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Summary

To compile self-(in)compatibility almond genotypes, a review of 133 commercial cultivars of wide geographical
origin was made. The information gathered from own and mainly published work will be useful for both grower’s
cultivar choice when planting and for breeder’s cross design when planning. The almond S genotypes compiled
were identified using five different methods: biological (pollination tests in the field and in the laboratory) and
molecular (RNases, PCR and sequencing). In most cases, genotypes were assigned after combining more than one
technique. Cultivars were classified into three categories: self-incompatible (99), self-compatible (16) and doubtful
self-incompatible (18). The database is divided in 9 fields (name, origin, parentage, obtention year (crossing,
selection or release), S genotype, technique used, reference, consensus genotype, and cross incompatibility group).
A study of the 27 § alleles already identified and their geographical distribution within the cultivated almond is
also presented. The study was divided into cultivars of known and unknown parentage and the distribution of S
alleles frequencies was uneven among the 133 cultivars. S allele frequencies are related to geographical origin.
Some alleles (S;, Ss, S7 and Sg) are more frequently observed than the others among cultivars of both known
and unknown parentage. In the cultivated almond, the Sy allele is only found in the Puglia region, Italy. The S
frequency is three times higher in cultivars released from breeding programmes than in cultivars selected by growers.
From the 351 resulting possible genotypes by combination of the 27 § alleles identified only 20 CIG (0-XIX) have
been established, which represents a small fraction of the whole genetic diversity of this polymorphic gene in
almond.

Introduction

The almond [Prunus amygdalus Batsch or Prunus dul-
cis Miller (D.A. Webb)] is a diploid species belong-
ing to the Rosaceous family. Close to the cultivated
almond, there are a number of wild relatives inter-
fertile species (P. fenzliana (Fritsch) Lipsky, P. kuram-
ica Korsh, P. bucharica Korsh, P. orientalis Duhamel,
P. spinosissima Bunge, P. webbi Spach) growing in Eu-
rope, Central Asia and the Middle East, which could
have contributed through domestication to form the
gene pool of the cultivated almond (Browicz & Zohary,
1996; Grasselly & Duval, 1997; Zohary & Hopf, 2000).
Almond is a Mediterranean crop and is traditionally
cultivated in the Mediterranean basin, Southwest and

Middle Asia. More recently, almond cultivation was
also introduced into areas with climatic Mediterranean
type. Almond is one of the oldest cultivated nut trees
in the world. It is of large economic importance, its
nuts being consumed directly after toasting or used
for transformation into marzipans, sweets and cakes.
Its breeding has mainly relied on selection through the
ages of naturally occurring types or strains, issued from
spontaneous crosses selected by growers and obtained
from controlled crosses by classical breeding during
the last century.

Almond cultivars are largely self-incompatible, al-
though self-compatible cultivars exist. Self-incompa-
tibility is gametophytic and controlled by a single S
gene with multiple codominant alleles. Twenty six S
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alleles of incompatibility (from S; to Sys and S74)
a part from the self-compatible dominant allele S
have been identified so far in the cultivated almond.
Eighteen cross-incompatibility groups (CIG), formed
by cultivars having the same self-incompatibility geno-
types, are reported (Groups I to XVII and Group O of
cultivars with unique genotypes) (Kester & Gradziel,
1996a; Boskovic et al., 2003; Lépez et al., 2004).
Self-incompatibility is expressed in the styles of the
flowers as S-RNase glycoproteins which are respon-
sible for stopping the self-pollen growth (Tao et al.,
1997; Boskovic et al., 1997). Since self-compatible
almond cultivars were reported in Puglia region in
Italy (Godini, 1975; Grasselly & Olivier, 1976), self-
compatibility has become one of the main aims when
breeding new almond cultivars in Europe and the
United States.

Two methods have been mainly used to deter-
mine the S genotype of almond cultivars: controlled
pollinations (in the field or in the laboratory) and
RNase analysis (in the laboratory) although some
other have been also used. The first § genotypes and
cross-incompatibility groups were detected through
cross pollination tests in the field (Crossa-Raynaud &
Grasselly, 1985; Kester & Asay, 1975; Kester et al.,
1994) or in the laboratory (Herrero et al., 1977; Socias
i Company & Felipe, 1977). More recently, molecular
methods have been developed. Some S alleles were de-
termined by using zymograms to detect the presence
of particular stylar ribonucleases, which are known to
correlate with S alleles (Batlle et al., 1997; Boskovic
et al., 1997, 1999, 2003; Tao et al., 1997; Duval et al.,
1998; Certal et al., 2002; Mnejja et al., 2002; Ortega
& Dicenta, 2003; Lopez et al., 2004). The molecular
identification of S alleles by PCR based analysis using
conserved or specific primers has been successfully in-
troduced (Tamura et al., 2000; Ma & Oliveira, 2001;
Channuntapipat et al., 2001, 2003; Martinez-Gémez
et al., 2003; Ortega & Dicenta, 2003; Alonso, 2004;
Lépez et al., 2004, 2005a,b). Lately, identification of
multiple S alleles in almond cultivars using specific
primers through multiplex PCR in a single reaction has
also been achieved (Sanchez-Pérez et al., 2004).

The information provided by the almond cultivar
genotypes of self-incompatibility is useful for com-
mercial orchard design (compatible cultivar choice is
essential for production) and for planning crosses when
breeding new cultivars (cross design and crossing side
can be benefited from the information provided by the
S genotypes of the genitors). Thus, crosses originating
only self-compatible seedlings can be designed.

The available information regarding the S alleles
of self-incompatibility and self-compatibility in al-
mond cultivars has not been yet compiled, since it
is comprised in a variety of publications, many hav-
ing a limited readership. In addition, the determina-
tion of the alleles through stylar ribonucleases analysis
is occasionally contradictory due to the electrophore-
sis technique used (isoelectric focusing IEF or non-
equilibrium pH gradient NEpHGE), gel length and
thickness, gel composition and migrating conditions
and possible missnames in plant material. Recently,
the self-incompatible genotypes of six cultivars were
re-evaluated (Lopez et al., 2004, 2005b).

The aim of this work was to provide a compilation
of the information available on self-(in)compatibility
almond genotypes based on a review of the bibliogra-
phy, which refers to the determination of the S alleles
using different methods.

Materials and methods

To compile the existing cultivar S genotypes, the fol-
lowing data were recorded: (i) cultivar identification,
and (ii) S genotype assignation. The cultivars inclosed
in this review are classified into three different cate-
gories: self-incompatible, self-compatible and doubt-
ful self-compatibility.

Cultivar identification

The items included for cultivar identification were: (i)
name (native name and synonime when existing), (ii)
origin (place or breeding programme and country), (iii)
parentage (original cross or mother plant if known),
and (iv) obtention year reported (crossing, selection or
release).

S genotype assignation

The references used were those searched in the lit-
erature published until 2004. Self-compatible culti-
vars are those having the S allele. In contrast, in
self-incompatible cultivars this allele is lacking. The
information related to S genotypes assignation was
divided into the following items: (i) S genotype (as-
signed for each cultivar), (ii) techniques (applied to
identify each S genotype), (iii) references (authors
cited as reference for each S genotype assignation),
(iv) consensus S genotype (assigned as the most
commontly observed between different techniques),



and (v) cross-incompatibility group (only for self-
incompatible cultivars).

Five different techniques for genotype identifica-
tion were rewieved: (i) controlled (self)-pollinations by
bagging flowers in the field (F), (ii) controlled (self)-
pollinations and microscopy in the laboratory (L), (iii)
stylar ribonucleases electrophoresis (R), (iv) DNA iso-
lation and S allele specific PCR (P), and (v) nucleotides
sequencing (S). All the methods were described in
Lopez et al. (2004).

Results and discussion

The S genotype of 133 commercial almond cultivars of
different origins are reviewed. Cultivars are organized
into three different tables according to their S genotype:
(i) 99 self-incompatible cultivars (not having the S 7 al-
lele) (Table 1); (ii) 16 self-compatible cultivars (having
the S allele) (Table 2); and (iii) 18 cultivars of doubt-
ful genotype (needing further clarification) (Table 3).
Thus, 115 cultivars have been completely genotyped
until now. The self-compatible cultivars represent a
86.1% from the 115 completely genotyped cultivars
and thus the self-incompatibles represent the 13.9%.

The American nomenclature to name S alleles
based on letters (Kester et al., 1994) corresponds to the
European numbering system (Boskovic etal., 1997). In
1996, Kester and Gradziel unified both terminologies
to allow a better classification of S alleles and CIG, but
they included some mistakes or inconsistencies. Thus,
the S,, Sp, S¢ and S, alleles were equated to the Ss,
S1, 87 and Sy alleles respectively. For instance, cross-
incompatibility groups II and IV corresponded to SsS¢
and S5S3 genotypes respectively in Kester and Gradziel
(1996a), and later they were changed to S1Ss and S5
genotypes in Boskovic et al. (2003).

Self-incompatible cultivars (Table 1)

Table 1 compiles the genotypes of 99 self-incompatible
almond cultivars. A 61% of these cultivars has an un-
known origin, and the other 39% was obtained from
planned crosses in different breeding programmes. Na-
tive self-incompatible cultivars have a wide geographic
origin in the Mediterranean basin but not in California
(USA) and Australia, where almond cultivars were in-
troduced mainly by early Europeans setlers.

A high agreement between the different techniques
applied to identify S genotypes of self-incompatible
cultivars was observed. Since the recent introduction
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of molecular techniques (RNases, PCR and sequenc-
ing) some genotypes previously assigned by pollination
tests have been confirmed. However, biological tech-
niques (self-pollination or crossing tests in the field or
in the laboratory) are still useful to confirm genetic in-
compatibilities. Cultivar reassignation of S alleles has
been parallel to the evolution of the techniques used
for their determination. From the existing 27 S alleles,
oligonucleotide primers have been developed to am-
plify only 9 § alleles yet. Once all the primers for the
known S alleles will be designed, the assignation of §
genotypes would be possible for any new cultivar or
selection.

Table 1 includes the recent re-assignation of
five S genotypes using biological and molecular
techniques: ‘Achaak’ (52525), ‘Ardechoise’ (S1525),
‘Desmayo Largueta’ (S1S»s), ‘Ferrastar’ (S,S,5) and
‘Gabaix’ (S10525) (Lopez et al.,, 2004). A parallel
work by Sanchez-Pérez et al. (2004) has confirmed
seven almond genotypes using single PCR (with
ASIII/AmyC5R primer) and multiplex PCR (with a
combination of primers AS11I/AmyC5R and CEBASY)
(Tables 1 and 2), but for ‘Ardechoise’ the S;S;¢ previ-
ously assigned genotype was maintained. This conflic-
tive S5 allele from ‘Ardechoise’ could be sequenced
and compared to the S;o and S,5 sequences reported for
other cultivars.

The doubtful origin of four American cultivars have
been confirmed after genotyping by test crosses and
stylar RNases (Boskovic et al., 2003): (i) ‘Jubilee’
(SgS15) and ‘Yosemite’ (SgS10) could not derive from
the cross between ‘Nonpareil’ (57Sg) and ‘Mission’
(81S5); (i1) ‘Ruby’ (S6S16) could not be obtained from
the cross ‘Nonpareil’ (§7Sg) x ‘Mission’ (5S5), and
neither ‘“Wawona’ (S3S19) from the cross ‘Ruby’ (S¢S16)
X ‘Mission’ (S1S5).

In this work, 16 self-incompatible cultivars had
been assigned to cross incompatibility group of unique
genotypes (CIG O), and the Portuguese cultivar
‘Mourisca’ belongs to CIG VIII (S;S3 genotype). In
addition, two new CIG could be established as a result
of this § genotype revision in almond: CIG XVIII (S;S4
genotype) and XIX ($7S13 genotype). Thus, in total 20
CIG have been identified for almond.

Self-compatible cultivars (Table 2)

Table 2 shows the 16 self-compatible cultivars anal-
ysed. Only four of these cultivars (‘Falsa Barese’,
‘Filippo Ceo’, ‘Genco’ and ‘“Tuono’) are native from
Puglia, Italy, and the other twelve derive from different



(28pd 1x2u U0 panulUO)))

(£007) Te 12 d1a0ys0g k| 8SIS (VSn)
(L661) [91Zpe1D pue (9661) ‘T8 10 (UOTSSTA, eIuIOJI[ED
IA 8SIS  Tesy “(9661) [P1ZpelD) pue I9)sdy d 9SIS €661~ X JroreduoN, ‘pueIn o 2ung,
«O 7zsss (200?) 'Te 32 [esR) b zzsss - umouyu [eSmiod  seiq ‘S op eiuog,
Me) 12SIS (2007 Te 10 [eR) b | 1ZSIS - umouyury [eSnuod zeuog,
«O 1258S (200?) 'Te 10 32D k| 1Z88S - umouyuy [esniod [BIse) eoq,
110’6 9I88S (€000) 'Te 10 d1a0YsOg Rl 9I88S - umowyun  (VSM) erulofife) Mmo[asig,
($007) zedoT (ureds)
o} 17598 pue (¢007) 'Te 12 d1a0ysog b 17598 - umowyu) ezoSereyz, ceunieg,
111 £SSS (€00?) "Te 10 edidejunuuey) d LSSS - umouwyun erensny ~repuaxed,
(¥007) zodo] | s (;esonIp euyny,
«O [SY3) (6661) premog k| [SY3) - umouyuy uredg 1o doueL{ "ufs) oneg,
(€000) Te 10 d1A0YsOg Rl [SYA) (VSn) eruiofife)
i SYA) (F661) “Te 10 12153 A qsvs LY61 umouwyuf) ‘od1eg [0o1[[ed,
(£007) Te 10 Z219d-Zayoues d €IS
o zesEls (€£007) Te 12 d1a0ys0g A zeSEIs €61~ umouyup) (uredg) eromy (BUYI01Y,
(000) 'Te 10 2219d-Zayours d 0ISIS
($00?) "Te 30 zado] qd YAV
IAX (YA (£007) 'Te 10 d1a0ysOg a 0ISIS - umowyu ERlUAL | (9SI0YOaPIY,
(£00?) "Te 10 edidejunuuey) d 6828 (uredg
(¥007) zodoT (OLIOWOISLI)), SNAY) 9A0g
AX 6828 pue (¢007) e 12 d1a0ysog B 6828 LL6T % Arysiown, B ARARII (ejouexuy,
«0 01ScS (€007 'Te 10 1edidejunuuey) d 01SeS [ouIs| gAY,
o LISLS (€£007) Te 12 d1a0ys0g A LISLS €L61 usmouwyun)  (VSM) eruojie) PUpLY,
(#002) zodoT d £s
(L661) Te 10 d1a0YsOg Rl #SES (eouery)
(S861) A[fessern) pue auoty
o #SES PIeuAEY-esso1) d #SES - umouyun -np-sayonog RAA
($002) Te 32 zodo] sd szses
ITAX szses (2007) €SO Rl 01SZS 061~ umouwyuy eIstung, Jeeyoy,
ffa)ie) ,2dAjouad SOOUAIRAY  penbruydal,  adAjousn g Jdeak qoSeIuareq LUISLIO IeAnn)
S snsuasuo)) uonuaqO

sIeAnnd puowe aiquedwosur-J13s g6 Jo sadAlouas § *7 o],



(23nd jxou uo panunuo)))

(¥00¢) osuoly d ISYA)
(£007) 'Te 10 Jedidejunuuey) d I
(L66T) 'Te 12 d1a0ysog A £SIS
A €SIS  (S861) AT[osse1n) pue pneukey-essor) E| ISYA) L961  SQUSEIIS, X [onpeirdq, (ddUeL]) xneapIog-y NI (OSIeIId,
(#007) 'T& 10 Z219d-Zaydues d ISYN
(¥007) osuory dd £SIS
(£007) "Te 10 Jedidejunuuey) d I
(+007) zodoT pue (L661) ‘e 30 da0ysog q £SIS
A €SIS  (S861) AT[osse1n) pue pneukey-essor) E| ISYA) 0961 JV, X 010wWoIsIr),  (9dUeL]) XNeapIog-y NI (SQudelrdg,
(£002) e 10 Jedidejunuuey) d IS
(L661) 'Te 12 d1A0YsOg | #SIS
wIIIAX #SIS  (S861) A[[esse1n) pue pneukey-essor) E| #SIS 0961 AV, X 0LOWOISIL),  (dULL]) XNedpIog-V NI Jenpelrdyg,
A €IS8S (€007) 'Te 10 d1A0sOg d £I88S - umouyuf) (VSn) erurogie) > Chivc
IA 8SIS (2007T) Te 10 eI a 8SIS - UMOUU[) [esnyod [O[ereury o,
11D 8598 (€£007) Te 12 d1403s04 q 8598 8L81~ umouyury (VSn) erurojije) oNeIq,
X 9158S (€007) 'Te 12 d180¥s04g A 9I88S - umouyup) (VSn) eruiojie) Juop amoq,
(t007) TetezadoT  SAUA §zsIs
IAX §TSIs (L66T) "Te 12 d1a0ysOg d [SYA) 0T8I~ umouyuf) (uredg) euoSerre],  ejonSre okewso(,
Me) zISIS (200?) €320 q TISIS - umouyuf) (ureds) eromyy PO 1o,
#+XIX €ISLS (€002) 'Te 10 tedidejunuuey) d €ISLS - UMOUU[) erensny JU0ISE[RYD),
(£002) "Te 10 1edidejunuuey) d zsiIs
(+007) zodoT pue (L661) T8 30 dLa0ysOg q zsIs
o ZSIS  (S861) Aessern) pue pneukey-essor) E| zsIs - umouyuy (&1eay) eriSng (OLIOWOISLI)),
Me) IISIS (2007) Te 19 eI q IISIS - umouwyuy [eSniod ([esso[0)),
wIIIAX ¥SIS (2007T) Te 10 11D a #SIS - UMOUU[) [esnyod (EUUTY[R0D),
0 0ZSEIS (€£007) 'Te 12 d1803s0g d 0ZSEIS 5.0861 dO senduuen,  (ureds ‘EBMA) SYGHD 1 SVdHD,
«0 0ZSIS (Z007T) 'Te 10 eI A 0ZSIS - umouu [eSmIod (eaouese)),
(€007) 'Te 10 d1A0sOg q 8568 (¢) (UOTSSTA, (VSn) eruojiie)
A IS0 (F661) 'Te 10 1013 E| psvs S961 X [roreduon, ‘apPngry Juotire)),
(+00?) Te 30 zadoT]
pue (€007) 'Te 19 ZOWQOD-ZULIEA d [SY9Y (Vsn)
(€000) 'Te 10 d1A03sOg | 8S¢S (&) (UOISSII], X eIUIOJI[ED
A 85¢S (F661) "Te 10 1a15a3] E| 2Y2 9961 (Jroreduon, ‘pueIn o Jowre)),
ffa)ie) s2dAouad soouarRyey  ponbruyosy, adAjouen g JJeak qoSeIuareq LUISLIO IeAnn)
NEUNIEN (vg) uonuaqO

(ponuiuo)) [ 219vx,



(28pd 1x21 1O panu1IU0)))

(€000) 'Te 10 d1A0sOg q FISLS
X FISLS (L66T) 1o1ZpeID E| FISLS 9761 Jodtey, X roreduoN, (VSn) erurofife) ‘stae(q [o[ouepiof,
XI 8SVLS (€£007) Te 10 d1a0ys0g q 8SVLS - uonenuw pnq [roreduon, (VSN eruiojie) REIRIIET
(L661) 'Te 10 d1a0ysog q [SYAY
I 8SLS (F661) 'Te 10 11sY d psos - umouyu (VSn) eruiogife) X,
(L661) 'Te 10 d1A0sOg q £SSS
(TL6T) ATrossern E| £SSS
111 LSSS (F661) Te 10 1913y d RN 9661 (JroreduoN, X UOISSIA, (vsn) eruogife) KD eqnx KonreH,
X FISLS (€007) Te 12 d1a0¥s09g A FISLS 9261 Joourey, x Jrereduon, (VSN) eruiojife) ‘siaeq Jrerediey,
(L661) 'Te 10 d1a0ysog q LSSS
(TL6T) Aressern d £SSS
I LSSS (F661) Te 10 191say] d EAYZY - JroreduoN, X UOISSIIA, (VSnN) erulogife) (BpRURLD),
(€£007) Te 10 d1a03s0g a 8SIS
IA 8SIS  (9661) [P1ZpelD) pue 1Sy Ef 8598 - umouun (VSn) eruoife) (QoRID),
I 8528 (£000) Te 10 redidejunuuey) d [SAYAY - umouyun VSN .Q1eIS uop[on,
(#007) Tet0zadoT  SAUTA SSIS
(€002) 'Te 10 redidejunuuey) d [SYA)
II SSIS (L66T) 'Te 10 d1a03sOg q SSIS SL6T  .ouowosi), X Amysiownid,  (uredg ‘snay) 9a0q SeN-VIAI [BILIO[D),
#+XIX £I1SLS (2007) E33UQO q £18L8 - umowyun (ureds) eromy sengren,
(+007) "Te 10 zodoT] d¥aT1d SSIS
Il SSIS (€000) 'Te 10 d1a03sOg q SSIS €L61 dO .ouowost),  (ureds ‘snoy) orog SeN-VILAI Jqren,
(007) Te0zodoT  SAWATH [YAIAY
(€002) ‘T 10 yedidejunuuey)) d 0ISSS
0] (YA (€£007) Te 10 d1a0ys0g b 01SSS - umouyun (uredg) euoSerre], Xreqen,
<O £zs0zs (2007) 'Te 12 [eR) | £250zS - umouun [eSnod (008G vIng,
(€002) "Te 30 1edidejunuuey) d IS
(€000) 'Te 10 d1A0YsOg q 9S1S
AIX 9SIS (9661) Te 10 resy d 9SIS 6961 (¢) 2YeIQ, X UOISSIA], (VSN) eruofije) ‘edquejy 2N,
(¥002) 'Te 10 zodoT q seses
(€00?) "Te 10 edideyunuuey) d 01SZS
IIAX [Y4Y4 (6661) T 12 d1a03sog q 0ISZS 0961  .9SI0YIIPIY, X ,0LOWOISLD), (eourLy) XneapIOg-V NI JRISEIIO],
ffa)ie) ,od£joua3 soouareyey  penbruyosy,  adKjouen § JIeak qoSejuareq LUISLIO IeAnn)
S snsuasuo)) uonualqO

(ponunuoD) 1 21qey,



(28pd 3xou uo panuiuoy))

ITA £SIS (2007) T 10 [ex) q SYA) - umouyun [eSmuod (BOSLINON],
(L661) Te 10 d1a0ys0g q 8SIS
IA 8SIS (7661) Te 10 1S3y d rSqs 7961 (UOISSIA, X [101eduoN, (VSN) eruiojife) ‘paoIsy Laroyuop,
(L661) Te 12 d180¥s0g q LSSS
I £SSS (7661) T 10 1S3 d R 9961 umowyun  (VSM) eIUIOJI[E) ‘puBID T (OUOIA],
(L661) Te 10 d1A0YsOg q Y9
A 8568 (F661) Te 10 191say] d psos 7861 umowyu)  (VS[)) BILIOJI[ED ‘0ISOPOIN JOIRUOIA,
(#000) 'Te 12 zodoT S 4 “TA [SYY
(€£007) 'T& 12 ZOWOD-ZJULBA
pue (€00¢) Te 12 edidejunuuey) d [SYAY
(0007) 'Te 10 eInwe],
pue (L661) Te 12 d1soysog q SSIS
IT SSIS (7661) Te 10 1S d qsvs 1681~ (&) dO dopangueT, (VSn) sexql,  (.sexq[, 'uks) UOISSIN,
(L661) Te 10 d1A0YsOg q LSIS (¢) (Trereduon,
Al LSIS (F661) e 10 191593 d 2598 8761 X UOISSIIA, (VSN erurojie) ‘oorreq (PR,
I 85/8 (£00?) "Te 10 1edidejunuuey) d [SYAY - umouun eIensny  JUSDYIUSEIA S, AB[URYOI,
(€002) ‘T® 10 1edidejunuuey) d 6SIS L OLIOWOISII)), (uredg ‘snay) 9rog
o 6SIS  (#007) 2odoT “(L661T) T8 10 dlaoysog q 6SI1S SL6T x Ansiownd, SEIN-VIAI (BIOAOQSEIN,
(Y007) 'Te 10 Z219d-Zayours d TISIIS
o CISTIS ($007) ZodoT *(8661) T€ 12 d1a0sOg q ZISIIS - umowyuny (uredg) auedrry (BUOOIBIA,
(P661) 'T& 12 19153y
I 8SLS pue (9661) [91Zpe1D) pue 193] d 8S.LS - umouyun (VSn) eruope) [TX1 SuoT,
(L661) Te 10 d1A0YsOg q 8S¢S
A 8568 (F661) Te 10 19y d psos 9L61 umouyun (VSn) erurojie) (UOISSUIATT,
(¥002) 'Te 12 zado]
pue (€007) 'TE 19 ZOW9D-ZoULIB]A d SSIS
(L661) Te 12 d1a0ys0g q [SYA
11 ISYAY 661) ‘Te 12 191s9Yy] g qsps — umouwyu() (9doueI) SUOYY-Np-sayonog .oopan3ue,
X 91588 (€£007) Te 19 d1a0ys0g A 9188S - umouyuny (vSn) eruiojije) yosiny,
(€000) 'Te 10 d1A0YsOg q €IS8S zeyeiny, pue Jroreduoy,
A €IS8S (L66T) 1o1ZpeID d €IS8S 1661 Jo puq4y xorduioo (VSn) eruiogife) ‘staeq JJroredeyy,
(€000) Te 10 d1A0YsOg q SIS8S
IX SIS8S (TL6T) Arossern d SIS8S 6261 (() UOISSII, X roreduoN, (VSN) erutofife) ‘uoledury, o9qny,
OI0 ,odKjoua3 sooueIjy  enbruyoay, edfjouen g JJeak qPSeIuareq Riiriie} IeAnn)
,w sSnsuasuo)) uonualqQO

(ponunuoD) 1 21qoy,



(23pd jxau uo panuuo)))

(¥000) 'T& 10 2219d-2ayoups d 65SS
($00?) "Te 10 zado] d 65SS
(85007) 'Te 10 zodo']
pue (¢00¢) '[e 32 yedidejunuuey d 6858 .£6 ADSIIN, (KoYSIOIN, "u£s)
0 65SS (£00T Pue L661) Te 19 o1aoysoq q 65SS SE61 X LLOT dssddul, (surenon) eaex Anystownid,
(€007) 'Te 10 Jedidejunuuey) d /SIS
(L661) Te 10 d1A0)sOg q LSIS
(#661) e 10 121sa3] d 2598 (¢) (UOISSIA],
Al LSIS (TL61) ATiosseln d LSIS €561 x JroreduoN, (VSn) eruiojije) oL,
<0 £2S8S (€00?) "Te 10 1edidejunuuey) d £2S8S - umouyu elensny o131,
«O £zseIs (200T) 'Te 10 eI q €eseIs - umouyu) [eSniod (BIOUBIS],
(€007) 'Te 10 Jedidejunuuey) d IS
AIX 9STIS (£007) 'Te 10 d1A03SOY q 981§ 0061> umotyU[) (VSn) erurogiie) (SSA12d,
0 9ISLS (€00Q) "Te 12 d1a0ysog q 9ISLS - umouyun (VSn) eruiojrje) Jreed,
<0 0zZSIIS (200T) 'Te 10 [e312) | 0ZSIIS - umouun [eSmIod .epered,
(£000) 'Te 10 d1A0ysog q 8ISIS UOSUEMS,
0 SISIS  (L661) 191ZpelD pue (9661) Te 19 Tesy d 8ISIS 961 X UOISSIIA, (VSn) eruiopife) ‘siaeq Iped,
(£007) 'Te 10 d1A03SOG q 8SIS
(L661) 1°1ZpeID d 8SIS
IA 8SIS (9661) [91ZpelD) pue 121533 d 8598 Se61l dO [IXI, (VSN) yei ‘uepsQ PUB[yLION],
(£000) 'T& 10 d1A0ysOg q LSIS
(9661) [91Zpe1D) PUE 191SI3] d 8S6S
Al LSIS (TL6T) Aressern d LSIS 8661 dO qremeduoN,  (VSN) eruiojie) ‘puern o] uewioN,
(£007) 'Te 10 2219 -Zayoues d LS
(€002) ‘T® 12 1edidejunuuey))
pue (€007) Te 19 ZoW9D-ZUNIEIN d YA
(L66T) Te 10 d1A03sOg q YAy
(0002) 'Te 10 eInUIE], a psoS
I [SYAY (F661) 'Te 10 1015y Ef psos 6L81  (¢) O dopanduer, (VSN eruojife) ‘wnsing J[1oreduoN,
(€00?) "Te 10 1edidejunuuey) d LSIS
(L661) 'Te 10 d1A0ysOg q LSIS
Al LSIS (F661) Te 10 115y d 2598 6L81 (i) O (dopanduerT, (VSn) eruopifed D[N snid aN,
D10 s2dAouad SoOUAIRJRY  penbruydar  adAioudn g Jeak qoSeIuareq LUISLIO IeAT)[ND
S snsuasuo)) uonualqO

(panuiuo)) "1 219v],



(28pd 1x2u UO panunuo)))

(£000) Te 30 tedidejunuuey) d [SYAY
(L661) 'Te 10 d1A0s0g q YA
(F661) 'Te 10 115y d psos
(S861) AJressern pue
1 [ IVAY pneukey-essor) i 8S/S w6l uonenuw JroreduoN], (VSN) eruiojie) ‘uoreosy [roreduoN Apiej,,
110'¢ 9I58S (€007) 'Te 10 d1A0s0g q 9158S - umouyu QoueL] Queng,
(€007) 'Te 10 d1A0sOg q £IS8S
(L661) 1o1ZpeID d £1S8S .eyemy, pue froreduoy,
IIA £IS8S (9661) [°1ZpelD) pue 12133 d X598 961 Jo pqAy xorduwos (VSn) eruiojiie) (eIouog,
«0 £TSIS (£000) Te 10 tedidejunuuey) d £TSIS - umouuN erjensny (uojwiog,
(€007) 'Te 10 d1a0ysog q €IS8S
(L661) To1ZpEID d €IS8S (eyeiny, pue Jroreduoy,
A £1S8S (9661) [91Zpe1D) PUE I191SI3] d x§9¢ 961 Jo puqAy xerduwod (VSn) eruioife) ‘staeq (OUE[Og,
1110:¢ 8598 (€007) T 10 d1A03s0g q 8598 - umouyun (vSn) eruojife) X ynus,
(L661) 'T& 12 d1A03s0g q LSSS
I LSSS (F661) Te 10 191say] d B 0561 umowyu() (ySn) eruiojie) ‘odsiqQ smy ueg (gmeg,
A Y9 (€007) 'Te 10 d1A0s0Og q 8S¢S 561 umouyup) (ySn) eruIojie) ‘odsiqQ smy ues [1auneg,
(+002) zodoT b s
o [ZSI11S (€007) 'T& 10 d1A03s0Og q 128118 - umouyun (uredg) ayueony ~erquny,
(€£007) 'Te 12 d1403s0¢ q 91598 (¢) (UOISSIA,
«O 91598 (L661) 1o1ZpelD) pue (9661) Te 19 Tesy d 91598 961 X JroreduoN, (VSN) eruioife) ‘puein o Lqmy,
I LSSS (9661) [91Zpe1D) PUE 191SI3] d £SSS 7961 umouyun (VSN eruojife) ‘weying uosqoy,
X 9188S (€007) T 10 d1A03s0g q 91S8S - umouyun (vsn) eruwiopie)  [roreduoN s1oary,
(L661) 'T& 12 d1A03s0g q LSIS
Al LSIS (F661) Te 10 1915y d 2848 8561 dO .[rreduoy, (VSn) eruiofife) ‘puein o Juodry,
I 8SLS (€007) 'Te 10 d1A0s0g q YA - umouyu (VSn) eruiogife) (QINOYUIPALY,
(¥007) zodoT A s
«O £528 (6661) premnog k| [3Y4 - umouup 209010 (n0s1Y,
(€£007) 'Te 12 d1403s0g q SISSS
X SISSS (6661) premog k. £SIS - umouun (Vsn) eruiofife) Sweay,
(£000) Te 10 redidejunuuey) d czs
(¥007) zodoT pue (007) T 10 da0ysog
o £2598 ‘(T00T) T8 10 [eR) q £2898 - umouyun (uredg) erompy QRqruey,
401D ,odKous3 SUJY  penbruydsy, vdAousn § JJeak (PSeIuareq LSO IeAnnD
,m, NINIENI(vg) uonualqQO

(ponuipuo)) "1 219v[



10

*(4) YIOM STU) UT PAYSTIQEIS DI “(,) 210Joq pausisse Jou HI) :dnois Liqnedwodsur-ssom 101D,

*(sonbruyo9) JUSISHIP USIMIOq PIAIISQO ATUOWIIOD JsOwW A} st paugisse) adA1oudd § snsuasuo)),

*(S) Surouanbas

sapnrioa[onu pue ‘(J) YDd dyroads a9 § pue uoneost YN( ‘() sisa1oydoniods)a sasesponuoqur 1e[£1s () A103e10qR[ Y3 UL IO () P[Y Y} UI SISSOID pue mco:m::_om.tomu
*(9sBAJI 10 UOIIOJ[as ‘SUISSOID) TBAA UONUAIqQ,

“pajeurfjod uado = JQ :98eIUAIE]

"(SL6T) seSIep pue (761) Woles “(q9661) [RIZpeID puk 1193 (086 1) Pneukey-essor) pue A[asselD ‘(L661) [P1ZPeID ($861) '[& 10 aSy :£q parodar uoneuuojur ‘ursLQ,

(€007) 'Te 10 d1A0sOg q 01S8S
(0] 01S8S (L661) 1o1ZpeID d 01S8S LS6T () [rereduoN], X UOISST,  (V'S[]) BIUIOJI[ED) ‘PuBID) o] (QNWIS0Z,
I £85SS  (9661) 191ZpLID) pue 10)sa3] d VAYS 861 umouwyuny  (VSM) BIUIOJI[E)) ‘0ISOPOAl ,AUOTOD POOM,
(€000) 'Te 10 d1A03s0Og d 6158S
0 61S8S (L661) 1o1ZpeID d 6158S S961 JOISSTIAL, X Aqy,  (VS(1) EIUIOHI[ED ‘pUeID) ] (BUOMEA,
«0 0ISEIS (Z007) Te 12 eI q 0ZSEIS - umouyun [esniiog (JedpIop,
o £59S (L661) 'Te 10 d1A0sOg q £859S G961 umouyu  (VSN) BIUIOJI[ED ‘pURID o .0kyog,,
(€002) 'Te 12 redidejunuueyy d LSSS
(L661) Te 12 d1a0¥s0g q LSSS
I £SSS (F661) 'Te 10 1Sy d BIYZY 9b61  (() [UOISSII|, X [roreduoN, (VSn) eruogie) ‘stao[y  uosduwoyg,
(¥007) zodoT
AX 6SCS  Pue (L661) Te 12 draoysog q 658 SL61  Apfsiownld, x ouowoist), (ureds ‘sndy) pA0q SEN-VIMI . SuUOSeLE],
OI0 ,odKjoua3d sooua1Ryey  penbruydal, adAjousn § J1eak godejuareq Riiriife} IeAnnD
§ Snsuasuo)) uonuaqQ

(panuiuo)) [ 21q9v],



11

*(sonbruyoa) JULISHIP UIIMIDQ PIAISQO A[UOWIIOD JSOW A} se pausisse) 2dAjouad § snsuasuo)),

(S)

Surouanbas sapnosfonu pue (4) YOd oY103ds S[a[e § pue uone[ost YN ‘() s1s2104donod[a saseaonuoqu IefA3s ‘() £103eI0qe] 3y} UL 10 () P[OY S} UI Sass01 pue suoneurjod-f1os
‘urduio Suissord Aq odKjoua3 paonpap , :odA1oud3 g,

(3531 1O UONOJ[AS ‘BUISSOID) JBAL UONUAIGOq

‘pareurfjod uedo = JQ :93ejUare],

(Y007) 'Te 10 Zo19d-2ayduEs d YA
(¥007) zodoT pue (007) Osuo[y d¥“1 SIS
(€007) 'Te 30 yedidejunuuey) d K18
(L661) “Te 12 d1A0s0g d 5SIs (.ononi],, ‘ufs)
IS (S861) A[osse1n) pue pneukey-vsso1) d KIS 0€81~ umouyu) (Areap) eydng .ouony,
Jsss (8661) 'Te 32 vloIRD JSES G861 Sudeiag, x ouony,  (ureds ‘®omp) SYGID (BSORL,
IS (2007) 'Te 12 [eR) o KIS 0L61 uonRINUW O[[QUOIISE,], (Are1) ewoy-4S1 ceaouradng,
(€002) ‘e 10 yedidejunuuey)y d S
JSES (#00T) zodoT pue (L661) Te 10 d1aoysog o FIYSY 8161 Louony, x suSendy,  (sdueLy) UOUSIAY-VYNI LIRS,
5 (9661) 'Te 10 vloIED £l JSEITS 861 ouon], X sudews,  (uredg ‘eRIA) SYIHD (BMEN,
JSES (8661) 'Te 10 vloIRD d JSES $861 (SuUSeIIdg, X 00udD,  (uredg ‘erIMA) SVIHD (BILEN,
IS (6661) reAnq A JSIS 6L61 .ouony, X QSIELR],  (9ouer]) UOUSIAY-VINI (ourepuey,
(#002) "Te 10 Za1pd-Zayoues d fses
(85002) Te 10 zodoT d FIYSY
(€007) ' 30 yedidejunuuey) d 5
Jsgs (L66T) Te 10 d1a0YsOg d Jses 8L61 .ouony, x suSendq,  (9ouvL]) UOUSIAY-VINI (Quueme,
(200?) ©31Q o KIS
isIs (6661) prenog K| fsors YL6T uonddds [euop  (uredg ‘ezoferez) VIID erenp,
(¥007) zodo] dd KIS
(€002) 'Te 10 yedidejunuuey) d K18
I8 (L661) “Te 12 d1s0sog | YA 0161~ umouyun) (Arep) endng 00udD),
(95007) 'Te 10 zodor] d¥T1d K18 (uredg ‘snoy)
IS (£002T) 'Te 12 ZoWOD-ZUNIRIA d SSIS 9/61  .ouony, X OLOWOISLL), 280¢ SEIN-VILII Jroouexg,
SIS (L66T) Te 10 d1a03sog K| K18 - umouyu) (Area) endng (00 oddg,
(85000) 'Te 10 zado] dd KIS
(€002) 'Te 10 yedidejunuuey) d K18
K18 (L661) “Te 12 d1s0sog | YA - umouyun) (Areap) endng (osareq es[eq,
Js6s (6661) prenog d ss6s YL6T dO .ouon],  (uredg ‘ezo3erez) VLID SOIAY,
Jses (9661) 'Te 32 vloIRD d JSES S861 Sudeidg, x ouony,  (ureds ‘eomp) SYGID (ERUoIIY,
Jsgs (9661) 'Te 10 vloIRD d JSES 861 Sudelay, x ,ouony,  (ureds ‘®omMp) SYIID (BIeUSW]Y,
sodAjouad SQOUAIRAY _uo:canurﬁ ,odKjouad mamoh po8rIuaIRg uIsuQ IeAnn)
S snsuasuo) § uonuaqQ

sIeAnnd puowfe d[quedwod-}as 91 jo sadAouas § "z ajqn],



12

"PIOY A} UT UMOYS JOU YSNOYI[e PAISPISUOD SIBATI[NO d[qnedwod-jlog,
*(sonbruyo9) JUSIOHIP USIMIOq PIAIISQO ATUOWIIOD Jsow A} st paudisse) adA1oudd § snsuasuo)),

(S)

Surouanbas sapriodfonu pue (4) YD d dYroads afa[fe § pue uone[ost YN ‘() stseroydondafd saseaonuoqrr ref43s () A10)eI0qe] oY) UT 10 () P[OY Sy UI s3s5010 pue suonjeuljod-J1as,
"PAYNIUAPI JOU I SIBATI[ND 9S9N3NLI0J SWIOS Ul PAZI[ENSIA J[[[B § MU XS,
*(9SBATAI 10 UOTIII3S ‘FUISSOID) Tk UONUBIGQ

‘pareurfjod uodo = JQ :93ejuared,

(+00T) zodoT b x$01S zeyarnyg, pue
(£007) "Te 10 d1a0ysog | £IS8S [o[ouepiof, ‘ uepior,
(L661) To1ZPRID d £1S8S ‘ TroreduoN, jo
XS0IS  (9661) [91ZpelD pue ISy d x§98 9561 PLqAy xordwod (vsn) erutopie) ‘uodry BISOA,
CISIIS (+00T) zodoT b 2ISTIS - umowyun uredg JPIA,
(+007) zodoT A 6S€S
6SES (6661) premmog b £52S - umowyun (90UBL]) OI1IPISA BT QIQIPIOA B[ P SAIPIE],
(€002 ‘e 12 redidejunuuey) d 8SIS
61SLS | 8SIS (€007) 'Te 10 d1a0ysog p: 61S.S - umouwyun (VSn) erutofife) OTTAL,
(+007) zodoT .| 0ISES
0ISES (6661) premog p: £SIS  S.0S61~ do () v, (eoueL]) suomy suomy p 9fjeg,
Kj11oA 01 2dKjoudsd ¢
x58S (8661) 12189712g b xg8s 1L61 dO .JrereduoN £prer, (VSN) eruIojife) ‘ousary e,
zis (200?) Te 12 [en) k| zis umouuf) [eSmIod soyuresed,
RAYAY ANOONV ‘Te 19 [ei) A RAYAY - umouyu ) ﬂmmztom oyurressed JIeJoJN,
xS0z/€ES (2002) Te 12 [en) | x$0z/€S - umouyun [eSmiod (BI9ZN 3P TE[ON,
X595 (2002) T8 19 [ese) p: X598 - umouwyun [eSnuod JBJOIN,
s (200?) Te 12 [en) | s - umouyun [eSmiod (BPEID) BUI[IEA],
(€00Z PU® Z002)
£cs ‘Te 12 Jedidejunuuey) d czs - umouyu) BIfRIISOY OYI[01d S, U0ISuyof,
#IZSIS (2007) T8 19 [ese) p: #IZSIS - umouyun [eSniod .epensg op oin(g,
xXSIS (2002) ‘e 19 [e11) A RYYAY - umowyu) [e3nyrog . BJOI pjuRW-R[OR)),
X595 (2007) T8 10 [er) B X598 - umowyun [eSniod (oregeded op oo,
PoYnULPI A[R[[E § AUQ
(+00T) zodoT A 6SIS
(6661) prenog d esIs
(L861) Auedwo) .ouongp,
6SIS 1521008 pue odI[a, WA 5 YL6T X ,9IQIPIOA B[ 9P QAIPIE], (uredg ‘ezoSerez) VIID (OKeduoA],
8IS (€000) Te 10 Jedidejunuuey) d 8SIS 9961 yorad x puoure  (YS[)) BILIOJI[ED ‘PUBID O] Jpuern o7,
(€002) 'Te 32 redidejunuuey) d (SIS
LSIS (6661) premog | 8SLS 8L61 yorad x puourfe (VSn) eruiopifed (QUo U [V,
RIqnedwod-jrog
JodKoua3 soUAKRRY  penbruyol,  edArouss PRLEIN LA5euareg uiSuQ IeAnnD
$ SNSuasu0) $  uonualqQ

SIeA}[NO puowe [qredwodur-Jas [njiqnop g1 jo sadKouad § *¢ ajqu,



almond breeding programmes. The Spanish and French
self-compatible cultivars were bred using Italian cul-
tivars as self-compatibility donors. Nine of the 12
self-compatible cultivars released (75%) derived from
‘Tuono’ since this Italian cultivar has been largely
used as source of self-compatibility in several breeding
programmes.

Considering the self-compatible cultivars bred and
included in this work: (i) Five of them were re-
leased by CEBAS-CSIC (Murcia, Spain), although
only ‘Antofieta’ and ‘Marta’ are commercially grown;
(i1) Two derived from CITA (Zaragoza, Spain), being
‘Guara’ widely spread in Spain; (iii) ‘Francoli’ was
commercially released by IRTA as self-incompatible
but it has been recently re-classified as self-compatible
(Lopez et al., 2005b); (iv) Two cultivars obtained by
INRA (Avignon, France), ‘Lauranne’ and ‘Stelliete’,
being ‘Lauranne’ largely planted world wide; and (v)
‘Supernova’, which was obtained after irradiation of
‘Fascinello’ at ISF (Rome, Italy), is not commercially
grown.

Cultivars of doubtful genotype (Table 3)

Eighteen almond cultivars were classified as doubt-
ful, requiring futher assessment of their S genotypes.
These cultivars have been grouped in three categories:
(i) Three cultivars reported self-compatible by pol-
lination tests in the field (‘All in one’, ‘Le Grand’
and ‘Moncayo’) but showing a self-incompatible geno-
type; (ii) Ten self-incompatible cultivars with only
one S allele identified, being nine of them tested by
the RNase analysis and the other genotyped by PCR;
and (iii) Five self-incompatible cultivars with differ-
ent proposed genotypes in different works or uncertain
genotypes.

Regarding the first group, the two American culti-
vars derived from peach were unable to reach com-
mercial fruit set after cross-pollination (Weinbaum,
1985; Gradziel and Kester, 1998; Zaiger, 1978), con-
firming their genetic self-incompatibility attributed af-
ter RNase or PCR analysis. The cultivar ‘Moncayo’,
considered self-compatible and derived from the cross
‘Tardive de la Verdiere’ x “Tuono’ (Felipe and Socias i
Company 1987), was unexpectedly identified as S;S9 at
IRTA-Mas Bové and it did not set nuts after selfing 263
flowers in the field in 2004 (Lépez, 2004). This culti-
var generally shows low fruit set levels in the field (M.
Romero, personal communication), confirming its sup-
posed genetic self-incompatibility. Felipe (2000) also
affirmed that ‘Moncayo’ is self-compatible in the lab-
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oratory but not in the field. If ‘Moncayo’ was 515y, a
new cross-incompatibility group (CIG XX) should be
established jointly with the cultivar of the same geno-
type ‘Masbovera’ (Table 1). If test crosses between
these two cultivars set no fruit, ‘Moncayo’ S genotype
could be clarified. In addition, the S;S9 genotype of
‘Moncayo’ would be in agreement with the §3S9 geno-
type proposed for ‘Tardive de la Verdiere’ by Lopez
(2004), or would question the reported origin.

Recently, Certal et al. (2002) identified the S geno-
types of several self-incompatible Portuguese almond
cultivars by RNase analysis; however, eight genotypes
were not fully identified and they have been included
in the second group. In other two almond cultivars
(‘Johnston’s Prolific’ and ‘Titan’) only one S allele is
known.

With respect to the third category, different S geno-
types have been proposed for four cultivars after their
analysis by different techniques. The PCR technique
using specific primers is recommended to verify these
doubtful genotypes, as PCR is more convenient than the
RNases technique for the identification of new S alelles.
If “Verd’ was S1,512, anew cross-incompatibility group
(CIG XXI) should be created jointly with the cultivar
of the same genotype ‘Marcona’ (Table 1), from which
it seems to have originated as sport.

Frequency and geographic distribution of S alleles
(Figure 1)

In the 133 almond genotypes analysed and docu-
mented, a total of 27 different RNases (including the
S r-RNase for self-compatibility) has been identified,
showing the high polymorphism of the S locus. Seg-
regation regarding only 12 of these 27 alleles (S, S3,
S4, S5, S7, Sg, S9, S](), S11, Slz, 525 and Sj) has been
studied by test crosses between cultivars (Boskovic
etal., 1998, 1999; Ortega & Dicenta 2003; Lopez et al.,
2004). The wide almond genetic diversity is probably
due to its high degree of heterozygosis, as a result of the
mainly obliged cross-pollination of this species. In the
gametophytic incompatibility of Solanaceous species,
Ioerger et al. (1990) affirmed that the frequency of S
alleles is similar. However, large differences in the al-
lelic frequencies are observed in the almond cultivars
reviewed, probably as a consequence of domestication.
The uneven § allele frequencies could be also due to the
unrandom population studied. Cultivars of unknown
parentage are considered apart from cultivars of known
parentage to avoid the effect of breeders.
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Figure 1. S alleles distribution per countries for cultivars of unknown parentage. The S14, S18, S19 and S»4 alleles have not been observed yet in

native cultivars.

Portugal (24), Spain (20) and the USA (60) are
the countries with a large number of native genotyped
cultivars reported, showing the effort made in their
characterization (Boskovic et al., 2003; Certal et al.,
2002; Channuntapipat et al., 2003). There is a large
number of cultivars released from controlled crosses
in American and Spanish breeding programmes. The
most common S alleles in recently breed cultivars are
S1 (21.3%), Sg (12.3%), S7 (11.2%), S5 (7.8%) and S3
(7.8%). As aresult of breeding for self-compatibility in
the three Spanish breeding programmes, the S allele
is more common among the Spanish releases.

The combination of the 27 § alleles identified in
almond gives a total of 351 possible genotypes. How-
ever, only 20 CIG have been established so far. The
most frequent genotypes derive from the combina-
tion of the four most common alleles observed (S,
Ss, S7 and Sg), correspond to 30.4% of the 115 culti-
vars fully genotyped. Cultivars S¢S s homozygous for
self-compatibility have not yet been detected. Almond
S S genotypes have only been obtained at two Spanish
breeding programmes (IRTA-Mas Bové and CEBAS-
CSIC). The first seven seedlings were observed in a
progeny derived from ‘Lauranne’ and probably are
selfs (Boskovic et al., 1997), and the second set was ob-
served after selfing self-compatible selections derived
from ‘Genco’ or ‘Tuono’ (Ortega and Dicenta 2003).

The genotype information compiled in the almond
DataBase presented in this review can be used for cross

design to obtain 100% self-compatible offsprings, thus
avoiding the selection for this useful character. This in-
formation will be very useful for the Prunus European
Database which is in development (Gass et al., 1996).
The discrepancies observed as aresult of this revision in
some cultivar § genotype assignations between differ-
ent authors indicates that further genotype correction
is needed, verifying the trueness to type of the plant
material. Sequencing analysis should be also applied
to solve S genotype inconsistencies. Once cultivar S
genotype inconsistencies are solved, their genotypes
should be confirmed by test crossing in the field.
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