypes were determined in 

2000-2005. This information was used by 

Turkey Variety Registration and Seed 

Certification Centre for variety registration of 

these genotypes in 2006. Indeed, during these 

studies a number of problems arose in 

evaluating some morphological leaf traits of 

the genotypes such as shape of base of blade, 

color of lower side, incisions of margin, leaf 

hairiness etc., because these leaf traits were 

very changeable depending upon years, shoots, 

and sampling points in the shoots.  

Chestnut leaves are simple, arranged 

alternately, dark green in color, and shiny in 

appearance. The margins of leaf are coarsely 

toothed. Advances in genetic selection and 

growing system are likely to affect leaf 

parameters. The cultivar identification is 

traditionally based on the observation of 

morphological characteristics of which 

expressions are largely influenced by 

developmental, environmental and cultivation 

factors (Pereira-Lorenzo et al.,1996a; 

Oraguzie et al.,1998). However, there is not 

enough knowledge related to effects of genetic 

factors and enviromental conditions on 

stability of leaf parameters in chestnut. On the 

other hand, determining the morphological and 

phenological differences amongst the selected 

chestnut genotypes has to be requested in 

cultivar registration. Thus, it seemed 

worthwhile to evaluate leaf characteristics. 

Accordingly, the objective of this research was 

to evaluate the leaf characteristics of seven 

chestnut (Castanea sativa Mill.) genotypes 

and one cultivar grown under the same 

conditions and also to determine whether leaf 

morphometric characteristics could be used for 

differentation of genotypes. 

MATERIAL AND METHODS 

Field studies were carried out in August, 

2006-2007 in an orchard (7 x 7 m) established 

in 1998 located in Fatsa county of Ordu 

province. This place is located in the North of 

Turkey (40°58’38’’N and 37°36’35’’E, 240 m 

a.s.l.) in the Central Black Sea Region (Figure 

1). According to data obtained from Turkish 

State Meteorological Service (TSMS, 2008), 

the climate of the area in the experiment years 

is characterized by annual mean temperature 
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Figure 2. Average monthly readings during the experiments. The bars show temperature (�) 2006 and (�) 

2007, while the lines show precipitation (∆) 2006 and (�) 2007. 

of 14.4-15.2ºC, and total rainfall of 1 053.9-1 

068.5 mm (Figure 2). The soil was clay loam 

with 1.14 % organic matter and a pH of 5.75. 

Trees were 8 years old, grown under same 

conditions.  

In the study, chestnut genotypes with 

superior fruit characteristics (not merely 

timber-type) were preferred. For this aim, in 

the study, the SA5-1, SE 3-12, SE 21-2, SE 

21-9, 552-8, 556-7, and 556-8 chestnut 

(Castanea sativa Mill.) genotypes selected 

from the Black Sea Region (Serdar, 1999; 

Serdar and Soylu 1999) and Sariaslama as 

standard cultivar selected from the Marmara 

Region, Turkey (Ayfer and Soylu, 1995) were 

used. Ten leaves per tree and three trees per 

genotype were sampled. Leaf samples were 

taken from 5
th
-7

th
 nodes in well developed 

lateral shoots at the closing time of stomata, 

09.00-11.00 a.m (Sahin and Soylu, 1991). Leaf 

morphologic parameters were determined in 

adult leaves from the external part of the 

crown, which were collected on 9 and 10 

August. After leaf sampling, 6 leaf pieces 

containing the membrane of stomatal surface 

were taken from each leave. In this 

preparation, firstly nail polish was applied to 

between the lateral veins of lower surface 

containing stomatas (Sahin and Soylu, 1991). 

After drying out for approximately five 

minutes, leaf pieces (2.0-2.5 cm
2
) containing 

membrane of stomatal surface taken out with 

adherent acetate (Bozoglu and Karayel, 2006). 

After taking of stomatal surface, dimensions of 

leaf, lamina and teeth, and distance between 

the lateral veins were measured in the leaf 

samples, and some ratios of these traits were 

determined. Stomata count and measurements 

of dimensions including width and length were 

done in three regions having an area of 180 

mm
2
 per sampling using 40x100 or 20 x100 

magnifying lenses. In this study, lamina 

length, lamina width, leaf length, petiole 

length, teeth width, teeth length, distance 

between the lateral veins, stomatal density, 

stomata width, and stomata length were 

measured (Figure 3) and lamina width/lamina 

length, lamina width/leaf length, petiole 

length/lamina length, stomatal index 

(width/length) and teeth width/teeth length 

were calculated (UPOV 1989; Pigliucci et al., 

1991; Kotobuki, 1996; Oraguzie et al., 1998). 

Leaf area was determined according to Serdar 

and Demirsoy (2006). All measurements were 

repeated in both years (2006 and 2007) in 

order to determine effects of enviromental 

conditions on studied leaf parameters.  
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Figure 3. Diagrammatic explanation of some of the leaf traits measured. LaW: Lamina width, PL: 

Petiole length, LaL: Lamina length, LeL: Leaf length, DLV: Distance between the lateral veins, TW: Teeth 

width, TL: Teeth length, SW: Stomata width, SL: Stomata length. Other traits discussed in the text. 

 

Leaf characteristics of the genotypes, 

including the effects of year, genotype, and 

their interaction, were studied by two-factor 

ANOVA. Therefore, data were analyzed in a 

randomized block design as factorial 

arrangement (2 x 8) of treatments. For data on 

leaf characteristics, individual leaves were 

considered as experimental unit (n = 30 per 

genotype). When the F test was significant, 

differences were determined by Duncan’s 

multiple range tests. All analyses were 

performed using the SPSS statistical package 

(SPSS, 1999). Results are presented as means 

and a pooled SEM. 

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

The results show that genotype generates 
more difference in studied leaf parameters than 

year, except for stomatal index, and that a 
significant interaction between genotype and 
year was observed for the petiole length, teeth 
width, teeth length, stomatal density and 
petiole length to lamina length ratio. Leaf 
parameters such as size and shape are a 
frequently recorded variable in plant research, 
as they can be important indicators of 
variability within and among populations 
(Aravanopoulos, 2005). Some leaf 
characteristics related to leaf and stomata size 
and stomata density is presented in Table 1. 
Lamina width was the lowest in SE 3-12 and 
highest in 552-8 and SE 21-9 (p<0.01). The 
lamina width of 556-7, Sariaslama, 556-8 and 
SE 21-2 had similar values (p<0.01). The 552-
8 genotype had the highest leaf dimensions 
and distance between the lateral veins. The SE 
3-12 and Sariaslama genotypes had the lowest 
distance between the lateral veins (p<0.01). 
The leaf length was lowest in 556-7 and SA 5-
1 genotypes. The area of leaves from the      
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SE 3-12, 556-7, SE 21-2, Sariaslama, SA 5-1, 
556-8, which had similar leaf areas, and SE 
21-9 genotype were significantly smaller than 
those from 552-8 genotype.  The leaf area of 
552-8 genotype was 40.4 and 28.8% larger 
than those of the SE 3-12 genotype and 
Sariaslama cultivar, respectively. Radersma et 
al.(2008) reported that leaf area may be an 
important determinant of water use in trees. 
Pigliucci et al. (1991) found significant 
variations among populations of Castanea 
sativa in both the pattern and magnitude of 
integration of leaf and fruit traits.  

Stomata are used for gas exchange, and have 

important role in the environmental stress, 

ploidy levels and resistance to drought, disease 

and insects (Franks and Farquhar, 2007; 

Fernandez et. al., 2008; Gomes-Laranjo et al., 

2008; Chen et al., 2009; Lukovic et al., 2009; 

Mehri et al., 2009). The leaf stomata 

frequency of the genotypes can be related to 

adaptation processes of the trees. The 556-8 

genotype having the highest stomata density 

has also higher productivity and more 

resistance to chestnut blight. Stomata 

dimensions were the lowest in SE 21-9 and 

largest in Sariaslama and 556-7 genotypes, 

which originated from the Marmara Region of 

Turkey. Sahin and Soylu (1991) noted that 

Sariaslama was one of the standard cultivars 

having big stomatas in this region. In the 

present study, chestnut genotypes having wide 

stomatas also had long stomatas. This finding 

is in consistence with that of Sahin and Soylu 

(1991). 

 Some ratios in relation to dimension of leaf, 

teeth and stomata of different chestnut 

genotypes are presented in Table 2. The SA 5-

1 genotype had the highest ratios for lamina 

width/lamina length, lamina width/leaf length 

and also teeth width/teeth length. SE 3-12 

genotype, having the narrowest leaf, had also 

the lowest values for these ratios. But 552-8 

and SE 21-9 genotypes, having the widest leaf, 

did not have the highest values for these ratios 

(Table 2). 

Table 1 and Table 2 show that there was a 

strong genetic impact on leaf and stomata size 

and shape parameters (ratios) except for 

stomatal index. This result indicates that leaf 

parameters studied in the present study may be 

appropriate variables in order to detect levels 

of phenotypic variability among genotypes. 

Furones and Fernandez-Lopez (2005) and 

Aravanopoulos (2005) stated that leaf traits, 

such as leaf size and shape may be useful as 

descriptors in chestnut and may be suitable 

variables in order to detect levels of 

phenotypic variability among populations. 

However, the use of a group of parameters 

(petiole length, teeth width, teeth length, 

stomatal density and petiole length/lamina 

length) for detecting the levels of phenotypic 

variability among genotypes may not be 

considered reliable because these parameters 

can be variable due to the effect of year x 

genotype interaction. Bozoglu and Karayel 

(2006) reported that there was not enough 

evidence for using stomatal density 

characteristic for cultivar differentiation in pea. 

Morphological characterization is the official 

method accepted for registration and 

protection of new cultivars (Pereira-Lorenzo et 

al., 1996a). Therefore, these results support the 

idea that it is necessary to find morphological 

descriptors that are able to distinguish new 

chestnut cultivars and to make observations in 

different years and regions to reduce 

environmental interactions (Pereira-Lorenzo et 

al., 1996a; Oraguzie et al., 1998). Although 

morphological traits depend on environmental 

conditions, the genetic effects are expected to 

be more important than the environmental 

ones (Pereira-Lorenzo et al., 1996a,b) as was 

observed in the present study. Goulao et al. 

(2001) reported that although significant 

differences among chestnut trees were 

observed for some traits, the intercultivar 

differences were higher than intracultivar 

variations, which is in agreement with the 

findings of our experiment. Some leaf 

parameters (lamina length, leaf length, leaf 

area and distance between the lateral veins) did 

not vary between years although year had a 

significant impact on other leaf parameters 

(Table 1 and Table 2). There were significant 

effects of year x genotype interactions on the 

petiole length, teeth width, teeth length, and 

stomatal density (Table 1). Leaf dimensions 

can be slightly changeable according to 
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 environmental conditions and cultural 

practices. However, the ratios obtained from 

leaf dimensions may be more stable. There 

were no significant effects of year x genotype 

interaction on the ratios obtained from leaf 

dimensions except for the petiole 

length/lamina length (Table 2). Responses of 

plant populations to environmental changes 

clearly depend upon the interaction between 

individual phenotypic plasticity and genetic 

variation (Nicotra et al., 1997). The significant 

effects of year or year x genotype interaction 

may be related to the climatic conditions, 

including homogeneous irradiation during the 

daylight in each year and/or with the 

developmental age (Mediavilla and Escudero, 

2003; Covone and Gratani, 2006).  

Four of chestnut genotypes (SE 21-2, SE 3-

12, SE 21-9 and 552-8) used in the present 

study were registered by Turkey Variety 

Registration and Seed Certification Centre and 

were named as Ersinop, Unal, Erfelek and 

Eryayla, respectively in 2009. This study was 

the first effort to evaluate the leaf 

characteristics of four novel chestnut cultivars.  

CONCLUSIONS 

It is concluded that leaf parameters may be 

suitable variables in order to detect levels of 

phenotypic variability among chestnut 

(Castanea sativa Mill.) genotypes. In the 

present study, the traits of lamina width, 

lamina length, leaf length, distance between 

the lateral veins, leaf area, stomata width, 

stomata length and the ratios of teeth 

width/teeth length, lamina width/lamina length 

and lamina width/leaf length were determined 

as more reliable characteristics for 

discrimination of the chestnut genotypes. In 

this study, most of the chestnut genotypes 

were easily distinguished by morphometric 

leaf traits. However, discrimination of some 

genotypes such as SE 21-2 and 556-8 was 

difficult with these leaf parameters. Hence, 

other morphological traits for catkins, nuts, 

burs and buds should be considered. On the 

other hand, genetic diversity among these 

chestnut genotypes should be investigated by 

using molecular markers.  

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS 

This study was supported by Research Fund 

of Agriculture Faculty, Ondokuz Mayis 

University. The authors are grateful to Dr. N. 

Ocak for his critical editing of the manuscript. 

Nazan Kurt received an MSc graduate from 

the Natural Science Institute, Ondokuz Mayis 

University. 

REFERENCES 

1. Aravanopoulos, F. A. 2005. Phenotypic 

Variation and Population Relationships of 

Chestnut (Castanea sativa) in Greece, 

Revealed by Multivariate Analysis of Leaf 

Morphometrics. Acta Hortic., 693: 233-240.  

2. Ayfer, M. and Soylu, A. 1995. Selection of 

Chestnut Cultivars (Castanea sativa Mill.) in 

Marmara Region of Turkey. Proc. of the 

International Congress on Chestnut. October 

20-23, 1993, Spoleto, Italy. PP. 285-289. 

3. Ayfer, M., Soylu, A. and Celebioglu, G. 1977. 

Selection of Chestnut Cultivars (Castanea 

sativa Mill.) in Marmara Region. Proc. Tubitak 

4
th
 Scien. Congr., Hortic. Sect., 84:123-132. 

4. Bozoglu, H. and Karayel, R. 2006. 

Investigutienof Stomata Densities in Pea 

(Pisum sativum L.) Lines/ cultivars.Online J. 

Biological Sci., 6: 45-50. 

5. Chen, G., Sun, W. B. and Sun, H. 2009. 

Morphological Characteristics of Leaf 

Epidermis and Size Variation of Leaf, Flower 

and Fruit in Different Ploidy Levels in 

Buddleja Macrostachya (Buddlejaceae). J. 

Syst. and Evol., 47: 231-236 . 

6. Covone, F. and Gratani, L. 2006. Age-related 

Physiological and Structural Traits of Chestnut 

Coppices at the Castelli Romani Park (Italy). 

Ann. Forest Sci., 63: 239-247. 

7. Davis, P. H. 1982. Flora of Turkey- VII. 

Edinburg University Press.  

8. Ertan, E. 2007. Variability in Leaf and Fruit 

Morphology and in Fruit Composition of 

Chestnuts (Castanea sativa Mill.) in the Nazilli 

Region of Turkey. Gen. Res. Crop Evol., 54: 

691-699. 

9. Ertan, E., Seferoglu, G., Dalkilic, G., Tekintas, 

F. E., Seferoglu, S., Babaeren, F., Onal, M. and 

 [
 D

O
R

: 2
0.

10
01

.1
.1

68
07

07
3.

20
11

.1
3.

6.
6.

9 
] 

 [
 D

ow
nl

oa
de

d 
fr

om
 ja

st
.m

od
ar

es
.a

c.
ir

 o
n 

20
24

-1
2-

15
 ]

 

                             8 / 10

https://dorl.net/dor/20.1001.1.16807073.2011.13.6.6.9
https://jast.modares.ac.ir/article-23-7497-en.html


Morphometric Discriminators for Chestnut Genotypes _____________________________  

893 

Dalkilic, Z. 2007. Selection of Chestnuts 

(Castanea sativa Mill.) Grown in Nazilli 

District, Turkey. Turk. J. Agr. For., 31:115-

123. 

10. Fernandez, V., Eichert, T., Rio, D. V., Lopez-

Casado, G., Heredia-Guerrero, J. A., Abadia, 

A., Heredia, A. and Abadia, J. 2008. Leaf 

Structural Changes Chlorosis in Field-Grown 

Physiological Implications. Plant and Soil, 

311:161-172. 

11. Franks, P. J. and Farquhar, G. D. 2007. The 

Mechanical Diversity of Stomata and Its 

Significance in Gas-exchange Control. Plant 

Physiology, 143:78-87. 

12. Furones, P. and Fernandez-Lopez, J. 2005. 

Differentiation among Chestnut Cultivars 

Using Adaptative and Morphological Traits. 

Acta Hortic., 693: 97-504. 

13. Gomes-Laranjo J., Coutinho, J. P., Galhano, V. 

and Ferreira-Cardoso, J. V. 2008. Differences 

in Photosynthetic Apparatus of Leaves from 

Different Sides of the Chestnut Canopy. 

Photosynthetica, 46: 3-72. 

14. Goulao, L., Valdiviesso, T., Santana, C. and 

Oliveira, C. M. 2001. Comparison between 

Phenetic Characterisation using RAPD and 

ISSR Markers and Phenotypic Data of 

Cultivated Chestnut (Castanea sativa Mill.). 

Gen. Res. Crop Evol., 48: 29-338. 

15. Kotobuki, K. 1996. Cultivation and Evaluation 

of Fruit Tree PGR. Technical Assistance 

Activities for Genetic Resource Projects. Japan 

Inter. Coop. Agency. ADL-JR-96-21, No. 31. 

84-101. 

16. Koyuncu, F., Cetınbas, M. and Yıldırım, A. N. 

2008. Pomological Properties and Proximate 

Analysis of Native Chestnut (Castanea sativa 

Mill.) Germplasm from Isparta, Turkey. J. 

Amer. Pom. Soc., 62: 98-109.  

17. Lang, P. and Huang, H. 1999. Genetic 

Variation and Population Structure of three 

Endemic Castanea Species in China. Acta 

Hortic., 494: 269-276. 

18. Lukovic, J., Maksimovic, I., Zoric, L., Nagl, 

N., Percic, M., Polic, D. and Putnik-Delic M. 

2009. Histological Characteristics of Sugar 

Beet Leaves Potentially Linked to Drought 

Tolerance. Indust. Crops Prod., 30: 281-286. 

19. Mediavilla, S. and Escudero, A. 2003. Mature 

Trees Versus Seedlings: Differences in Leaf 

Traits and Gas Exchange Patterns of Three Co-

occurring Mediterranean Oaks. Ann. For. Sci., 

60: 455-460. 

20. Mehri, N., Fotovat, R., Saba, J. and Jabbari, F. 

2009. Variation of Stomata Dimensions and 

Densities in Tolerant and Susceptible Wheat 

Cultivars under Drought Stres. J. Food Agric. 

& Envir., 7 : 167-170. 

21. Nicotra, A. B., Chazdon, R. L. and Schlichting, 

C. D. 1997. Patterns of Genotypic Variation 

and Phenotypic Plasticity of Light Response in 

Two Tropical Piper (Piperaceae) Species. 

Amer. J. Botany, 84: 1542-1552. 

22. Oraguzei, N. C., Mcneil, D. L., Klinac, D. L., 

Knowles, R. D. and Sedcole, J. R. 1998. 

Relationships of Chestnut Species and New 

Zealand Selections Using Morpho-nut 

Characters. Euphytica, 99: 27-33.  

23. Ozkan, Y. 2003. Investigations on 

Morphological and Pomological 

Characteristics of Chestnut Genotypes in 

Ikizce and Senbolluk Natural Areas of Ordu 

Vicinity. Acta Hortic., 598: 205-210. 

24. Ozkarakas, I., Gonulsen, N., Ulubelde, M., 

Ozakman, S. and Onal, K. 1995. Selection 

Studies of Chestnut Cultivars (Castanea sativa 

Mill) in Aegean Region. Turkey 2
nd

 National 

Hortic. Congr., 1: 505-509.  

25. Pereira-Lorenzo, S., Fernandez-Lopez, J. and 

Moreno-Gonzales, J. 1996a. Variability and 

Grouping of Northwestern Spanish Chestnut 

Cultivars. I. Morphological traits. J. Amer. Soc. 

Hortic. Sci., 121:183-189. 

26. Pereira-Lorenzo, S., Fernandez-Lopez, J. and 

Moreno-Gonzales, J. 1996b. Variability and 

Grouping of Northwestern Spanish Chestnut 

Cultivars. II. Isoenzymatic traits. J. Amer. Soc. 

Hortic. Sci.,, 121:190-197. 

27. Pigliucci, M., Paoletti, C., Fineschi, S. and 

Malvolti, M. E. 1991. Phenotypic Integration 

in Chestnut (Castanea sativa Mill.): Leaves 

Versus Fruits. Botanical Gazette, 152: 514-

521. 

28. Radersma, S., Ong, C. K. and Coe, R. 2008. 

Water Use of Tree Lines: Importance of Leaf 

Area and Micrometeorology in Sub-Humid 

Kenya. Agroforestry Systems, 66: 179-189. 

29. Sahin, T. and Soylu, A. 1991. A Research on 

the Leaf Morphology and Stomata Frequency 

of Some Important Selected Chestnut 

Cultivars. Uludag University Institute of 

Science Report No:10. 

30. Serdar, U. 1999. Selection of Chestnut 

(Castanea sativa Mill.) in Sinop Vicinity. 

Proc. 2
nd 

Int. Symp. on Chestnut. Acta Hortic., 

494: 327-332. 

31. Serdar, U. 2002. Chestnut selection in Camili 

vicinity (Artvin-Borçka). J. Fac. Agric. OMU, 

17:57-30. 

 [
 D

O
R

: 2
0.

10
01

.1
.1

68
07

07
3.

20
11

.1
3.

6.
6.

9 
] 

 [
 D

ow
nl

oa
de

d 
fr

om
 ja

st
.m

od
ar

es
.a

c.
ir

 o
n 

20
24

-1
2-

15
 ]

 

                             9 / 10

https://dorl.net/dor/20.1001.1.16807073.2011.13.6.6.9
https://jast.modares.ac.ir/article-23-7497-en.html


 ____________________________________________________________________ Serdar and Kurt 

894 

32. Serdar, U. and Demırsoy, H. 2006. Non-

destructive Leaf Area Estimation in Chestnut. 

Scientia Hortic., 108: 227-230. 

33. Serdar, U. and Soylu, A. 1999. Selection of 

Chestnut (Castanea sativa Mill.) in Samsun 

vicinity. Proc 2nd
 
Intl. Symp. on Chestnut. 

Acta Hortic., 494: 333-338.  

34. Serdar, U. and Soylu, A. 2005. Preliminary 

Results on Chestnut Selection in Black Sea 

Region. Pak. J. Biol. Sci., 8 : 877-881.  

35. Soylu, A. 2004. Chestnut Growing and 

Specialities. Hasad Publication. PP: 64., 

Istanbul, Turkey. 

36. SPSS (Statistical Package for the Social 

Sciences) 1999. SPSS Version 10.0 per 

Windows® SPSS Inc, Headquarters, Wacker 

Drive, Chicago. 

37. Sultan, S. E. 1995. Phenotypic Plasticity and 

Plant Adaptation. Acta Botan. Neerl., 44: 363-

383. 

38. TSMS 2008. Turkish State Meteorological 

Service. www.meteor.gov.tr. Accessed 18 

February 2010. 

39. TURKSTAT 2010. Turkish Statistical 

InstituteIhttp://www.turkstat.gov.tr/IAccessed 

18 February 2010. 

40. UPOV (International Union for the Protection 

of New Varieties of Plants) 1989. Draft 

Gudidelines Fot the Conduct of Tests for 

Distinetness, Homogeneity and Stability 

(CHESTNUT).TG/124/1(proj.).  

41. Villani, F., Lauteri, M., Sansotta, A., 

Cherubini, M., Monteverdi, M. C. and 

Mattioni, C. 1999. Genetic Structure and 

Quantitative Traits Variation in F1 Full-sibs 

Progenies of Castanea sativa Mill. Acta 

Hortic., 494: 395-405. 

42. 42. Yarılgac, T., Colak, F. and Balta, M. F. 

2009. Fruit Characteristics of Selected 

Chestnut (Castanea sativa Mill.) in Inebolu 

(Kastamonu/Turkey) District. Acta Hortic., 

825: 201-206. 

 مميزه بهتري در اندازه گيري هاي ريخت شناسي ژنوتيپ ،برخي مشخصات برگ

 هاي شاه بلوط مي باشند

  كرت . نسردار و . او

  چكيده

خصات برگ در تعدادي از ژنوتيپ هاي شاه بلوط كه در اندازه گيري منظور ارزيابي مشاين بررسي به

تواند كاربرد داشته باشد در منطقه مركزي درياي سياه در ريخت شناسي برگ جهت تشخيص ژنوتيپ ها مي

( شامل ژنوتيپ هاي  ) Castanea sativa Mill( در اين بررسي هفت ژنوتيپ شاه بلوط . تركيه اجرا شد

SA5-1, SE 3-12, SE21-2, SE21-9, 552-8, 556-7 ( و يك كولتيوار)Sariaslama ( مورد

برخي مشخصات برگ مانند طول پهنك، عرض پهنك، طول برگ، سطح برگ، طول . استفاده قرار گرفت

  نه هاي برگ، تراكم روزنه ها، عرض روزنه ها، طول روزنه ها،دمبرگ، عرض دندانه هاي برگ، طول دندا

عرض پهنك به طول پهنك، عرض پهنك به طول برگ، طول دمبرگ به طول پهنك، ضريب روزنه اي، 

بر اين اساس برخي از ژنوتيپ . هاي جانبي و عرض دندانه به طول دندانه اندازه گيري شدندفاصله بين رگبرگ

وان به سهولت با استفاده از ويژگيهاي مربوط به اندازه گيري ريخت شناسي برگ تهاي شاه بلوط را مي

در اين ميان ويژگي هاي پهنك برگ، طول پهنك برگ، طول برگ، فاصله بين رگبرگهاي . مشخص نمود

جانبي، سطح برگ، عرض روزنه، طول روزنه و نسبت عرض دندانه برگ به طول دندانه، عرض پهنك به 

عنوان بهترين مميزه در تفكيك ژنوتيپ هاي شاه بلوط ض پهنك برگ به طول برگ بهطول پهنك و عر

   .تشخيص داده شدند
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