2024 i/ Bludi 249 (1) 11 Lol il Egall 4y pead) Unall - G935 g0k

Morus nigra cv. Al-Shami lad) cigill (e deg i jkl s gsiill
LAl ciliualgall Lo Talaie)

Miuks 0518 s O lag sligy D gaa cuasag D% 390k pluas
Ayges DU €50 Aaala el LIS (plad) acd (1
P ge AADU ¢y daals cdagaal) bl K5e (2
Ayges ¢ 3ad el Tpalell Gigadl Aalall Al (3
.(hussambaroudi@gmail.com : g S 2l . 535k als . p Abualyall*

)
)
)
)

2022/11/15: Jssll s 2022/10/2: e gesyls

Toaddall

37 On i (bl sill leg)ie Bk 49 e 20205 2019 ueledl Dl ) 38

Chuags Caags AU (e Sk 35 Gushsb (e ok 95 ¢ ean) Bl Ahilas e bk

Ul g L Lol clibal) Ay Loy dald Ddis e puagy LIS 5kl o

o S ISa s o alall gl ey dueh) 3 Lualell Gigadl Aalell diggl) plaal (e

25 canyd opliml adlse b aldl) il BUAN bl e JB s obyladl) dldlas

Ceaddal Jgha b Slbedl candd L gyailly @aly sl goenall o JS) AASE dia

Slls a5ms ) Gl Ll Ay A8 Jabie (il B G ol daps sl

Al ol ihaall adsd) el Aelil el Augyad) elall cogill Syl BS o daals

52 iy Jhy (il Jae il iicsene e )kl g3g LDl hbia maagl L ddlis

DEll Spa ) cilulall dELEYL okl sl g Shsll ST COBAY i 3 lee

Glaall Laaal lgde Jeaniall gl maag LS cdahall adlse o ddidal) diull Cag kil

Lald by e ol g bl gl Sk G Sholl gl Aadys 8 dusg paall LIS

Ll peatll ililee 3 Lt 52l Ly

C(AE Cag ¢ g go5 (MOTUS Nigra L. oli g rdgalide cilals
tdadiall
) ALl Afhsl) alaall e yoall Tie Tagas callal) 3 dalgll Jhslly (gnd) gstll Sha aal (e dupse 348
AN dibiie Gllalias el lupw hoasi joladll od aals g saladl i) LadalY) o U Gy agas dey)3alls
laa¥l (Jaas of o ) Al lislgY) e Ljgm A Braiall LD Gl gl alas dles Alle el
Al Sleanad) (3o Lnaliall A8)60 5kl iy i) Caliall bl 3 48l lpailad (e alindl IS
IS Al clulal) say o aypn dainy (sMlly «igllS Alagally Syiall St ol Grenilly Gl Lad Ll
(Yilmaz et al., 2012) (ulud
5 AdlaaY) dady ddlaa) shldl & s (Urticales 43, (Moraceae 4ssill duaill Morus cusill (uis i
14 5 ((Freeman, 1978) 385 lesi 12 s¢d canrre o oginlill cabisl sane lelgil cagill Guin sy L allall (g dlinal
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oas) gl el oda aal (jas «(Datta, 2002; Nepal et al., 2012) 1 ls les 685 (Huo, 2002) 385 less
G sl il e Ciia 100 e ST aas (Srivastava et al., 2004; Yilmaz et al., 2012) 25815 ¥l
(ol 7 D dardieadl Lale) gl Gyl b Ally ¢ aallg 39wVl Gl gl mlall Dlgadl W)ld axdid
Jledis duygus ol 35 (Ercisli and Orhan, 2008) Jawsiall jadl (g 8 dagall gl glsl o 251 cisillé
.(Doymaz, 2004; Kafkas et al., 2008) 35 cagill Lol asall ddladll 1yaly Lanss

(Nepal et al., gl cliad lalal 5aam ¢ el 10 Leelinl jalaty ¥ canall 50K (3lye¥) Aabluia 39wyl cigill sy
s o RN dasd ) ¢ bl gl el Apala Bl 068 o Sass sl 2508 il Logee il (2012)
sl e sadl g oy Jal el 355k o ik Ulaly 50 5l B Guinl) Lalal Dlal Bale (55 La
el Ghs¥) LT e Bale S gl 25305 ¢l alall lsat o Tula pagn cdlabide dua3l) achpll . sl
.(Barbour et al., 2008) gl Gt e Auglall 35Y) Bl (pe Ligall il Lty

st (Ofieaile GIbS (e (5Se pandl gl Clbe ae Bl 4 (e dgall BN O5ST ¢ uiall samg daliiie 503])
o Leisl DY) Laiy cae 2 3 algh oy cdbuall HLEY 8 anall pe LSS 4l gl b mnall (g3l cuanll (368
Qo ke 3 UYL (i Giad 4 s ity e pae gl ol maas @i aa 1 =0.5 lelshy ¢ ens
Wsle 05855 (Ol elpad 383 sl L (Fnafc, 1997) as: 22 s> milil lgiala jaied Cus il Bals (5555
a0 3.5 = 35 coml) gl L ae 2.7 Anther ,ld) Jsh alus onad 45 oDl 4 liigiy el o5l aes Tugh
sl 8 e 2.5 =25 panll gl e 15 s AL DLl ol alus LVl L) i L jeaY) cogill b
Sy Al juaidy Al Jigha ) Al Jsh s i gens ) gl Guin ani . (Griggs and Iwakiri, 1973) jeal!
.(Koidzumi, 1917) acsall e el dgasl las (pic gena ) )50 ansit de sane

GhY) and Baslgll Bl o i Gl Aayys JSE gty Led (iias dad) Aol ddatld el Lagas (315Y)
a8)5l) acliy Ay ¢uiedl) (K5 Cilidng diise Alsliie Ay hanaie ye HAY) lgians ey Garadll 2806 f dualed
gl e dadld ASsam GhgY) (Al S ) e dugan ) Ligaan cdibide JISEL Ghe¥) 058y @l e
.(Nepal etal., 2012) goll los 2l g5 ity ol mhand) o duthag (golal

AES 8 diadlie aalae b guasi Ll V) cdlaiio 53 )Y bl e S d3e (e 058 A gl AL
b Gras cenl slin slhaid) clpdl) o S e e LR LA G5 LAl e gl L iy iaal
O Bl e Uit Toga manmy Ganadd) ga alS) Gaciliy ¢ RlA A8 pa ngha (05S cagil) B s dial Wl ¢ s
G lpdl) e sral el dane Ll 8 clpdl) (68 Y (@Sl Al Jld Jaes E5al) el el e %44
-(Griggs and Iwakiri, 1973) s (gsias

Ghlie (30 MOTUS Geinll 4x lsil 9 ) i Mane 124 3 SlajY) deds e dud (1986) spals Jolly s
O Oas BaYe et DA 5y Sl dag Mane 445 (Sl U S 75 o bl copelily A Al
{(%46.7) tise Sare 585 (%13.7) 1S3 Mane 17 1¢Sesall 4515 a4
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Lol 8 b Labial) dalgall of Ty QUL 8 gl Calial (s & Y] dada (1963) Minamizawa (s
Sadllg diigall L3y aac g duciall

Sl elily gl Juidl 45 & ol e liia 301 3 S wiall (Sl (1995) (5875 Tikader oo
LS5 (%13) 39 ¢Sl Bamg (%17) 52 e bia (%53) 161 1S (%16) Lia 49 35as

M. latifolia, M. indica, M. alba glsHU dels cugill e Bl 251 s g5l (2007) 05415 Banerjee Gas
Gastiall Jlanll il cpglaly ¢l 5 A dsag Laagl G ¢A4SE daa 14 e slaeYL <M. laevigata
Al 5% axs 80 AN Chragl) il 4ulS) e oginld) oy cdilie legana 7 o dugpadl okl g
.(Bootprom et al., 2014) cisill Shsll renil) b Bea ilill alasiol 4alSals ¢ Shll cplall oo

43 G Abal Al o 3 (Adad) ) we Ciailly Jaall 508 Alles ey Ldls see Morus L. gl G &)
(DL Ot ann) (e gane iad () Ganl] gl de gana Cannii) . aaYly 3515 Gl gl sl e Ly Bk
Oe abdia (ggine 5] gall Gyl cuelily Lia dulie ol jaaYly 5] cuesll Al @il Gk of aag
.(Kafkas et al., 2008) Lisia (sl lgans ae dgaliiie il LS (i<l lilal

J<s o alaeWl st B ealls 39l pan) Csill (e Cia 23 1 KA go3ll (2009) 55315 Boubya (s
Cun oo Gl o dlle digine G908 3sns duball il Cuelil L2l d5ags lgnanali dayyy gialuag 3V
Hgiie Jshy Lgaad (<45 giniany LelSay 48 )gl) daliss

Blang iy s cllailae B ccisdl) sl e ok sae LA diegilly AHN claall (2012) 05 ATy Cige B
<M. alba var. laevigata , M. alba , M. rubra , M. nigra il 3 A dugyaall okl cachs LA
SV dabli 5pall K5 Sy can 16.56 855l e Laugie OIS cae 724 ) ae 17.2 (e 5l Jsh Lacegia #olsig
LAl glia g il ghac)

chall o el dsag dia ad G ¢ yaally 25uVy pan) gl o LIAN G354 (2014) Campbell (s
0.7 -0.4 & (aiS ) ey paal) igilld L pamnlly e cpesdl) o uall duaal claall ST e 3heOM i)
o ety IS8 5% ae 0.5 =02 e juead 2 dllay Gand) Cgil) Lt Ayl Gl vie Gien jgad Jasig ae
gt JSTAISE dags aungg aeli uale g A8 )0l o) dasall dacsd)l) (39 )

M. saell gl e cpiblas pan) gl e Syl 3 cusll 0a iy 5 o Sl calall (2014) 55305 Peris (s
Ld JKE il dils JKE (il S (@ial) Joba cmpal) (Johall) 3 AdKa) claall e slaeYL indica
Agyaall ol o Tacals Bl agmg gl cajglal sy ¢(ahad) cp Ailiaal) (8 )4l)

& b dakia 4 M. alba g3l M. rubra cm 8S J) &gall <l daws (2015) ogsaTs Nepal o)
BHad 42 dllia IS Ghlia 9 3 M. rubra g dus e 8ni 408 ¢ (e Of ) i Cum ¢AS5aY) sanall LY
123 Ay ik ad 32 s oIS dihaie 13 3 M. alba e desyne 828 269 Cm ey %10.3 Ay i

el A cal€ 3 611 L) e Bgale IS Cayadl 8 Hisadl ) 8S Anail sl G ol Sl ALY
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Ll o clils sl ale gl (lgin 3 PA sasls dihie o Sl guiiall IS &gl (e el 5S040
il Lt 8 s gl L %10 5 dainl)
Aype e Baall Blledl) Ll 3 Morus sp. <isil e Bl 753 sl o5l auiiy yeans (2014) 5ol ae Al
s 30 gl L a1 gl a5 a9l gl g5 ats %14.66 Laiw cpan) il £ s %85 Lgia oIS
et Gl gsl) Lelal Laiy (%72 cualy 4lin ey 350¥) gl 55k Shsl) gsil) (pe Lintiia (ggiess AFLP 1)
pns Cun g Gallail oy Gl ddnally AISAN DA Bad Ciu Ay allie 3 Gea gk e DS Ly
& dgiiall Bl 4l Al say 39u¥) gsill GHh Aulle e SE agiiall W camnl) gaill Gl cuagiie
A cliall e Talael ey
Al s b Bl ) e 225 35uY) sl g5 e Sy Sl 111 KAl gl (2017) GosaT Jsde e
ol Loyl e Giliene (e sane d5ng LA ad gl M5 AICH dba 14 o sl Gaghla dllas
Ol dawss ingli baa e sill s Tpla 30 Alilly 39 paill dagls 5yl 2D IV de sanall Craa (%48 1 Cilia
gl 5kl %33 4 Alae %47 3 cliay Gl G 9] gl 5kl LA Bad ol Lay %38 0 e Lt
Gl ok Gn ASE el Ay Ol G5l e il G dugpaell )l Gu dilie 4l dap <ty (al)
Cisil) gl elo) anly gol aim Al Ok sda Gl Sl e adgl) Ao cpmil) @il il on et el 20l
lparai dayas 4,50 U8 8 ol Loy AaD Lgilan b el Ll V) canly ihaa adse 8 (251 S )
o R Gaghll yab palia oS by S bl daal bl i anelal L 1 byl clicalses
cagil Byl Steall sl Sl dusgyaall ) plall AN Cilacalsall
AaeYU k) ciy AiKE dia 27 e alae¥h il & @l aaladd Jhsll gaill (2021) 03Ty Kadri gas
e %105 Ll 3! lealse o adiel lgie %18 cAihll @lulall e Jlo (grise LKA Claalsall e
gl e da e cadiel calulal)
bl cyelily ¢ IS Ha5e 28 Alasialy syl Aiila asSl alge B aldll gl eyl 93 AASE A Cual
(2022 0535 29e) BASEN clialpall o Talaicl deg;jal) el cagill 5kl o luls
) 5ok Al milee aung & 3 tels¥ls SohI Gn Saall cadiel ) Ll G ol K8 Cha gl aey
il e slae¥l 8 s (AibaSy LI luhs lelel cygill Baall cludjalls (Smith, 1992) alladl 8 48,4
Iyl e alailaall dalgll luball o cagill 3 phay Cilialy glol G &bl LAl dayn wass of lie) e ddal)
Cilgalls Zuehy 3l Aualall Gipadl dalall Al aLaial (e WUaily «(Srivastava et al., 2004) aslsly cagill Hlaiy 4,40
o S < byl Ll 3 A Cag ll Aadlay elgl Aala®) duaal) e S bl casil) Bad Adlias)
) ) 138 Chan 0B eyl adlse 8 alill gl Gk e BSEN bl Gle Jl g ebylagdl) Aldlas
Byitia b pa anlieg cbladll dadlae Ciuy pas dikaie (8 oLl gl e deg)ie okl SN ponl) Al e
AADy Gushyle lbdlas 8 ddide adlge
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13 2024 s /biluds 24-9 2(1) 11 Ll sanll ypesd) Alnall - 550305 odg
ASA gyl dnp Sl (AISAN clialpall o Talaie) gl el gl 5ok o EBLG LDE Bad py @
Lol gll sl el cildee 8 T Lgte Balinedll ¢l dals iy 5acl8 oLl gty Lad
rA&ihag Ciad) dlga
e silieg LADUy ushyl ldblasy ¢ s dihie & Blaall ddailae duhall 2d5 5 c&andl 385 Glajy adse
20205 2019 Cpacsgall A LED 5 dach) 3 daalel) Eiga)
95 ¢Q ol cuhaely sylaidll Alailas e Bk 37 ¢ calill sl e (550) Bk 49 Al b ansid 450 alal
L Sl culael 38D Asilan o )b 35 T el cuhels Gashayh dliilae o )b
r&adll i
rdaluiaal riilie pudgy ASA Chuasil
il iy a3y ¢ ASAN Chaagill el (el (9l (graddl goanall (po JSI 4SS dia 25 Ay las) &S
sl L Ly laliecay 3l il Liasis 43)add (UPVO, 2019)
gall e Hadll e Lol e dejge cmaatll ALIS i)y 150 pen & 1(AdSE Glia 10) (gpadll gsandll @
i A83 gl gie Jgh iyl me (sl sl rolulidll lode cijaly diide cileli) oy 33l Jaugd!
Bygll Aaliag Ayl saelE JSE (Bl b JSa cdiygll opiad oyl ) Jshal) dusd) d8y00 U s cdaygl
cebe e GBleY) useal S 3 Ayl sl lead derdiid) Zaad) Lugulal) zabd) aal aaadal Loyl Jshg
500 slal il bl o Jymall aalgll Gig e mide sdse 3sas calall ) Bpeall JAdy g
e el L) gy dapkll oda ecn | (Dijimizer Version 4.3) malin axiiu) Cus ¢(Bakar, 2005)
Ay hanidly lgte Lkl e GhOU Adhad) JIKEY) sled lua & Lol diLaYl gl dabal
S Bl lilal) Jas AnlSaby Sguall mald) Slea Gara Basly dxdy 3 e 230 Slad Clual Lgalasiad deyen
(a1
DY) e Bl IS e el g aall okl piall juall dia disd @ 1(@lia 9) duail) iyl e
DY) s Dl dlliy il e ditide clelin) ey adl) e JolS e dejge d08) 85 150 deg
25alls 583 SV sae dass Aially 5S0 Chgill (age s dsb t s A3l sl il 3T 5L ol Yl
Al sV kil Jshay S Sl 8 el Jagidg el Johag eysill S
zh oo ddbide claladly ghlie o Slsde <& Shh IS O i) A 8)a 150 gan o3 3(lia 6) Ll @
WSy cphll /LA saeg iyl Ojgg (o) [dshll daw) LelSa dds iyl (ape Balll Jsb oy 3yl
100 * 2l Jola \ A5 LN axe = Ll G8ES 1Al 38y L

:gihm‘g\ Jalast)
Ol aladnal HLdlly 4l &fyeillg AhsY) Clicalge cillaigia pld e alae) b (S dals dodias ile puag o
Aiaa 25) Ayl ol 5yl S Chanagil) il cunadl (1994 caginns 2133) (385 dilon 3 @3 (5l (5ol
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& s (Numerical Taxonomy and Multivariate Analysis System) NTSYS Jlasy!) galindl (Li<a
o Shsll culall daws e adiay s3) Cluster analysis (sasiiad) diaill gal & (15 0 aidl) ) lidaeall Jagas
Jaccard Julas alaasul (UPGMA) Unweighted Pair Group Method Arithmetic Averages 4,k JBla
.(Rohlf, 2002) s yaall 3kl ¢ bl sy a )l
:dd8lially qiliil) -3
kel geilla pudgg (ealdl) cigill johal SN Chuagil) -1 -3
ol (saall (y9ildy Lgillansio pd () Taliiad ilegana (M Ay paall 3l Ly duadll cysilly (sY) Clialse Cracd
LSS dugh pumg o5 g pde Aha S a cillacssio e 2Ly degungall Al malaall Ggs (1994 cagiass alad)
(1 edsaall) Shb JS1dals

-Gilly @aly Gral) gganall cliialga Ao Talaie) aldl) cigtl) ol Audiaatl) gliall Gans :(1) Jgsal

‘ GlusY) il sa

(Jisk) 13.8> (L sic) 13.8 - 11.28 (Up=d) 11,28 < pos 48,0 J gl
(U=2) 10.14 (has 5i0) 10.14 - 9.07 (Gx=) 9.07 e 48 ) 1) 2 0
(A saie 48) 1.3 (A+5) 1.3 -1.20 (A sune 8) 1.2 48,50 g dala
(Jisk) 3.93 (-5ic) 3.93 - 3.3 (=) 3.3 pur 4B, 5l B Jgho
(05 0.24 (o 530) 0.24 - 0.21 (<3 0.21 poa A8 5l e RS
3 1) 131.64 o 5ic) 131.64 - 109.35 8 ua) 109.35 Zoua 43 ) gl) dalisa
(Jisk) 4.04 (dass 5i0) 4.04 - 3.46 (Ue=f) 3.46 i B Sl il 5l Jgha
(b=22) 1.01 (faw5ie) 1.01 - 0.82 (G+=) 0.82 s B 830l B0l (sa
(=S) 27.94 (daws 5i0) 27.94 - 23.64 (J:5) 23.64 BS3al) Jla Y s
(Jask) 1.69 (fan 510) 1,69 - 1.53 (sad) 1.53 pa slall Joba
(Jish) 2.42 (fass 5i0) 2.42 - 2.07 (Ll 2.07 e bl bl Jsha
(Jisk) 1.94 (s 50) 1.94 - 1.65 (wabd) 1.65 pes Aigal) )5l I sha
(o=202) 0.96 (o 5i0) 0.96 - 0.82 (Ga=) 0.82 pes A gal) 3l (2 2
(=S) 30.14 (daus 5i0) 30.14 - 26.38 (J:5) 26.38 Ligall Ja Y s
(Jisk) 2.52 (b sie) 2,52 - 1.91 (La=d) 1,91 pa all) J gk
(A sk) 2.79 (Ao 5i0) 2,79 - 2.45 (3w 2.45 s Bl J oo
(s ) 1.76 (Ao 5i0) 1.76 - 1.54 (A=) 1.54 s Bl 2
(AdsUaie 455 ) 1.78 (%55) 1.78 - 1.53 (A sme 4y 5) 1.53 8 yadl) JSdi Jal
(3.25) 4.76 (dass 5ie) 4,76 - 4.05 (14s3) 4.05 g 5l Oy
(A45) 43.49 (dans 5ic) 43.49 - 39.22 (4L8) 39,22 %% Jeall) ABUS
: LY clialga

by JISal gl Tylas elldy cagill kg eleil o clilal) Cadsl 31 laalse A e cluball e €I Gl
Glialsall e Lty el gi5is (3hs¥) Caln Cpidy aclilly el (<3 cpageadll dicy lganali da
GhsY L) Claalgl) Jassia (2) Jsaall o .(Campbell, 2014; Boubya et al., 2009; Kadri et al., 2021)
On Ayl Jsh Jausie zli ) ¢ el gl GHll 3LV Clicalse Jaugie Glus & cdgpall el gl )k
)5l G Jasgiag « preailly agially Jsshall (3800 Jsha dam it sl e (Q12, Q6) axl3.815 10.02
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O sl sl IS8 s Wl ¢ anally Javssially el G lese £3589 « sl e (Q20, QB) anl1.275 8 oy
O Ayl dalis Jauigia gl dlgliia A8 of Aagiae Al ol A0l culss Vsl e (Q13, Q20) 1.425 1.10
2.67 o Bps) 3ie sk awsiey (8385 Aausiey Byiea c s (sl e (Q1, L1) %aul55.205 86.43
0.18 o sl Lyl (3ie A3 Lacsgiey Olsh of Uangie of Tl L) oS 3 ¢ sl e (Q3, L3) add.57 5
A Sy (3hY) el Chrag il iy . uailly DA Jangially chail) G g5 ¢ sl e (T2, Q5) w275
Wi cale IS Crenate Gyt (i @l cal€ L85 Gashylag Hlavidll & alil) gl 5k Ghsl of 4,40 s2c 18y

(1 «J<al) cordate 4w culS x5 43 )6l) sac 18y aCUMINAte A8 culss 43 )4l) 4 (<G

g paall all) cygil) 5l (guadl) gsanall dalad) ACA) cilbualpal) Jaunsia 1(2) Jsiad

Il -l W il e vl il il

0.26 3.10 86.43 1.26 9.83 12.41 Q1
0.21 3.92 119.18 1.31 8.23 10.81 Q2
0.22 2.67 146.65 1.25 10.17 12.75 Q3
0.24 3.26 93.22 1.31 8.28 10.86 Q4
0.27 4.07 106.60 1.27 9.41 11.99 Q5
0.23 2.94 88.46 1.23 11.23 13.81 Q6
0.22 4.18 111.14 1.30 8.56 11.14 Q7
0.23 3.54 97.24 1.27 9.58 12.16 Q8
0.23 4.17 106.86 1.26 10.08 12.66 Q9
0.21 3.59 91.02 1.29 8.83 11.41 Q10
0.25 3.02 86.65 1.21 9.88 12 Q11
0.22 3.93 120.20 1.21 8.25 10.02 Q12
0.23 2.68 144.15 1.10 10.00 11 Q13
0.24 3.25 95.65 1.30 8.26 10.77 Q14
0.26 4.00 107.58 1.24 9.00 11.12 Q15
0.22 2.99 89.65 1.18 11.00 13 Q16
0.23 4.14 113.00 1.31 8.55 11.2 Q17
0.23 3.52 98.50 1.25 9.62 12 Q18
0.23 4.15 108.65 1.26 10.00 12.6 Q19
0.22 3.60 93.20 1.42 8.00 11.33 Q20
0.27 3.15 88.60 1.39 9.00 12.54 Q21
0.22 3.95 120.00 1.29 8.55 10.99 Q22
0.22 2.71 140.25 1.18 10.18 12 Q23
0.23 3.25 92.30 1.19 8.96 10.65 Q24
0.26 4.06 105.65 1.23 9.00 11.06 Q25
0.24 2.99 89.65 1.18 11.00 13 Q26
0.24 4.20 113.20 1.29 8.63 11.15 Q27
0.25 3.60 98.25 1.24 9.00 11.19 Q28
0.23 4.16 107.80 1.20 10.00 12 Q29
0.22 3.61 92.30 1.26 8.96 11.33 Q30
0.22 2.72 144.50 1.27 10.00 12.65 Q31
0.23 3.27 94.50 1.16 9.02 10.5 Q32
0.27 4.08 103.65 1.16 9.45 11 Q33
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0.25 2.95 87.65 1.16 11.21 13 Q34
0.21 4.15 113.00 1.27 8.67 11 Q35
0.24 3.54 98.60 1.28 9.49 12.13 Q36
0.23 4.17 108.65 1.32 9.55 12.65 Q37
0.18 3.00 146.73 1.24 10.54 13.12 T1
0.22 4.31 130.45 1.29 9.01 11.59 T2
0.24 2.82 109.73 1.28 9.16 11.74 T3
0.21 3.55 100.80 1.25 10.48 13.06 T4
0.23 4.39 87.01 1.31 8.46 11.04 T5
0.24 3.61 93.38 1.27 9.55 12.13 16
0.19 4.23 88.49 1.26 10.11 12.69 T7
0.21 3.75 111.66 1.32 8.16 10.74 T8
0.21 4.35 92.84 1.27 9.58 12.16 T9
0.19 3.69 155.20 1.28 9.11 11.69 L1
0.21 3.64 132.64 1.24 10.74 13.32 L2
0.23 4.57 121.86 1.31 8.38 10.96 L3

8Skally Adiall duyall il Ciliaalsay puaiad)

(Tikader et layts dvigayns dnins &l lote Jalse 33 il (g ¢ oaninll lpmet oot sle IS0 cogill jladl juam
i€ A el el gl ko (5 g sanall Lidaagill duhall il ey cal., 1995; Minamizawa, 1963)
hugie molp ) Gt o A5alls 5Kl clysill daas Wil gl (1 e0Sa) Sl Lalal cuiall dnlal ale J<a
dasgially Bl Gn i (sl e (T2, T8) w625 2.88 ¢ g ynall cugill 5 ll 3S8all il Joha
S 2y cdianally daagidly duall gu ceis o Jsl e (T2, T8) aul 215 0.63 Gu lewasey cdlishlls
D) Joda ol o palls Jacsgially Al G 398 ¢ il e (Q2, T8) 8y /5,25 32.315 19.31 (s ysill & 5,500
o ceis o sl e (Q32, T8) ax2.835 1.77 ¢ nledl Jasss Jshas ¢ Jsil e (T9, Q30) ael 865 1.37 oy
Bl G ceys (sl e (T2, T8) au2.235 1.36 o &l sl Jola zoli «aghally Jassially aail
Wl cdmally dacsidlly dasall On ceis Jigl e (T2, T8) aul 125 0.68 0 oo cbishlly daugidls
A o g5 sl e (QL0, Q1) a5l /585 33.90 5 22.62 (o ol a5l (b Aigall ) dae Jauesial dascilly
Lusidly il on ceis sl Je (Q14, T2) w3135 1.30 on Al sk Javsia zshiy ¢ s Javsgially
sl 5yl Chiag b ala hes a3 Al ok daa of (1973) Iwakiri s Griggs Ll 3 (3 «Jgaall) dashlls
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A g pdal) (o) gl kg

sanall dalad) LAY ciliia) gal) Jans gia 3(3) Jgaad)

2024 i /bludi 249 :(1) 11 Lol il Epall Ly gead] Unall - G930 5 5300

2.81 33.90 0.80 1.61 2.14 1.47 23.17 0.84 3.53 Q1
1.57 24.99 0.73 1.46 2.06 1.44 19.31 0.77 3.32 Q2
2.47 29.15 0.86 1.71 2.03 1.42 24.36 0.81 3.43 Q3
2.02 29.05 0.94 1.88 2.82 1.76 27.14 1.06 4.19 Q4
1.35 31.59 0.86 1.73 1.95 1.59 21.28 0.85 3.56 Q5
2.07 26.38 0.89 1.78 2.72 1.48 31.25 0.78 3.34 Q6
2.33 28.10 0.88 1.75 2.00 1.59 25.62 0.82 3.47 Q7
2.60 23.62 0.96 1.91 1.86 1.40 27.69 0.86 3.58 Q8
1.86 23.98 1.04 2.07 2.55 1.84 22.98 0.81 3.43 Q9
2.19 22.62 1.05 2.10 2.10 1.72 24.45 0.85 3.55 Q10

2 33.2 1 1.44 2 1.55 24.25 0.85 3.54 Q11
1.35 24.56 0.9 1.5 2.02 1.44 24 0.75 3.47 Q12
1.35 29.6 0.94 1.87 2 1.42 27 0.77 3.44 Q13
1.3 31.2 0.88 1.74 2.13 1.41 26 1 3.33 Q14
2.06 315 0.76 1.75 2 1.52 31 1.02 3.34 Q15
2.31 29.65 0.86 1.88 1.88 1.56 31.02 1.03 3.44 Q16
2.3 23.25 1 1.5 1.85 1.52 30 0.88 3.56 Q17
2.12 24.1 1.03 1.72 1.84 1.45 27.54 0.86 4 Q18
2.15 22.66 1.02 1.72 1.81 1.75 22 0.81 4.2 Q19
2.13 28.19 1.01 1.73 1.94 1.74 25.63 0.85 4.02 Q20
2.05 31.5 1 1.84 1.91 1.7 22.85 0.86 4.1 Q21
2.5 30.2 0.89 1.83 1.88 1.5 27.15 0.87 3.44 Q22
2.61 29.56 0.9 1.74 2.1 1.57 26.45 0.85 3.51 Q23
2.45 31 1.04 1.78 2.05 1.75 31.2 0.77 3.5 Q24
1.33 33 1 1.79 2 1.6 30 1.06 4.19 Q25
1.35 32.25 1.02 1.88 1.87 1.42 31.04 1 4.15 Q26
1.34 31.25 0.89 2.1 1.89 1.43 27.66 1.02 4.16 Q27
1.36 33.15 0.88 2 2.1 1.44 28.15 1.03 4 Q28
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2.31 32.5 0.85 1.99 2.54 1.84 27 0.86 3.56 Q29
2.15 30.5 0.74 1.98 2.53 1.86 25.54 0.87 3.44 Q30
2.6 31.47 0.77 2 2.51 1.57 27.89 0.78 3.56 Q31
2.59 29.54 0.79 2.01 1.77 1.58 28.15 0.77 3.85 Q32
2.58 28.45 1 2 1.82 1.62 30.02 0.82 4 Q33
2.58 30 0.88 1.82 1.84 1.71 31 0.81 4.21 Q34
1.44 32.2 0.91 1.96 1.81 1.7 29.54 1.02 4 Q35
2.13 33 0.93 1.94 2 1.48 30.54 1 4.18 Q36
2.12 28.95 0.96 2 2.04 1.49 29.74 1.03 4.51 Q37
1.92 22.86 0.80 1.61 2.28 1.79 26.27 0.79 3.38 T1
3.13 25.27 0.68 1.36 2.52 1.82 23.62 0.63 2.88 T2
1.38 27.39 0.71 1.43 2.11 1.42 19.66 0.67 3.01 T3
1.54 28.02 0.70 1.40 2.60 1.59 31.82 0.65 2.96 T4
3.09 22.92 0.99 1.98 2.63 1.45 27.71 1.04 411 T5
2.85 22.72 1.00 2.01 2.72 1.76 22.18 1.06 4.17 16
1.96 26.57 0.96 1.92 1.98 1.63 27.27 1.00 4.00 T7
1.78 33.07 1.12 2.23 2.83 1.49 32.31 1.21 4.62 T8
2.53 23.42 0.90 1.80 2.81 1.37 22.57 0.92 3.76 19
3.05 31.61 0.99 1.99 1.85 1.54 22.10 1.04 4.13 L1
2.99 28.76 0.94 1.87 2.02 1.65 31.94 0.97 3.90 L2
2.21 26.31 1.02 2.04 1.90 1.72 31.13 1.08 4.24 L3
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2024 plwd/blud 24-9 :(1) 11 Lol il Egaull 4y pedd) Unall - G598 5 5400k

L3

. e (A, B, C, D) aizally \ J3¥1s A sl cufygillg 48) 6l alad) JSEY :(1) JSE
g el alall i) 5olal 3l Jghag el L Cilinalsa

Jsaall o 3 ¢(Yilmaz et al., 2012) @sill 5k glsil Canasi b desdioad) Lalgll ulaall (e L Cilialga 2a3
211 on 5l Joba Jawgie mglis 280Ul (ughaylag Sylanidl) (3 dug paall allll gl Gl L ldalse Jassgic (4)
#1995 1.32 n 8l (aje laugiay cdlshlly dawgially spuadll g cejs Jall e (Q2, T9) a3.155
(sl e (Q5, Q29) 2.045 1.28 G Lel<a Uiy cdcasally dassgially dpall o ey Sl e (Q2, T2)
3yl [y 8.885 6.32 ¢ zshiib Dkl e Hlall sae Wl (2 «J<all) dlgUaially dug S ddagial) g SV il
34.95 o gl hll o LA B Lagie Wl 3yl Jacsgially saall ALB o s (sl e (T8, Q2)
£5:4953.34 G 5 (s Jasgia zliy (ARESH Alansgiag AESH AL o ces ¢ sl e (T8, Q32) %47.76
-l 8ally Aassgially dpaal) o i gl e (T2, Q9)

g 3l alil) sl okl hll Ol (Gl g ganall RSN Ciliualpal) Jasia 1(4) Jsaadl

4.24 46.97 17.58 8.38 1.67 1.39 2.26 Q1
3.77 47.69 18.61 8.88 1.61 1.32 2.11 Q2
431 46.38 18.00 8.25 1.40 1.71 2.37 Q3
3.70 45.47 18.25 8.50 1.39 1.83 2.54 Q4
3.53 42.58 18.11 7.88 1.28 1.86 2.38 Q5
4.53 42.24 18.69 8.13 1.34 1.83 244 Q6
4.45 41.71 19.15 8.00 1.36 1.79 241 Q7
4.72 43.69 18.11 8.13 1.60 1.66 2.56 Q8
5.49 40.88 18.43 7.63 1.66 1.71 2.72 Q9
4.90 42.14 18.75 8.13 1.67 1.70 2.76 Q10
3.78 47.46 17.55 8.33 1.65 1.36 2.25 Q11
3.75 44.68 18.24 8.15 1.36 1.71 2.33 Q12
4.32 45.28 18 8.15 1.42 1.66 2.35 Q13
4.52 43.57 18.66 8.13 1.32 1.8 2.38 Q14
4.26 44.76 18.12 8.11 1.52 1.65 2.5 Q15
4.44 46.89 18.15 8.51 1.49 1.64 2.44 Q16
4.46 42.11 18.62 7.84 1.56 1.63 2.54 Q17
4.91 42.16 18.69 7.88 1.53 1.66 2.54 Q18
4.92 43.70 18.65 8.15 1.53 1.8 2.75 Q19
4.92 41.86 19.11 8 1.49 1.84 2.74 Q20
3.55 42.74 19 8.12 1.49 1.82 2.71 Q21
4.42 44.82 18.14 8.13 1.41 1.81 2.55 Q22
5.21 46.39 19.12 8.87 1.43 1.77 2.53 Q23
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5 46.58 19 8.85 1.49 1.78 2.66 Q24
5.21 43.90 18.77 8.24 1.49 1.78 2.65 Q25
5.41 44.00 18.75 8.25 1.57 1.66 2.61 Q26
5.42 43.65 18.67 8.15 1.72 1.42 2.44 Q27
5.42 44.00 18.5 8.14 1.69 1.6 2.71 Q28
4.29 42.05 18.74 7.88 2.04 1.33 2.71 Q29
4.99 41.37 19 7.86 1.96 1.39 2.72 Q30
4.81 41.05 19.1 7.84 1.77 1.45 2.57 Q31
4.96 47.76 17 8.12 1.70 1.52 2.58 Q32
5.12 44.93 17.45 7.84 1.66 1.57 2.61 Q33
4.92 42.38 18.57 7.87 1.65 1.65 2.72 Q34
5.19 44.74 19 8.5 1.66 1.63 2.71 Q35
5.16 41.15 19.05 7.84 1.64 1.49 2.45 Q36
5.39 41.59 19.5 8.11 1.70 1.52 2.58 Q37
3.51 43.86 16.20 7.09 1.38 1.96 2.70 T1
3.34 41.68 16.05 6.70 1.28 1.99 2.54 T2
4.34 42.52 16.63 7.07 1.33 1.96 2.60 T3
4.26 40.54 17.10 6.91 1.34 1.92 2.57 T4
4.53 43.99 16.06 7.07 1.52 1.79 2.72 T5
5.30 40.27 16.37 6.58 1.56 1.84 2.88 T6
4.71 42.31 16.69 7.06 1.60 1.83 2.92 T7
5.30 34.95 18.08 6.32 1.70 1.79 3.04 T8
491 44.11 17.50 7.70 1.74 1.81 3.15 19
4.05 47.20 15.52 7.32 1.62 1.52 2.42 L1
3.58 47.16 16.56 7.82 1.57 1.45 2.27 L2

1.84 2.53

Augytal) aldl) cigl) ph Ll Aalall clbalgall 1(2) JSA

g al) aldl) cigil) ol SR pgiilly (gaghinl) (ulatl)
Ol alae lny caaadin) Uil sael oLaY ((daa 25) SA) dbladl Glaall 28S ddlaial) cldasal i
Cogll bl ailge (& Alal Sl Sl gn Lagiie LI Had fli) B ol ad ciessialy Qo o Sl
o) il aflgad 5 Ahaal) aBsall ail Al elgw Ay padll (bl gl Hh Gn daaly @l dsag bl
il e gubb (Jo¥) degenall Cien (%52 &l Sy pld Jares Giliius Gfiesena (o 5kl g5 bl hahis
b Bl yh Ak Creca Al de senal) Wi (%32 cialy uls Ay (L2) 48DU (e aals 3hhay (Q26, Q34)
G Cuan G (Oficgense Cad ) Gl Wy Al %50 1 cliay (ol dasy 2D e Gy (ushb

ok Ak G Al degeadd) ciad Wl ((L3) 48D e bk (T5, T6, T8) Luskybh e ok 3 (oY) e gandl)
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5okl S gonll aiuls 3 (2017) Gssals dsie o G 135 ¢(3 «JSA) (L1) AU e Bhlay (ashaylag 8yl
g5l o el 25 gl b ) L culS Cum ¢l gl e 1pl cram) 355 () gl e daiie
Winbisey Lparcadi dayns A5l claalge (b oulal) Loy %047 5] gl Syl e culall s cialig ()
b ol gl e b e cupal A (2022) 05035 dpe A gay bl sdgd aiadl Jueilly Sl Ciliaalsa
2o dag s A IS Clialyl o slaeYU degydall alall cgll il G Lils Jaagd 3 ¢(5ladll) oSl adse
ol Aahal il copell i Auliey LSS dgline cul€ 3ou) gaill Al dabiad) gl 55k o (2014) ¢ W
o S o dsm g AR adlgal) B L ihaall algall (it B elge dadipe il aldll Cogill Gyl g clilal)
»xX] L 15 (Banerjee et al., 2007; Gam and Turkoglu, 2004) Shsll Sl Ry Ad)l clulall @l
o) A Al Cag )l ae A 50S A Sadisg (Lls Siee sl uin o agiul 3 (2008) o553 Kafkas
Gl ety Bl Gllee b iy 5ac i Leaadnnl Algl 5.8 S5 cagill plaly Syl o A0KAN el Ly

.(Nepal et al., 2012) gl 5yail

Qs

Q4 '_|—
o 0.1 a0 032 PR [ =13 L X1
Caciicicat of Coactic Datasmce

g pdal) aldd) cigil) jht AlSh dha 25 o slaie¥l 48] duaskial) Al Jakda 1(3) JLad)
ralaliniy)
séfﬂ\j L@@S\j Lf)maj\ EJAM!\ QLO..A\)A ‘_A.:: aae ! die JIPN <G 2\:1)@4 ‘L.nj)d.d\ ‘:;ALJJ\ t;})ﬂ\ )).Ln Gnd e
A padl Skl o b Gl Sl @liuls 3sasl Dada (R8O uglaylag Slavidll) Arall adsdll
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tluagill

ookl sl il A Al diacadie dda chdge dladial aldll @l ll Jss Chuags ehal B
Gsll JalS iy o Jgemnlly dhiag JLSinly ISAN uleall oladnuls Ly Lad cang ) Glulal e dug )
el 138 ety A bl Jaadills dasl) s gl s f5as Do die i (Ll

palal)

387 A ysw ¢y daals cdelyll 448

Oe Apad) Bl hld) b Morus sp. sl b pand Shsll gl andis seas (2014) deas ¢ o) xe
95 Lals drala cdel)3l IS piale Al LA sw

silae 8 asSl ase 8 Lt gl (ga 5kl Adinia —RASKE Ll 1(2022) 3¢ ¢ Sand) dhaid cdala (e g
256 =225 .38 .2 .aueh ) aglall (3o daals Alna 5yl

(Morus alba L.) oauy) cisll ool algiysal gl L(2017) alan cgagsl thils ¢asine foumn «Jsia
alal) cilubally Gigaall Gy dasls dlaa . Gughiyla ddsilae 8 adlsall Gand (Morus nigra L) 2suYls
183 =167 .1 .39 .duaslsull aglall dlude,

sl e b oo Ll Lo silly LASHN cliall (pli 586 L (2012) 2eme ) e ¢S (S0 faeal iy pae

150 .95 L ls daals Cisan Alae g e dupal) Dlleddl dilaidl sl
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Abstract:

This research was conducted in 2019 and 2020, on 49 cultivated types of al-
shami mulberry from Al-Qunitera, Hadar (37 types), Tartous (9), and
Lattakia (3). Twenty-five morphological characters based on leaves, catkins
and fruits were used to study the morphological characterization, genetic
diversity between the different types, and set essential taxonomic keys for
them. Based on the interest of General Commission for Scientific
Agriculture Research in alshami mulberry tree, which spread widely in Al-
Qunitera, in addition to the absence of morphological studies for it.
Morphological taxonomic keys for Alshami mulberry were established.
Data had been organized into tables to calculate the degree of dissimilarity
and to establish a dendrogram representing the genetic distance between
Alshami genotypes. A High level of dissimilarity was revealed between all
studied types within and between the different geographic sites. The
morphological cluster tree for all types showed two main groups with a
genetic contrast ratio of 52%. These results showed that the polymorphism
detected between the different types revealed a difference at the genetic
level, in addition to the effect of environmental factors on the most studied
characters, which makes these characters suitable for the detection of
genetic diversity between Al-shami mulberry types and for the
establishment of a mulberry database to use it later in the genetic
improvement of mulberry trees.

Keywords: Shami mulberry, Morus nigra L., Genetic diversity,
Morphological characterization.
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