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BAPUJABMTHOCT MOP®OMETPUJCKIX CBOJCTABA
JIMCTOBA TECT CTABAJIA IITMTOMOTI KECTEHA
(Castanea sativa Mill.) U3 IIECT IIOIIY/IALIUJA Y
BOCHM U XEPIHET'OBIMHU

BAIbLA JAHUYNR'
BACUJIMJE VICAJEB?
MWJIAH MATAPVYTA!
BPAHUCJIAB LIBJETKOBUR!

MsBop: Y pajy cy HpecTaB/beHy pe3yaTaTy aHaau3e MHAUBMAyaaHe U Mehymomymary-
OHe Bap1jadUIHOCTI MOP(OIOLIKIX CBOjCTaBa IMCTOBA UuToMor kecteHa (Castanea sativa
Mill.), odaB/peHe Ha y30pKy of 90 TecT cradama M3 IIECT CEEKLMOHMCAHUX IOMYIaLlja.
VisadpaHe momynamuje IPOCTOPHO MOKPMBAjy He0 apeaaa BpcTe Ha mpocTtopy boche n
XepuerosuHe. [lonynauuje cy Ha noppydjy byxuma, Kocrajunue, IIpujenopa, bama Jlyke,
Bparynna u Komuna 1 ofjInKyjy X pasnanunTe eKOIOUIKO-BereTalnjcKe KapaKTepUCTHKe.
Mopdomomknm aHantu3ama 1 CTATUCTUIKOM 00paioM IOfaTaKa AeTa/bHO je yTBpheH omcer
BapMparmba MOPOIOIIKIX KapaKTepycTuKa nucTa. Ha 40 XxepdapusoBaHuX MmcToBa, ca CBa-
KOT TeCT CTadya, MepeHM Cy: MaKCMMaHa mypuHa micta (MSL), yiabeHOCT MaKCUMaHe
mypuHe mucra ofi ocHose mucra (DMSL), ny>xuna mucra (DL), nyxuna neremke (DP), gy-
XKMHa HeHasyd/peHor amena micta (DNL) 1 omaykaH je od1mK ocHOBe MUCTa. Y OBUM IIOIY-
nanyjama npeosinabyje cpLommky oMK OCHOBe MMCTOBA. AHA/IN30M BapujaHce yTBpheHo
je ma ce momymanuje, mpeMa MOP(QOIOMIKIM 0COdMHAMA MCTOBA, CTATUCTIIKI 3HAYAjHO
Pas/MKyjy Ha HMBOY IIONY/alMja M Ha HUBOY MHAuBMAYa. [IpyMeHOM KacTep aHammuse
Huje yTBpheHa mpucyTHOCT reorpadcke NOBe3aHOCTU ¥ M3AN(PEPEHIMPAHOCTY MCTPAKU-
BaHMX nomynanuja. Ilonynanuje ce HACYMUYHO IPYIMILY U HUXOB PACIIOPE]] je BEPOBATHO
YCTIOB/beH MMKPOEKOJIOIIKMM YC/IOBYMA CTaHMIITA. PesynTaTtn cy fireo ocHoBe 3a m3pamy
IIporpama oIjieMerBaba MMTOMOT KeCTeHa, IPMMEHOM MOJIEKY/TApHUX MapKepa, 3a LIMpy
yIOTpedy y LIyMapCTBY, IIOMOJIOTUjU U O4YBaIby KIBOTHE CPeIUHe.

Kipyune peun: Castanea sativa, muToMu KecTeH, MOpQOIoIIKa BapyjaduIHOCT, TMCTOBU

VARIABILITY OF LEAF MORPHOLOGICAL TRAITS OF CHESTNUT TEST TREES
(Castanea sativa Mill.) FROM SIX POPULATIONS IN BOSNIA AND HERZEGOVINA

Abstract: The paper presents the results of an analysis of individual and interpopulation
variability of sweet chestnut (Castanea sativa Mill.) leaf morphological traits. The analyses were
performed using a sample of 90 test trees from six selected populations. Selected populations
spatially cover part of the species range in Bosnia and Herzegovina. The populations found in
the areas of Buzim, Kostajnica, Prijedor, Banja Luka, Bratunac, and Konjic are characterized
by different environmental and vegetation characteristics. Detailed morphological analyses
and statistical data processing determined the extent of variation of leaf morphological

1 gp Batwa Januuuh, goueniti; gp Munan Matuapyia, peg. upod.; gp Bpanucnas Lsjeitikosuh,
gouenii, Ynueepsuitieii y Bawoj Iyyu Ilymapcku daxyniieini, bawa Jlyka, Petiydnuxa
Cpiicka, bocna u Xepyeiosuna

2 gp Bacunuje Vcajes, peg. ipodp. y ilensuju, Yuusepsuinieii y beoipagy Illymapcku daxynitiei
Beoipag
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characteristics. The maximum leaf width (MSL), distance of maximum leaf width from the
leaf base (DMSL), leaflength (DL), petiole length (DP), and unoccupied leaf diameter (DNL)
were measured and the shape of the leaf base was studied on 40 herborized leaves from each
test tree. In these populations, the cordiac shape of the leaf base predominates. The analysis of
variance revealed that, according to the morphological characteristics of the leaves, there are
statistically significant differences between the populations at the population and individual
levels. Populations are randomly grouped and their distribution is likely conditioned by
the site microenvironmental conditions. The results can be specifically used in the sweet
chestnut breeding programs with the use of molecular markers, but they can also find wider
applications in forestry, pomology, and environmental conservation.

Keywords: Castanea sativa, chestnut, morphological variability, leaves

1. YBOJI

[Tutomu kecten (Castanea sativa Mill.) n mryme xoje rpagu y EBpony, npema
OMOeKO/IOIKOM, IIPOU3BOJHOM MOTEHIIMjaTy M METMOPATUBHNM OCOOMHAMA CY
cBojeBpcTalH ¢peHomeH (Conedera, M. et al. 2004). Komepuujanuu 3Hauaj nu-
TOMOT KeCTeHa 3a IIyMapcKy IpUBPENY je TPEHYTHO CKPOMaH, aly OMOJIOIIKN
HOTEHIIVja/l OBe BPCTe ¥ HheH 3Ha4aj 32 XYMaHy IIONy/IalNjy UHTEH3UBUPAO je
MYITUAUCIUIUIMHAPHA MCTPaKMBamba OMOEKONOMKNX CBOjCTBA OBE BPCTe.
OdaBbajy ce OMOLIEHOMOLIKe aHA/N3e ITYMCKIX 3aje[JHNUIIA y KOjMa Ce OH CIIOH-
TaHO jaB/ba, Ka0 1 BapMjadMIHOCT TAKCOHOMCKMX Kapakrepucruka (Gondard,
H. et al. 2005; Konstantinidis, P. et al., 2008; Lyubenova, M. et al. 2004;
Poorbabaei, H., 2007; Velev, V., 2007; Medak, J., 2004; Medak, J., 2011;
Stupar, V. et al., 2014.), ucrpa>kupamwa 0 pacTy 1 yIpaB/bakby IIyMa KeCTeHa y
pasnmuuntuM eBporckuM pernjama (Everard, J., Christie, ].M., 1995; Pividori,
M. et al., 2005.), o yTuIajy cTaHMIIHKX ¢paKTopa Ha pacT cradana y MIagum
cacTojuHama u naHtaxxama (Alvarez-Alvarez, P. et al. 2010; Radoglou, K. et
al., 2003; Zysset, M., et al., 1996) u np. bpojHa uctpaxuBama Koja cy ce daBuia
IpOd/IeMaTKOM Bapyjadu/IHOCTY BeTeTaTYBHIX Vi TeHePATVBHIIX OpTraHa, He ca-
Mo nuToMOr KecteHa Behu u gpyrux mumhapcknx Bpcra gpseha (Idzojti¢, M.,
et al., 2009; Serdar, U, et al., 2011; Poljak, I. et al., 2012; Krauze-Michalska,
E. et al, 2013; Zebec, M, et al., 2014; Cortan, D. et al., 2013; Cortan, D., 2015;
Popovi¢, V. et al, 2016; Jokanovi¢, D. et al., 2019), ykasyjy ga aanTMBHOCT
u TonmepanTHOCT Ha 6omectu (Krsti¢, M., Hocevar, S., 1959; Uscupli¢, M.,
Lazarev, V., 1972; Karadzié, D., 1992; Howell, C.R., 2003; Radulovié, Z.,
2013) nMajy Be/IMKM 3Hayaj y foMeHy TakcoHoMmuje. MebyTum, y nomahoj HayuHoj
U CTPYYHOj IUTEPATypyU MaJo je ImojaTaKa O IIOMOJIOUIKOj BPEJHOCTH MUTOMOT
KEeCTeHa, Te je HeONIXOHO fia ce OyayhyM ncrpakupamyMa geTa/bHje aHATN3N-
Pajy HyTpUTMBHA CBOjCTBA IVIOA U YHAIIPe/e IPOrpaMy OIlIeMebIBaba Y LVJbY
IO/ M3atbe HAMEHCKMX IIaHTaXa.

Ha monynmanyuoHoM M MHAMBMAYAaaTHOM HUBOY, Y bocam m Xepuerosunu,
IPUMEHOM MYITUAUCLHUIUIMHAPHUX METOAA pajia, CIIPOBefieHa Cy BHUILEro-
AMIIbA UCTPaKMBakba, eKOJOMKOT 1 TeHEeTCKOT AMBEP3UTeTa MUTOMOT KeCTeHa
(Danic¢i¢, V., 2018). Y oBoM pamy NpeAcTaB/beHN Cy Pe3y/ITaTy aHa/Iu3e UHIN-
BUIya/IHOT U MebhynonynanuoHor Bapujadunrera MOpOIOMIKIX CBOjcTaBa -
CTOBa, CIIpOBeleHNX Ha HMBOY 90 TecT cradasa M3 MecT Ce/IeKIMOHNCAHUX TI0-
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nynanuja. Vsadpane nonynanyje cy gospujeBajyhe u spene cactojuHe muTOMOr
KeCTeHa Ha NOJpYy4jy NPUPOJHOTr pacnpocrpamema y bocuu n Xepuerosmuum.
Mopddonomkum aHann3aMa 1 CTaTUCTUYKOM 00paioM MOoflaTaKa AeTasbHoO je VC-
TpaykeH OIICer Bapypaiba IIeCT KapaKTePUCTUKA IMCTa. AHAJIM3e Cy CIIPOBEfleHe
HVM30M CYKLIECUBHUX aKTMBHOCTU: CaKyIUbame, UAeHTU(UKaALMja 1 Xxepdapu-
30Bame CaKyI/beHOI MaTepujaja; Mepemwe U ynopehusame MOpQomomkmx Ka-
PaKTepUCTUKA JTMCTOBA; yTBphUBame cTeleHa BapujadMTHOCTU aHAIM3MPAHUX
KapaKTepyCTVKA JIVICTOBA; YTBph1Bame MOTEHIMjaTHOT CTelleHa JudepeHIuja-
1yje y OKBUpPY BpCTe.

2. METOJI PATTA

Y npoy4aBamyuMa MHAMBMUAYAIHOT U TPYIHOT JuBep3nuTeTa BpcTa ApBeha,
U VHTep- ¥ MHTPA-TONy/Ial[MOHe BapujaduIHOCT, MOPHOMETPIjcKe MeTOfe
MMajy CBe Mamy IPUMEHY y IporpaMuma omieMemnnBama. Mehytum, mopdo-
JolIKa BapujadMIHOCT je MO/a3Ha OCHOBA Yy aHA/IM3M BeMKOT dpoja mpolieca
exoM3MOJIOIIKe afanTalyje U afjalTaduIHOCTY MOPQOIOMIKIX CBOjCTaBa Ha
ycinoBe crannumtTa. QeHOTUIICKA BapujadMIHOCT OCOOMHA IOKa3yjy MHAUBU-
[yaJHy ¥ MOIY/TAlMOHY afaNTalllfjy Ha XeTeporeHe yCloBe KMBOTHE CpefuHe
(Anderson, J.T. et al., 2012). Kop spBeHacTnx Onspaka, Kao 1 KO APYTUX Opra-
HU3aMa, Mopdosiomike 0coduHe Cy KOHTPONNMCAHe BEIMKUM OpojeM TreHa, TaKOo
fia pe3y/ITaTy aHa/nu3a y3poka GeHOTUIICKe BapujaduIHOCTH de3 IpuMeHe Mosie-
KyJTapHUX ¥ T€HeTUYKIX MapKepa 3a jja/be dase onjeMerbuBamba HICY JOBOBHO
noysganu (Isajev, V. et al., 2008).

2.1 IIpukynpame y3opaka 1ucTa

Y ceneKkuMOHMCaHMM IONy/NaliyjaMa, ca PasAMYUTUM €KOJIOIIKO-BereTa-
IMjCKUM KapaKTepUCTMKaMa, Ha nofapydjy byxuma, Kocrajuune, Ilpujenopa,
bama Jlyke, bparynua un Komnua, (cnuka 1), npyMeHOM MeTOfIa MHUBUAYaTHE
cefeK1iMje, N3JBOjeHO je M MapKMpaHo 15 TecT cTadaina, koja cy mpeMa GpeHOTUII-
CKUM CBOjCTBMMA CYNEepPHOpPHHja Y OHOCY Ha Jipyra cradna y nonyrauuju. Kox
IITOMOT KeCTeHa II0CTOoje TPY TUIIA TMCTOBA: JINCT CBET/IOCTY (Hajase ce Ha BpXy
KPYHe 11 BpXOBMMa I'paHa), JINCT CeHKe (Ha JOBMM I'PaHaMa I Y YHYTPALIBOCTH
KPyHe) M JINCT M3JaHKa 13 Mama. /IMCTOBM MUTOMOT KeCTeHa Cy BapyjaduIHM
U BapMjadVTHOCT JIMCTOBA je TOf] BeIMKUM yTHIIajeM MMKPOKIMMATCKUX (ak-
TOpa CpefJHe, IPBEHCTBEHO MHTEH3UTETA CBET/IOCTH, TOIVIOTE M BJIare Basfy-
xa (Glisi¢, M., 1975; Poljak, 1., 2014). JIncToBM Cy cakyI/baHM KpajeM jyHa 1
noveTkoM jyna 2011. u 2012. roguHe, 10 GopMUpay TePMUHATHUX ITYTIO/baKa.
[IpunukoM y3uMama y30paka, ca CBUX cTadasa CaKyI/beHN CY TMCTOBU CBET/IA 1
TO Ca [iefla KpyHe OpHMjeHTICaHe Ha JICTY CTPaHy CBeTa: jyT - jyToucTok. Ca cBaKor
Off CeNeKI[MOHNCAaHNX CTadasa CaKyI/beHO je 1Mo 40 1mucToBa 1 Xepdapu3oBaHo.
Cakyn/beH) IMCTOBY CYy MapKMPAHU U TAKOBAHY OfIBOjEHO 110 CTAdIMMAa y LVJBY
OuyBama UJEHTUTETA.
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Cnuka 1. Teorpadcku momoxaj cenexumonncanux nomynanuja, BU - Bysxnm, KO - Ko-
ctajunia, BL — bamwa JIyka, PR - ITpujegop, BR - bparynan n KC - Komuy
Figure 1. Geographic location of selected populations, BU-Buzim, KO-Kostajnica,
BL-Banja Luka, PR-Prijedor, BR- Bratunac and KC-Konyjic

2.2 MopdomeTpujcka aHanusa 1mcra

Ha xepdapusoBaHuM nucToBuMa Mepena cy cinefeha mopdoromka csojcrsa
(cmmxa 2): makcuManHa mypyHa aucta (MSL), yia/beHOCT MaKCUMaTHe MpUHe
mcTa o, ocHose yucra (DMSL), nyxuHa nmucra (DL), nyxuHna nererske (DP) un
my>xuHa HeHasyd/beHor fena mucta (DNL) n ocmarpaH je 0dnmk ocHoBe nucra.
JuMeH3Mje cy MepeHe Ha MIIMMETAapCKOM Manupy ca taynourhy 0,1 cm. KBan-
MSL TUTaTUBHE OCOOMHE MOPPOMETPUjCKUX

KapakTepuctuka odpabeHu cy meromom
IDEeCKPUIITUBHE CTaTUCTUKE, OJHOCHO Cpe-
Ibe BPeJHOCTM M Mepe BapujadunnreTa
(Hadzivukovi¢, S., 1989; Koprivica, M.,
2015). OcHOBHU IapaMeTpy JIeCKPUIITUB-
He CTaTHUCTUKe NPUMEHEHU y aHalum3aMa
cy: MyaMMyM (Min), makcumym (Max),
DL CPeAba BPERHOCT (As), cranmappmHa [e-
Bujanyja (Sd), rpemka creHjapiHe geBuja-
nuje (Sg) n koepuuujent Bapujanuje (Cv).

DMSL
Ciuka 2. AHanusupaHe MopdoMeTpUjcKe Ka-

PaKTepuUCTUKe INCTA
Figure 2. Analysed morphometric characters

of leaves
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3. PE3YIITATU NCTPAJKMBAIbA CA INICKYCHUJOM

JlecKpUITUBHY CTATUCTUYKY ITapaMeTpy 3a MepeHa MOpdOMeTpIjcKa CBOj-
CTBa JIMCTA IpUKasaHa cy y Tadenu 1. Y HacTaBKy Cy ONMCaHM Pe3y/ITaTH II0 VC-
HNUTUBAHUM CBOjCTBMMA.

Ta6ena 1. [TapameTpyu JeCKpUNTHUBHE CTATUCTIKE 32 MEpeHe BeMMYMHe TICTa
Table 1. Descriptive statistics parameters for measured leaves sizes

Ocobuna/ Cge ]
. PR BL BU BR KO KC  momynanuje/
Traits .
All populations
As 1949 1646 18,52 19,76 17,15 17,24 18,10
Min 10,00 11,30 1220 12,30 11,00 11,30 10,00
Hyxunamacra/  Max 28,50 2580 2580 2990 26,70 24,80 29,90
Leaflenghtor g4 330 213 270 337 284 232 3,08
Sg 010 006 008 010 008 007 0,04
Cv 1692 1294 1460 17,06 16,56 13,49 16,99
As 1,29 1,22 1,19 121 096 1,59 1,24
Min 0,50 0,60 050 050 040 050 0,40
Hyxuna meterbke/ Max 2,30 2,60 3,50 2,60 4,00 3,80 4,00
PatiolelengthoP o4 033 034 039 032 029 057 0,43
Sg 001 0,01 0,01 0,01 001 0,02 0,01
Cv 2522 2785 3320 2630 30,09 3582 34,36
TyxuHa As 372 241 340 326 333 313 321
HeHasyOBeOr  Min 1,00 0,80 L0009 0,80 0,50 0,50
Th
nelnan nera/ The o 1040 540 11,50 11,00 11,00 9,50 11,50
ength of the
non-dentate Sd 142 0,67 1,37 1,44 1,39 1,30 1,35
part of theleaf  Sg 0,04 0,02 0,04 0,04 0,04 0,04 0,02
DNL Cv 3809 27,72 40,13 4422 41,62 41,61 42,15
As 11,43 873 969 1096 9,552 8,01 9,72
Hy>xxuna go
Moakcuvanme ~ Min 480 480 500 510 550 3,50 3,50
mmpuHe micta/  Max 18,50 13,50 16,10 17,20 17,50 13,90 18,50
Length tomaxi- ¢4 5 44 1,26 1,68 205 187 175 2,22
mum leaf width
DMSL Sg 007 004 005 006 005 0,05 0,03
Cv 21,33 1446 17,33 1867 19,68 21,91 22,82
As 758 653 679 746 699 6,53 6,98
Makcumanua  Min 3,80 4,00 350 420 4,00 3,50 3,50
MIMpYHA TUCTa/
. Max 12,00 10,20 11,90 11,00 12,10 9,50 12,10
Maximum leaf
width sd 1,31 0,92 1,16 L06 127 1,16 1,23
MSL Sg 004 003 003 003 004 003 0,01
Cv 17,26 1404 17,02 1419 1815 17,78 17,55
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Hy>xuna mucra (DL)

IIpoceuna fy>kMHa TUCTa y CeNeKI[MOHMCaM nonynanujama je 18,10 cm. Ipo-
CeYHO HajBehy BpegHOCT Ay>KMHe NNCTa MMaja je momynanuja bparynar (19,76
cm), 0K Cy HajMamy IPOCEYHY BPEIHOCT MMM CY y30pLM u3 nonynamnuje bama
Jlyka (16,46 cm). IIpoceyna BpegHOCT KoeduiMjeHTa BapyjadM/IHOCTU U3HOCHU-
na je 16,99%, a ekcTpeMHe BPeJHOCTU Cy fujanmasony ox 12,94% (bama Jlyka)
mo 17,06% (bparynan). IIpema ncrpakmpamuma Mujagi¢-Pasali¢, A. et al,
(2012) u3 16 cydmomymanuja nuToMor KecteHa y bocanckoj Kpajunnm, mpoced-
Ha BPeJHOCT Ay>XMHe jucta usHocu 17,31 cm. Poljak, 1., (2014), y cBojum nc-
TpakMBamblMa HaBOAY IIPOCEYHY BPeMHOCT Ay>XKMHe nucTa 15,19 cm. 3a mect
HONy/Iallja, ca TPM pasnuymuTa reorpadcka nokamutera y I'pukoj, mpoceyna
IY>KMHA JINCTA je y aujanasoHy ox 13,00 mo 20,00 cm, Aravanopulos, F.A. et
al., (2005). I'mumwuh, M., (1975) HaBORM Ja ce Ay>KMHE JIUCTA IUTOMOT KeCTeHa
OUTHO pasnuKyjy usMehy miucToBa CBET/IIOCTY U IMICTOBA CEHKE Y HeTOBUM IIPH-
pOfHNM NomynanyjaMa Ha noapyyjy Cpduje. 3a Tpu IpupoyHe TIOIyIanmje -
TOMOT KecTeHa y npoBuHLMju ['yunan y Vipany, mpoceuHe ny>kmHe miucTa duse cy
y Bujanasony of 22,4 cm o 25,04 cm, Atefe, K. et al., (2015), mto cy 3HaTHO Behe
BPETHOCTM Y OIHOCY Ha pe3y/TaTe fodujeHe y aHa/ImM3aMa IMCTOBA 3 HaBeJHIX
uiecT nomnynanuja y bocuu n Xepuerosunun.

Hyxuna nerebke (DP)

ITpoceuna gy>XmHa neTe/bKe y YKYIIHOM y30pKy usHocu 1,24 cm. Ilonmynmanuja
Komur uszBaja ce ca nmpoceyHo HajayxoMm rete/pkoM (1,59 cm), a momymanuja
Kocrajuuma ca nmpoceyno HajMamwoM Ay>xHOM Heterbke (0,96 cm). Koedurujent
Bapujalyje je BUCOK 11 KpeTao ce of 25,22% (nmomynanuja IIpujenop) po 35,82% (mmo-
nynanuja Komni). IIpocedna BpefHOCT 3a cBe MCTpa)kuBaHe IOIy/IaLje 3a Ay-
JKMHY IeTe/bKe n3Hocu 34,36%, IITO HaM rOBOPM O BEIMKUM pas3iIMKaMa Jy>KIHe
neTe/bKe U Ha MTHAMBIIYaTHOM M IIOIY/IIIMOHOM HUBOY. ClIMYHe pe3y/TaTe HaBofe
nAravanopulos, FA.etal, (2005); Mujagic¢-Pasali¢, A. et al., (2012); GliSi¢,
M., (1975), nox Hemrto Behy npoceuny BpujegHocT (2,33 cm) HaBopu Poljak, I,
(2014) n Atefe, K. et al., (2015). Pesynraru nojeguuux ucrpaxusama (JokaHo-
Buh, [I. et.al., 2019) cnpoBeneHnx Ha nete/bly OyKBe IOKa3yjy Be/luKe pasjnke y
TIOITIeNy beHe [y KIHe 13Mel)y prpogHIX MoITyIalyja ¥ IPOBEHVjeHUYHOT TeCTa.

Jy>xmHa HeHa3y6/beHor fema mucta (DNL)

Hajseha BapujadumHoCT 3a cBa MepeHa CBOjCTaBa /IMCTa YTBpheHa je Kox my-
JKIHe HeHa3yd/beHOr fena nMucTa. [IpocedHa Ay>KMHA HeHa3yd/beHOT fiefia IICTa
3a cBe nomnynanuje usnocu 3,21 cm. Hyoke BpelTHOCTHU Of IpOCeYHe [y KMHE He-
Ha3yd/beHOT JieyIa JIMCTa VMAN Cy y3opuu n3 nomynanuje Komnn (3,13 cm) u
bama JIyka (2,41 cm), ok cy Behe BpelHOCTH Off TIPOCEYHe 32 OBO CBOjCTBO /INCTA
uManu ysopuu us nonymnanuja Ipujegop (3,72 cm), byxuwm (3,40 cm), bparyHan
(3,26 cm) 1 Kocrajunua (3,33 cm). IIpoceuna BpegHOCT KoeduIjeHTa Bapuja-
Iyje 3a CBe MCTpaXKMBaHe nomynanuje je 42,15%. Hajmamwy BapujaduiHocT oBor
CBOjCcTBa MMajy y3opuu u3 nonynanuje bamwa Jlyka (27,72%), a Hajsehy yzopunu ns
nonynanuje bparynan (44,22%).
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Jy>kuHa o OCHOBe TCTa {0 MaKcUManTHe myupuHe micra (DMSL)

IIpoceyna BpeHOCT Iy>KMHE Of OCHOBE JIMCTA JIO MaKCYMaJlHe IVPUHE -
cra dura je y pujamazony of 8,01 cm (Komumy) mo 11,43 cm (Ilpujenop). Ipoceuna
BPE/IHOCT 3a CBe MCTPa)KMBaHe Momynaluje usHocu 9,72 cm. MuHuManHa Bpef-
HOCT OBOT cBOjcTBa of 3,50 cm yTBpheHa je Ha y3opryuma u3 nonynanuje Komwu
u of 5,50 cm kop y3opaka u3 nonynanuje Kocrajuuia. MakcumamHa BpeJHOCT 3a
OBO CBOjCTBO Omra je y aujanasoHy ox 13,50 cm (momrynanuja bama Jlyka) go 18,50
cm (nmonynauuja Ipujenop). IIpoceunn koeduumjeHT BapujaduTHOCT OBOT CBOj-
CTBa JIJCTA, 32 CBe UCTPa)KMBaHe MoIynanuje usHocu 22,82%. Y ucTpaxupamyuma
BapyjadUIHOCTY OBOT CBOjCTBa, Poljak, I, (2014), je odno mame nmpoceuHe Bpep-
HocTH (6,42 cm) u Behn ykynHu koedunyjent BapujadumHocTn (29,92%).

Maxkcnmanna mmpuHa nucta (MSL)

Op mecT aHanU3MpaHUX IONy/IAlMja, HAJIIMPU IUCT MIMAjy Y3OPL U U3 MTOIIY-
nannja Ipujenop (7,58 cm), [OK Cy Hajy>X¥ IMCTOBY U3MEPEHN KOJ| Y30paKa 13
nonynanyja Kowun n bama Jlyka (6,53 cm). IIpoceuna mupnHa mMcTOBa 3a CBe
UCTpa)kMBaHe IONy/IalMje M3HOCH 6,98 cm ca KoepUIMjeHTOM BapyjaduTHOCTH
17,55%. Hajseha BepmjaduaHOCT OBOT CBOjcTBa, IIpeMa BpefHOCTUMA Koedu-
nujeHTa BapujadurHocTy je yrBpheHa Ha y3opumma u3 nonynanuje Kocrajunia
(18,15%) n Komur (17,78%). Y ucTpakuBamyMa IIeCHaeCT CYONONyIanmja y pe-
rnoHy Kpajune npocedna BpeJHOCT 3a MaKCMMAIHY IIMPUHY JIMCTA U3HOCUIIA je
6,43 cm, Mujagic¢-Pasali¢, A. et al., (2012) mrTo je mpudnmKHO jegHAKO pe3y-
TaTMMa OBOT UCTPAKMBaba. Y CIIPOBEJIeHNM UCTpakuBamuma y Cpduju mpoce-
JeHe BPeHOCTH IIMPIHE JINCTA CeHKe dujle Cy Y Aujamna3ony of 6,05 cm f1o 6,53
cm, Glisi¢, M. (1975). Y Vpany je y aHanm3aMa y3opaka U3 TpH IOIIy/IaLyje, KOx
NIMCTOBA CBET/IOCTH, YTBpheH oIcer Bapupama IMpoceyHe MMpPUHE IICTa off 6,98
cm fo 8,66 cm, Atefe, K. et al., 2015.

Odnuk ocHoBe mICTa

Odnmk ocHOBe TMCTa MUTOMOT KeCTeHa MOXKe OUTH: OLITPO K/IMHACTA, K/IN-
HacTO 3a00JbeHA U CpLONIMKa OCHOBA mucta, UPOV (1989). IIpnkas mpoueHTy-
aynHor ydenrha mojegyHor od/IMKa IMCHe OCHOBE II0 IOIy/IalljaMa 11 TOfuHaMa
ICTpakMBama IpMKa3aH je Ha rpadukony 1.

Y nIpBOj TOAVIHY UCTPAXKMBama, MPOLEHTATHO y4elrhe CPIOIMKOr 0d/MMKa
OCHOBe JIICTa duJIo je y Anjanasony of 27,50% kop ysopaka u3s nonynannje Ko-
CTajHMIA, J0 68,33% Kkop y3opaka u3 nonynannje Komul; KImHacTo 3a0dbeH
odnuk ocHoBe ucTa of 23,50% kop ysopaka u3 nomnynanuje Komu, 1o 44,00%
KOJ y30opaka 13 nomynanuje KocrajHuia u omTpo KINHACT OYNINMK OCHOBE JIN-
cTa off 7,33% Kop ysopaka u3 nomnynanuje bparynan no 34,00%, kop ysopaka 13
nonynanuje byxxum. Y gpyroj roguHu ncTpakuBama yTBpheHa je mpudnmxHo
ucTa AUCTpudyLMja IPOLEHTyaTHe 3aCTYIUbEHOCTY BPeIHOCTI Od/IMKAa OCHOBE
JIMCTA Ca IIPBOM TOAVHOM UCTpaXKMBama. Moxe ce 3aK/by4UTH fia je y ode ropu-
He UCTpaXkuBama (rpadmkoH 1) Haj3acTYI/bEHUjU CPIIOINKY OINK OCHOBE JIN-
CTa, 3aTUM CJIe[y KIIMHACTA, a HajMalbe je 3aCTyI/beHa OIITPO KIMHACTa OCHOBA
JIMCTA Y MUICTPa)KMBAHMUM ITIOIy/IallijaMa.
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Ipadpuxkon 1. Yuemhe od/mka ocHOBe /IyCTa 110 HOMy/IALMjaMa I TOAMHAMA
UCTpaXMBamba
Graph 1. Proportion of leaf base shape by populations and by years of research

Ananusa BapujaHce

Y uwpy yrBphuBama IocTojakba CTaTUCTUYKY 3HAYajHUX Pa3/INKa aHaIN3M-
paHux Mopdonoukux ocodyHa nmucrosa (radena 2), ypaheHa je yHuBapujanTHa
MeTofa, aHanu3a Bapujance (ANOVA). PesynraTu cripoBefieHe aHaIM3e Bapyja-
HCe TI0Ka3yjy CTaTMCTUMYKM 3HaYajHe pasyyke uaMehy mcTpakMBaHUX HOITy/Ia-
I¥ja 3a CBa aHa/JIM3MpaHa CBojcTBa. IIpuMeHoM post hoc aHanuse kopuirheH je
Hankan Tect (Dunncan test) Kako OM ce IpUKas3ano TPyHucame MOMmyIanuja y
XOMOT€eHe TPyTle Ha OCHOBY aHa/IM3MPAHNUX CBOjCTaBa.

Pesynrarn [lankas TecTa, (Tadena 3), mokasyjy fa ce 3a CBOjCTBA Jy>KIHA /M-
CTa, Iy KIHA IIeTeJbKe, Y KIHA HEeHa3yd/beHOT Jie/la JIMCTA ¥ MAaKCYMaTHa I pH-
Ha JIMCTa U3J1Baja 5 XOMOTEHMX I'PYIIa, JOK je 3a CBOjCTBO [y >KMHA MaKCUMaJIHe
HMIMPUHE IKCTa U3IBOjEHO 6 XOMOTeHUX rpymna. Moxxe ce 3aK/byIuTH 1a Cy pasin-
Ke n3MeDy momynanuja eBuieHTHe, Ha IITa yKa3yje Behy Opoj XoMoreHux rpyma
KOje Cy ce M3JBOjy/Ie KOJl CBUX aHA/MM3MPaHMX CBojcTaBa. MehyTum, Ha ocHOBY
IPUMEREHIX METO/IA 33 aHAIN3y POMEH/BMBOCTI HaBEEHNX CBOjCTaBa JIMCTA
Huje Moryhe yTBpAUTY IOCTOjarbe IIPAaBUTHOCT IO KOjUIMa Ce TIOIy/Ialuje Tpy-
numy. ITonymanuje ce 3a pa3nuyunTa CBOjCTBa XOMOT€HU3YjY Y Pa3IM4IUTe IPyIIe.

Hodujenn pesynraTy cupoBefeHOM BOGAKTOPNjaTHOM aHATN30M Bapuja-
HCe yKa3yjy Ha II0CTOjakbe CTATUCTUYKY 3HaYajHe Pas/yKe 3a CBa MepeHa Mopdo-
MeTpHjcKa CBOjCTBA JINCTA, 3a (paKTOp moIynanuja, Kao u 3a pakrop ropgnHa. Kag
ce TIOCMATpajy oBa ABa GaKToOpa y MHTEPAKIUjM PA3NINKe Cy OIeT CTaTUCTUIKI
3HauajHe 3a CBa aHA/IM3MPaHa CBOjCTBa (Taderna 4).
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Tabela 2. Anannsa BapujaHce 3a MepeHe 0COOMHe JICTOBA
Table 2. ANOVA for measured leaf traits

MsBop Crenenn Cyma Cpenuna
AHanusupaHa . .
ocobuna/ Bapujanuje/  cnoboge/  KBajgpara/  KBaapata/ F p
Traits Source of vari- Degreesof Thesumof  Means of
ation freedom squaers squaers
[Momynanuja 5 11050 2210 278,8 0,00
DL [Morpemxka 7194 57031 8
YKynHo 7199 68081
[omymnanuja 5 250,75 50,15 339,04 0,00
DP INorpemnika 7194 1064,15 0,15
YkynHo 7199 1314,90
[Tomrymanuja 5 1159,10 231,82 138,88 0,00
DNL ITorpernka 7194 12007,83 1,67
YkynnHo 7199 13166,93
[Momynanuja 5 10110,2 2022,0 574,2 0,00
DMSL [Norpemxka 7194 25335,2 3,5
YkynHo 7199 35445,7
[Nomynanuja 5 1234,1 246,8 185,4 0,00
MSL [Norpemnika 7194 9574,8 1,3
YkynHo 7199 10808,9
Ta6ema 3. Duncan TecT 3a MOp(O/IOLIKA CBOjCTBA IMCTOBA
Table 3.  Duncan test for leaf morpholocigal traits
Bpoj
Ananuzupana POST-HOC (¢=0.05) XOMOTeHHX
ocobuna/ BL KC BU KO PR BR Number of
Traits homogeneous
groups
DL 16,46°  1724*  18,52° 17,15°  19.49¢  19,76° 5
DP 1,22 1,59¢ 1,19° 0,96° 1,294 121 5
DNL 13.91°  15.63¢ 14.68°  1431® 1491° 1555 5
DMSL 8,73" 8,01° 9,69¢ 9,52¢ 11,43"  10,96° 6
MSL 6,53  6,53° 6,79° 6,99° 7,58¢ 7,464 5

Knacrep aHanmsa He mokasyje reorpadcky maaugepeHIpaHOCT IOMmy/Ia-
nuja, Beh je nudepenumjanyuja aHaMM3MpaHNX MOMYIALVja YCIOB/bEHA UCKIBY-
YMBO IO MMKPOEKOJIOIIKOM HpPUHIUIY. PesdyniTatu Koju IOKasyjy BeIMKY Ba-
p1jadMIHOCT MOPQOIOMIKIX OfI/IMKA JIMCTOBA IIUTOMOT KeCTeHa HOdVjeHM Cy Y
HCTpaXKMBamb/IMa BIIIIE ayTOpa, Oe3 083upa Ha IOCTojabe pasInKa y MeTogaMa
cakyIUbama 1 odpajgu mMarepujana (Sucié, J., 1969; Glisi¢, M., 1975; Aravano-
poulos, F.A.etal., 2005, Skender, A.,2010; Mujagi¢-Pasali¢, A. et al., 2012;
Poljak, I et al., 2014; Atefe, K. et al., 2015). [ludepeniujaunja momnynamuja mo
MUKPOEKOJIOIIKOM, a He Feorpa)CKOM IPYHIINITY eBUeHTIPaHa je U KOJ| PYTUX
APBEHACTUX BPCTa — KOJ IOmynanuja cuse joBe, Krauze-Micalska, E. et al,,
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(2013); 3a monynanmje HU3UjCKOT dpujecta y KOHTMHEHTaNHOj XpBaTckoj, Zebec,
M. et al., (2014); 3a monynanuje guskbe Tpewwe y Cpduju, Popovié, V. et al.,
(2016); 3a momynanuje MakegoHCKor xpacta y bocun u Xepuerosuun u 1L]pHoj
Topu (Ballian, D. et al., 2014).

Ta6ema 4. [IBodakTopyjanHa aHa/NMM3a BapyjaHCe 3a MEPeHe 0COdMHe /IMCTOBA
Table4. Two-way ANOVA for measured leaves traits

AmnanusupaHa Ussop Crenenn Cyma Cpenuna
oco6mHa/ Bapujanuje/  cmobope/  KBajpara/  KBajgpara/ F p
Traits Source of vari- Degrees of Thesumof  Means of
ation freedom squaers squaers
[omynanuja 5 11050 2210 283,9 0,0000
Topuna 1 392 392 50,4 0,0000
DL IMony*rox 5 686 137 17,6 0,0000
Ilorpemxka 7188 55952 8
YKynHo 7199 68081
Iomynanuja 5 250,75 50,15 347,20 0,0000
Topuna 1 1,89 1,89 13,07 0,0003
or Iomy*rop 5 24,00 4,80 33,24 0,0000
ITorpemxa 7188 1038,25 0,14 347,20 0,0000
YkynHo 7199 1314,90
Tonynauuja 5 1159,10 231,82 140,50  0,0000
Topuna 1 8,06 8,06 4,88 0,0271
DNL Iomy*rog 5 139,59 27,92 16,92 0,0000
INorpemnika 7188 11860,18 1,65
YKynHO 7199 13166,93
[omynanuja 5 10110,2 2022,0 587,3 0,0000
Topuna 1 142,6 142,6 41,4 0,0000
DMSL IMomy*rop, 5 4444 88,9 25,8 0,0000
ITorpemka 7188 24748,6 3,4
YKkynHo 7199 35445,7
IMomynauuja 5 1234,1 246,8 187,6  0,0000
Topuna 1 57,5 57,5 43,7 0,0000
MSL [Momy*rop 5 60,9 12,2 9,3 0,0000
Iorpemka 7188 9456,4 1,3
YKyIIHO 7199 10808,9

Knacrep ananmmusa

I[IpomeHa ypa/beHOCTH Tj. OMMCKOCTY IPYNMCama MCTPAKMBAHMX IOITy/Ia-
IVja, Ha OCHOBY aHa/IM3MPAaHMUX MOP(OJIOLIKUX CBOjCTaBa /INCTa, ypaheHa je
npumenoM Knacrep ananuse. J[lengporpam kinacrep aHanuse (rpadukos 2), mo-
Kasyje fa ¢y popMupaHe ABe Benuke rpyie. IIpBy rpymy, Kojy YMHM jefaH Kia-
crep, popmupajy nomynanuje bparynan u nonynauunja Ilpujenop, mehycodno
HajCIMYHMje M MoBe3aHe Ha gucranHuy 1,51. Ha Kojy ce HajoBe3yje MoIynanuja
Kocrajunna na pucrannu 3,41. Ipyru xmactep gopMmupaH je of HoOmynanuje
bama Jlyka n nonynaumje Komul, Koje cy cnmyHe u MOBE3Yjy C€ HA AMCTAHIIN
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2,63, 1 mUMa npuppysKeHa nonynanuja by>xum Ha gucrannm 3,0. Ipyru knactep
ce HaKHaJ{HO Be3yjy 3a IpBM K/IacTep Ha JucTaHuu 5,19.

PR
BR
Ko
BL
KC
BuU
1,0 1 :5 2:EI 2.I5 3.‘I:I 3:5 4:':! 4:5 5:':! 5.5
Udal|enos povezivan|a-Linkage Distance

Ipaduxon 2 . Kimactep aHanu3sa 3a MepeHa CBOjCTBa IMCTOBA
Graph 2. Cluster analysis for measured leaves traits

4. 3AK/bYYIIN

OdaB/beHUM NCTpaXMBambMMa y IIECT INOINYJalyja MUTOMOT KecTeHa Ha
y30pKy of 90 TecT cradana y bocHu n XeplieroBnnu, eBUeHTUpPaHA je BeluKa
BapyjaduIHOCT MOP(OIOLIKNX CBOjcTaBa /MUCTa. YTBpheHO je aa y mcrpakm-
BaHMM IIOIIyNalMjaMa IpeoBnabyje cpuonmkm odnmK ocHoBe nucToBa. Mop-
(boMeTpIjcKOM aHaIM30M JINCTA KaO HajMalbe BapujadyiHe 0codMHe MokKasame
Cy ce Jy>KMHA JIMICTa ¥ MaKCuMajaHa mupyuHa nucta. [Ipeko 30% koeduumjeHt
Bapujalyje je MU3HOCHUO 3a 0COOMHE Ay KITHA HEHa3yd/beHOT Ie/Ia INCTA M Ty KIHA
neres/bKe. AHanMM30M BapujaHce yTBpheHoO je a ce momymanuje, mpemMa Mopdo-
JIOLIKMM OCOOVMHMa JINCTOBA, CTATUCTUYKM 3HAYajHO Pa3/INKYyjy Ha HMBOY IOIY-
Jalyja M Ha HUBOY MHAMBU/YA.

JIBodakTopujanHa aHamm3a je MoKasana ia MOCTOjU CTATUCTUYKM 3HAYajHA
pasyuKa 3a CBa MepeHa CBOjCTBa 3a paKTOp Homynanyja, pakTop TofNHa Kao 1
3a (haKTOp MHTEpaKIMje ToIyaanyja u rogyHa. OBU pe3ynTaTy yKasyjy Ha TO fa
Cy JIMCTOBU NUTOMOT KeCTeHa IUTACTUYHM U Jja je BapyjadMIHOCT JMCTOBA MO
BEJIVIKMM YTHIIajeM Je/loBaba cro/balimbux ¢akropa. Kog nssenennx odenexja
He TIOCTOjY CTATMCTMYKM 3HAa4ajHA pas/iukKa 3a (aKTOp rOAMHA, LITO 3HAYM Ja
OO/IMK /INCTA He 3aBYCH Off IIPOMEHa IMMeH3Mja JINCTA.

[IpuMeHOM KIacTep aHanu3e Huje yrBpheHa mpucyTHOCT reorpadcke mose-
3aHOCTU M M3AMQepeHIMPaHOCTI NCTPAKMBAHUX nonynanuja. [lomynanuje ce
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HaCyMUYHO I'PYIUIIY ¥ HUXOB paclopef] jé BEPOBATHO YC/IOB/b€H MMUKPOEKO-
JIOIIKMM yC/IOBMMA CTaHMUITA.

ITpykasanu pesynTaru Cy fieo IoJasHe OCHOBA 3a M3Pajy Iporpama oIljie-
MebMBakba MUTOMOT KeCTeHa IIPYMEHOM MOJIEKY/IapHUX MapKepa y LM/by ycMe-
peHor kopuihema reHeTCKOT ITOTeHIIMjala OBe BPCTe 3a MoTpede MIyMapcTBa,
IIOMOJIOTje M OYyBalby )KMBOTHE CpeJI1HE.
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VARIABILITY OF LEAF MORPHOLOGICAL TRAITS OF CHESTNUT TEST TREES
(Castanea sativa Mill.) FROM SIX POPULATIONS IN BOSNIA AND HERZEGOVINA

Vanja Danicic
Vasilije Isajev
Milan Mataruga
Branislav Cvjetkovic

Summary

The paper presents the results of an analysis of individual and interpopulation variability of
morphological traits of sweet chestnut leaves (Castanea sativa Mill.). The analysis was conducted on
90 test trees from six selected populations. The selected populations are found in the area of Buzim,
Kostajnica, Prijedor, Banja Luka, Bratunac, and Konjic and thus differ in environmental and vegetation
characteristics. In each selected population, 15 test trees were selected and marked using individual
selection methods. The leaves were harvested following the formation of terminal buds at the end
of June and beginning of July 2011 and 2012. A total of 40 leaves were collected from each tree and
herbarized. Leaves were sampled from the south-southeast-oriented part of the crown. The collected
leaves were marked and packed separately for each tree. Morphological analyses and statistical data
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processing investigated the extent of variation of leaf characteristics. The analyses were conducted
through a series of successive activities: collection, identification, and herborization of the collected
material; analysis of leaf morphological characteristics; determining the degree of variability of the
analyzed leaf characteristics; determining the potential degree of differentiation within a species. The
following morphological characteristics were measured on herbarium leaves: maximum leaf width
(MSL), maximum leaf width distance from leaf base (DMSL), leaf length (DL), petiole length (DP),
and leaflength (DNL) and leaf base shape. Their dimensions were measured on the millimeter paper
with an accuracy of 1/10cm. Quantitative traits of morphometric characteristics were processed by
the method of descriptive statistics, that is, the mean values and measures of variability. The basic
parameters of descriptive statistics used in the analyses were: minimum (Min), maximum (Max),
mean (As), standard deviation (Sd), standard deviation error (Sg) and coefficient of variation (Cv).
The research revealed great variability of leaf morphological properties. Based on the analyzed leaf
base properties, cardiac shape is predominant in the studied populations. The analysis of variance
reveals that, according to the morphological characteristics of the leaves, there are statistically
significant differences between the populations at the population and individual levels. The two-way
analysis shows that there are statistically significant differences in all measured properties for the
population factor, the year factor as well as the interaction of the population and year, indicating
that the leaves of sweet chestnut are very plastic and the leaf variability is strongly influenced by
the effect of external factors, primarily climate factors. There is no statistically significant difference
determined for the derived factor, which means that the leaf shape does not vary with the changes in
leaf dimensions. The cluster analysis did not establish the presence of geographic connectivity and
differentiation of the studied populations. Populations are randomly grouped and their distribution
is likely to be conditioned by the microenvironmental conditions of the site. The results can be used
in the sweet chestnut breeding programs with the use of molecular markers, but they can also find
wider applications in forestry, pomology, and environmental conservation.
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