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Table 1. Pollination between pollen donor and recipient pear cultivars
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Fig. 1. Overlapping of blooming period in pear cultivars in two years full bloom stage is
indicated in black color.
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Table 2. Fruit set (F.S.) and mean seed number per fruit (S.N.) in different self and open pollinated combinations as well as emasculated
blooms in pear cultivars
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Means, in each column, fallowed by the same letter are not significantly different at the 1% probability level- using Duncan’s Multiple Range Test. Means for F.S. and
S.N., in each column were compared separateltly.
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Table 3. Fruit set (F.S.) and mean seed number per fruit (S.N.) in different pollination
combinations of pear cultivars
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Pollen donor cultivars

Pollpn recipient e <5 - Sk &S 0 5n ol kb
cultivars 4 Dar Gazi  Sebri  Natanzi  Shekari Shah Miveh Bartlett
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Means, in each row, followed by the some letter are not significantly different at the 1% probability level-

using Duncan’s Multiple Range Test.
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