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INTRODUCTION

_ e
To achieve self-sufficiency in 2021, the Philippine government aims :ﬂ

to increase both the quality of green coffee beans and volume
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produced (Philippine Coffee Industry Roadmap, 2017).

However, it is necessary to establish a clear system of
authenticating coffee seedlings and planting materials to eliminate
misidentification that may eventually result in coffee fraud.

RESULTS/DISCUSSION

@ The discriminating

This is the first report on quick identification of commercially Ualts iop t.h64
cultivated coffee in the country that offers an unambiguous method & - w o am Coln'_‘merc'a”);f )
of identification. Figure 1: Generated dendrogram using discriminating cultivated coffee in
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ity e leaf margin, over all orientation, fruit volume and size of

Coffee (Coffea spp.) in the Phlllpplnes
(1) Fruits in nodes are clustered; fruits are small (< 4cm’) goto (2) leaf-
(1) Fruits in nodes are nol clustered (appear singly); Coffea liberica var. liberica h )
s e @ The dendrogram generated four distinct clusters that was
B s it e ‘(2::32) —— based on taxonomic classification.
(@) Leaves aresmal (<135 lossy: and coriaceous Coffe ratica (Arabica) ® The highly discriminating traits were validated by examining
(3) Leaves are big (2135cn7 ); non-glossy and non-coriaceous Coffea canephora (Robusta) Secondary data fOI’ Arabica and RObUSta. ACCGSSiOﬂ found
Collection Characterization Data Formulation of Noto: Caro must bo taken in classifying fruit clustoring. If fruits are big and appear clustored, or fruits at Natlonal _COffee Rese_arCh_’ Development and_ EX:tenSlOn
Analysis DI Chotom ous are small but not clustered, validate this based on number of inflorescence per node. Center, CaVI'[e State UnIVEI’SIty were used for leenca and
Key Figure 2: Dichotomous Key Excelsa.

CONCLUSION/PERSPECTIVES

@ The highly discriminating traits using leaves, flowers and fruits were used to develop a key to identification that is easy to use which offers a quick and unambiguous method to
identify coffee based on morphological traits.

@ This information is useful the approval of nursery accreditation, plant material inspection, conservation and management of coffee genetic resources, breeding and selection, and
varietal registration.
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