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Abstract  Tropical forests in the Pacific region con-
tain many tree species that bear edible nuts (kernels). 
Canarium indicum (canarium) is an overstorey tree 
indigenous to Melanesia that produces commercially 
valuable kernels due to their pleasant taste and high 
oil content. This study characterises natural variation 
in fruit, nut-in-shell (NIS) and kernels of C. indicum 
across eight islands in Vanuatu. Significant tree-to-
tree variation in fruit, NIS and kernel characteristics 
as well as kernel recovery (kernel:NIS) was found. 
This variation was largely due to tree-to-tree differ-
ences and little of this variation could be attributed 
to location. There were significant linear correlations 
among fruit, NIS and kernel traits, including kernel 
mass with fruit mass (R2 0.57) and kernel mass with 
NIS mass (R2 0.56). Therefore, trees suitable for cul-
tivation may be screened based on fruit and nut char-
acters before making final selections based on ker-
nel mass. Trees sampled over two fruiting seasons 
showed that kernel mass and kernel number varied 

significantly between years for 63.6% and 25.9% of 
the trees respectively. However, by rank order, those 
trees that produced larger kernels in the first year of 
sampling, tended to also produce relatively larger 
kernels in the subsequent year. The implications of 
these results for the further domestication of the spe-
cies for planting in commercial agroforestry systems 
is explored.
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Introduction

Oceania is a region with many traditionally impor-
tant edible nuts (Elevitch 2006; Walter and Sam 
2002). Canarium indicum (Burseraceae; canarium) 
is a tropical tree indigenous to lowland rainforest of 
eastern Indonesia, Papua New Guinea (PNG), Vanu-
atu and Solomon Islands (Evans 1996). The species 
produces highly nutritious edible nuts (kernels) that 
are an important local food resource (Thomson and 
Evans 2006). The development of C. indicum as a 
high value cash crop for edible kernels and oil extrac-
tion has been a focus of the Governments and peo-
ple of Melanesia, and has been supported by donor 
agencies in the Pacific for over two decades (Bunt 
and Leakey 2008; Evans 1996; Nevenimo et al. 2007; 
Wallace et  al. 2012b; Wallace et  al. 2016a; Wallace 
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et  al. 2021). Canarium kernels are a commercially 
attractive food product due to their relatively large 
size, pleasant flavour and because they have a shell 
that is amenable to mechanical cracking. The nut-in-
shell (NIS) are also robust and resistant to biological 
attack making them suitable for rudimentary storage 
facilities and transport once they have been dried 
(Bunt and Leakey 2008; Evans 1996; Nevenimo et al. 
2008; Thomson and Evans 2006). Other Canarium 
spp. grow in the region, however their kernels are less 
palatable (C. harveyi) or smaller in size and are less 
widespread (C. solomonese) (Evans 1996). C. vul‑
gare (kenari nut) in Indonesia (Lim 2012; Mailoa and 
Tulalessy 2021) and C. ovatum (pili nut) in the Philip-
pines (Coronel 1996a, b; Pham and Dumandan 2015) 
are commercialised for their edible kernels. The focus 
of this study, C. indicum, has existing domestic mar-
kets and potential for export (Wallace et al. 2021).

Canarium trees are mainly grown for their edible 
kernels, however, C. indicum is described as having 
multiple uses, highlighting its importance in Mela-
nesian society (Evans 1999b). Canarium is a food 
security crop that is relied upon to supplement sta-
ple crops (Addinsall et  al. 2016). The kernels have 
a high oil content (around 67 to 75%) that can be 
extracted and used for cooking and cosmetics (Bai 
et al. 2017; Djarkasi et al. 2011; Leakey et al. 2008). 
There are several other traditional and medicinal uses 
of canarium trees including timber (Evans 1999a; 
Harrison and Karim 2016) and topical application 
of oil as an anti-inflammatory (Leakey et  al. 2008; 
Orwa et  al. 2009; Sanderson and Sherman 2004). 
Further details on the status and use of C. indicum in 
Melanesia are given by Bourke (1996) and Bai et al. 
(2017) for PNG; Henderson and Hancock (1988) and 
Evans (1991, 1999a) for Solomon Islands; Evans 
(1999b), Wheatley (1992), Walter and Sam (1996) for 
Vanuatu.

Archaeological plant remains found throughout 
the species distribution support the view that C. indi‑
cum is the oldest cultivated tree species in the region 
(Bourke and Harwood 2009; Kirch 1989; Matthews 
and Gosden 1997; Yen 1996). Trees are recognised 
as varying in nut shell and kernel colour, nut-in-shell 
(NIS) and kernel size, shape and mass, kernel recov-
ery (kernel:NIS), nut thickness and the ease of crack-
ing the shell, testa thickness and mass, as well as the 
number of kernels per shell and kernel oil content 
(Leakey et  al. 2008; Nevenimo et  al. 2008; Randall 

et al. 2016; Siwatibau et al. 1998; Walton et al. 2016). 
Tree selection and domestication programs that select 
for traits with economic importance can greatly 
increase production and may be pivotal to commercial 
success (Nichols and Vanclay 2012). Thus far, work 
towards the development of the canarium industry in 
PNG, Vanuatu and Solomon Islands has focussed on 
market access, post-harvest processing systems and 
kernel nutrition (Wallace et al. 2012b; Wallace et al. 
2016a; Wallace et  al. 2021), while few studies have 
considered variation in fruit and nut morphology 
across its natural distribution.

There have been past attempts to characterise 
variations in canarium fruit and nut morphology 
in Vanuatu. The French research and development 
agency, ORSTOM, surveyed fruit, NIS and kernel 
size from 63 C. indicum trees from across the Vanu-
atu archipelago (Walter and Sam 1993, 1996). How-
ever, to our knowledge, the results of this study have 
not been published. The French agronomic research 
organisation, CIRAD, collected and planted seed 
from the ORSTOM collection following a workshop 
on South Pacific Indigenous Nuts in 1994 (Stevens 
et al. 1996). Unfortunately, all the seedlings and most 
of the information on the CIRAD collection have 
been lost (Evans 1999b). Following this, a Techni-
cal Report was prepared as part of the South Pacific 
Regional Initiative on Genetic Resources (SPRIG). 
Data were recorded from a relatively small number 
of trees (n = 24) that were targeted as a result of their 
superior nut morphotypes previously identified by 
the ORSTOM study (Evans 1999b). Thus, the tree 
selection was not random. Here, we present the first 
research to characterise tree-to-tree variation in natu-
rally occurring trees in Vanuatu, which will be used 
to select superior genotypes for propagation.

In this study, we aim to identify trees with supe-
rior qualities for tree selection and improvement pro-
grams for C. indicum. Ultimately, so that small-holder 
farmers participating in the canarium nut extractive 
economy will benefit from the development of cul-
tivars suited to traditional forms of production and 
contemporary consumers. We evaluate the varia-
tion in fruit, nut and kernel characteristics of natural 
canarium resources through systematic assessment. 
Specifically, we asked: (1) What is the variation in 
fruit and nut characteristics held between individual 
trees, geographical subpopulations and islands? (2) 
Are any fruit and nut characteristics correlated with 
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kernel-in-testa mass? (3) Are there variations in the 
number of single-, double- and triple-kernel fruits 
between trees? (4) Do trees that bear relatively large 
single-kernels also bear relatively large double-ker-
nels? (5) Are morphological characteristics of nuts 
within trees consistent between years?

Methods

Site description

The survey area included eight islands north of 
Efate Island (latitudinal range 15.2–16.9°S) (Fig. 1). 
Mean annual rainfall ranges from 2500 mm to almost 
3000  mm. Mean annual temperature ranges from 
24.9  °C (south Malekula) to 25.8  °C (south Santo). 
Most canarium were found below 200  m altitude 
along the coastal fringe, water courses, undulating 
terrain and amongst gardens (detailed site description 
can be found in Supplementary Information 1).

Fruit sampling strategy

Canarium indicum is widely distributed across the 
northern islands of Vanuatu. Sampling locations were 
based on important source areas for the canarium 
market. In total, 256 trees were sampled from eight 
of the northern islands (Fig.  1; Table  1). The loca-
tions and the number of trees sampled within islands 
were based on the size of the island, accessibility of 
the canarium trees and the number of mature fruits 
in the crown of the tree at the time of sampling. For 
example, 99 trees (over two years) were included 
from Malekula which is a large Island with putatively 
high morphological diversity (Walter 1994), whereas 
less trees were sampled from smaller Islands such as 
Paama and Malo.

Fruits that were completely purple in colour were 
considered mature (Walton et al. 2016). Mature fruits 
were collected (n = 50) from each tree by either ston-
ing, climbing, using a bamboo pole, or a throwing 
rope. Fruits were placed in a plastic mesh bag and 
transported back to a central location for processing. 
A random sample of 25 fruits from each tree were 
selected and their morphological traits characterised 
(total n = 6400).

Characterisation of fruits, nuts and kernels

The fruit of C. indicum comprises of an outer skin 
(exocarp) and a fleshy mesocarp covering the nut-
in-shell (NIS). The hard shell (endocarp) encloses 
the edible kernel that is covered by a brown-col-
oured, papery testa (Evans 1999a).

The tree-to-tree morphological variation of C. 
indicum fruit, nut-in-shell (NIS) and kernel was com-
pleted by measuring the following on each of the fruit 
collected: fruit, NIS and kernel dimensions (length 
and width at widest point); fruit mass (excluding fruit 
collected from Santo and SW Malekula); NIS, kernel 
and testa fresh mass (at ~ 30% field moisture). These 
data were used to calculate pulp mass, pulp thickness, 
shell mass, and kernel recovery (K:NIS; [wet kernel 
mass/ wet NIS mass] × 100). The number of kernels 
per shell was also recorded.

Subjective assessments of the fruits were recorded 
for ease of cracking the NIS using the traditional 
method of cracking the shell with two stones (1 = very 
easy to crack with developed fracture lines on the 
shell to 4 = very hard to crack; n = 102 trees). The 
ease of testa removal was also rated on a scale of 1 to 
4. Observations of fruit and nut characteristics were 
recorded during the data collection process.

Comparison of fruit, nut and kernel traits between 
years

To test for stability of morphological characteristics 
of fruit, NIS and kernels within trees, 25 fruits from 
selected trees that were assessed for fruit and nut 
morphological traits in 2017 or 2018 were resampled 
in 2019 (n = 81 trees). Fruit and kernel-in-testa fresh 
mass as well as the number of kernels per shell was 
recorded. Kernel dimensions were also recorded from 
a subsample of these trees (n = 28).

Statistical analysis

Trees were geographically grouped together into sub-
populations according to the island they were located. 
The larger islands of Santo, Malekula, Epi and Pente-
cost were separated into two regions each to allow for 
distance-based comparison of morphological traits 
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within island. Therefore, 12 sub-populations were 
sampled and analysed (Fig. 1).

Tree‑to‑tree differences in kernel mass

A nested random effects model was fitted to deter-
mine differences in kernel fresh mass between trees. 
Two separate analyses were conducted. The first used 

Fig. 1   Location of trees characterised from eight islands in 
Vanuatu: Santo (SAN1 red; SAN2 blue), Malo (MIS1 light 
purple), Malekula (MAL1 orange; MAL2 yellow), Pentecost 
(PEN1 aqua; PEN2 lime green), Ambrym (AMB1 dark blue), 

Paama (PAA1 green), Epi (EPI1 green; EPI2 purple) and Ton-
goa (TON1 magenta). Individual sites of the sub-populations 
are represented by colour coded dots and described in paren-
thesis
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trees that produced more than 80% single-kernel 
fruits (20–25 kernels per tree; n = 152 trees) and the 
kernel mass of single-kernel fruits only was used in 
the analysis. The second analysis included double-
kernel fruits only (> 8 double-kernel fruits per tree; 
n = 77 trees), and used the combined kernel mass 
per fruit. For both analysis individual trees and sub-
population were included as random effects (package: 
‘Ime4’; Bates et al. 2015) and the intraclass correla-
tion was calculated to determine how much variation 
in kernel mass is accounted for by each random effect 
(package: ‘sjstats’; Lüdecke 2021). The most parsi-
monious model was chosen and the island from which 
the trees were located was not included in either of 
the nested designs.

Tree‑to‑tree differences in kernel recovery

Kernel recovery (the proportion of nut-in-shell 
(NIS) that is kernel-in-testa by mass (Kernel:NIS)) 
was analysed using a beta regression model (pack-
age ‘betareg’; Cribari-Neto and Zeileis 2010). 
Two separate analyses were conducted for single- 
(n = 226 trees) and double-kernel (n = 77 trees) fruits 
(n = 8–25). Where differences were detected, we 
applied a Tukey’s HSD test.

Differences in single‑ and double‑kernel attributes

A Kendall’s tau-rank correlation coefficient was 
calculated to determine the association in the rank 
order of an individual tree’s mean single-kernel fresh 
mass and mean combined double-kernel fresh mass 
between trees (n = 47 trees). A Welch Two Sample 
t-test was performed to determine the differences in 
kernel characteristics: mass, length, width, and thick-
ness between single- and double-kernel fruits. Simi-
larly, a Wilcoxon Signed Ranks Test was used to ana-
lyse kernel recovery.

Relationships between fruit and nut characteristics

Pearson Correlations were performed (n = 4806) to 
determine relationships between the measured fruit 
and nut characteristics: fruit mass, fruit length, fruit 
width, NIS mass, NIS length, NIS width, shell mass, 
kernel fresh mass, KITF mass, kernel length, testa 
fresh mass, kernel width, kernel thickness. Spearman 
Rank Correlations were used to assess relationships 
between kernel recovery and the other measured traits 
(package ‘Hmisc’; Harrell 2021). Correlations using 
single- and double-kernel fruits were performed sepa-
rately. For double-kernel fruits, the combined mass 
of the two kernels was used. All analysis were per-
formed in R v1.4.1717.

Comparison of fruit nut and kernel traits 
between years

A Student t-test was used to compare kernel-in-testa 
fresh (KITF) mass (n = 60 trees), kernel length (n = 22 
trees) and fruit mass (n = 37 trees) between years for 
individual trees. Equal variances between years were 
confirmed with a Levene’s Test. Double- and triple-
kernel fruits were excluded from the analysis as were 
trees with less than eight single-kernel samples. A 
Mann Whitney U test was used to determine differ-
ences between the number of kernels per shell within 
trees (n = 81 trees) between years. A Kendall’s tau- 
rank correlation coefficient was calculated to deter-
mine the association in the rank order of an individual 
tree’s mean KITF mass (2017, n = 17; 2018, n = 41), 
mean kernel length (2017, n = 8; 2018, n = 12), mean 
fruit mass (2017, not recorded; 2018, n = 37) and 
mean number of kernels (2017, n = 32; 2018, n = 50) 
between years. Two separate analyses were conducted 

Table 1   The number of trees sampled from different subpopu-
lations from eight islands in Vanuatu

Island Subpopulation Number of 
trees

Year

Santo SAN1 25 2017
SAN2 5

Malekula MAL1 52
MAL2 47 2018

Epi EPI1 18
EPI2 12

Pentecost PEN1 13
PEN2 32

Malo MIS1 10
Ambrym AMB1 20
Tongoa TON1 12
Paama PAA1 10
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for fruits first sampled from trees in different years 
(2017 and 2018). Analyses were performed using 
IBM SPSS v 26.

Results

Characterisation of fruits, nuts and kernels

The pulp (exocarp and mesocarp) component com-
prises the majority of the fruit weight (Fig.  2). 
Whereas the fresh NIS make up approximately one 
third of the overall fruit weight (Fig. 2).

The tree with the largest single kernels (tree 
MAL022, mean 4.63 ± 0.08  g) had kernels almost 
four times greater in mass than the tree with the small-
est single kernels (tree SAN004, mean 1.28 ± 0.06 g) 
(Fig.  3). Approximately one fifth of individual trees 
(19.35%) possessed single kernels that had a mean 
fresh mass greater than 3  g. These individual trees 
with the largest mean kernel mass were widely spread 
across nine of the 12 subpopulations (Fig.  3). This 
suggests that this trait is not confined to discrete loca-
tions, which was confirmed in the linear mixed-model 
analysis, indicating that tree-to-tree variability made 
a substantial contribution to the differences in sin-
gle-kernel mass (Table 2). The intraclass correlation 
determined that individual trees accounted for 68.3% 
and subpopulation accounted for 5.5% of the overall 
variation in single-kernel fresh mass.

There were tree-to-tree differences in the com-
bined kernel mass of double-kernel fruits with 
the sampled trees bearing an average mass of as 

Fig. 2   Percentage mass of the different components that 
make up a Canarium fruit (n = 6,400 fruit); pulp (65.8%), shell 
(26.1%), kernel (7.0%) and testa (1.0%)

Fig. 3   Mean single-kernel 
fresh mass for individual 
Canarium indicum trees 
(n = 152 trees; 20–25 ker-
nels per tree)
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little as 1.3 ± 0.04  g (tree MAL025) and as large 
as 6.66 ± 0.22  g (tree MAL003). The linear mixed 
model analysis using double-kernel fruits revealed 
significant differences between trees (Table  2). 
The intraclass correlation determined that individ-
ual trees accounted for 71.7% and subpopulation 
accounted for 4.1% of the overall variation in the 
combined double-kernel fresh mass.

Significant positive associations were found in 
the rank order of single- and combined double-ker-
nel fresh mass between trees, indicating that those 
trees that yielded larger single kernels also had 
larger double kernels (τb = 0.680, P < 0.001).

Single-kernels had a significantly greater mass 
than individual kernels extracted from double ker-
nel fruits (t(2648.6) = 27.545, P < 0.001). However, 
when the combined mass of kernels from double-
kernel fruits was considered, these had a signifi-
cantly greater overall mass compared to single-
kernels (t(1731.6) = -46.877, P < 0.001). This pattern 
also applied to kernel dimensions (Table  3) where 
kernels from single-kernel fruits were signifi-
cantly larger than kernels from double-kernel fruits 
for length (t(2419.9) = 2.829, P = 0.005) and width 
(t(2622.1) = 3.4664, P < 0.001). Despite these differ-
ences, most (78.7%) of the trees sampled met the 
kernel size specifications outlined in Wallace et al. 
(2021) with a length greater than 30 mm and wider 
than 13 mm (Fig. 4).

Variation in the kernel recovery of individual 
trees was recorded (Table  4). There were signifi-
cant differences in the kernel recovery between 

Table 2   Summarised results of the linear mixed-model analy-
ses to determine significant differences in single- and double-
kernel fresh mass and the subpopulation of tree origin between 
trees

1 standard deviation
2 95% confidence interval

SD1 95% CI2

Single kernels
Kernel mass 0.526 0.47–0.59
Subpopulation 0.149 0 to 0.30
Double kernels
Combined kernel mass 1.026 0.87–1.22
Subpopulation 0.245 0–0.62

Table 3   Range of the mean of single-kernel and individual 
kernels from double-kernel fruits for length, and width dimen-
sions across individual trees

Mean single-kernel 
length (mm)

Mean single-
kernel width 
(mm)

Single kernels 23.7–42.2 13.9–24.3
Double kernels 20.4–41.2 13.7–24.6

Fig. 4   Mean kernel 
length and width for A 
single-kernel fruits and B 
double-kernel fruits. Data 
points represent different 
trees. Blue coloured data 
points met the specifica-
tions of a Premium-A grade 
as defined by Wallace et al. 
(2021) with kernel size 
measuring greater than 
30 mm long and 13 mm 
wide. Red coloured data 
points do not meet pre-
mium grade specifications 
(< 30 mm × < 13 mm)

Table 4   Kernel recovery range for single-kernel and double-
kernel fruits

Minimum Median Maximum

Single kernels 0.058 0.21 0.42
Double kernels 0.08 0.26 0.54
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trees (single-kernels, F(223) = 71.5, P < 0.001; dou-
ble-kernels, F(76) = 117.8, P < 0.001). A total of 
119 trees achieved a kernel recovery of 0.25 (1:3; 
Kernel:NIS) representing 52.6% of all trees sam-
pled. Double-kernel fruits achieved a significantly 
greater kernel recovery overall compared to single-
kernel fruits (Z = 1047, P < 0.001).

Number of kernels per nut

Nut-in-shell (NIS) can contain either a single ker-
nel, double kernel, or triple kernel, and an individual 
kernel is sometimes a twin kernel (two kernels with 
individual testas within a single locule). Variation in 
the proportion of double kernels within a tree was 
recorded (Table 5). Over half of the trees (59.4%) had 
less than 20% double kernel fruits, and solely double 
kernel fruits were recorded in four trees (1.6%).

At least one twin kernel was observed in 25% of 
the sampled trees. Most of these (80%) had ≤ 4 twin 
kernel fruits, however, 11 trees (17%) had ≤ 8 twins 
and two trees (3%) had more than 50% twins (Tree 
SAN023, n = 20 fruit; Tree EPI003, n = 13 fruit). 
Twin kernels occurred in both single and double 
kernel fruits where either one or both kernels were 
twins. Triple kernels, where a single kernel developed 

in each of the three locules, were rarely encountered 
(0.001%).

Subjective assessment of nut cracking and testa 
removal

Ease of testa removal is an important consideration 
for kernel processors. Testa removal was classified 
as easy on all trees, with only twin kernels having a 
minor degree of difficulty. Ease of cracking the shell 
and extracting the kernel varied between trees and 
were scored the same for all nuts within a tree. More 
than half (60.78%) of the 102 trees assessed produced 
nuts that were easy to crack and extract whole ker-
nels. In addition, 15.69% of the assessed trees were 
rated very easy to crack with shells displaying clear 
fracture lines forming an operculum [locally known 
as ‘coffin-lid’ or easy-to-open shell; Evans 1999b; 
Nevenimo et  al. 2008)]. Conversely, 10.78% were 
rated moderately difficult to crack and or extract 
whole kernels and another 12.75% of assessed trees 
were rated extremely difficult to crack and extract the 
kernel whole.

Correlations with morphological traits

Correlations were performed among the morphologi-
cal traits recorded for the fruit, NIS and kernels using 
single kernel fruits. The results suggest that 22 out of 
105 correlations were statistically significant, being 
greater than or equal to r(4804) ≥ 0.65, P < 0.001 
(Supplementary Information – Table 1). The relation-
ship between kernel-in-testa fresh (KITF) mass and 
other traits can help to predict the kernel mass before 
cracking single kernel fruits (Table 6). Fruit mass and 
nut-in-shell (NIS) mass were the best predictors of 
KITF mass (Fig.  5). KITF mass had a stronger lin-
ear association each with fruit length and width com-
pared with each NIS length and width. Kernel recov-
ery (kernel:NIS) was moderately linearly related to 
KITF mass but to none of the other fruit or nut traits.

Table 5   Number of trees from 256 Canarium indicum trees 
sampled and their percent range of double kernels present from 
25 fruits sampled per tree. Therefore, 1–20% means that five or 
less sampled fruits contained double-kernels and the remainder 
were single-kernel fruits

Percent double kernels (%) Number of trees (%)

0 62 (24.2)
1–20 90 (35.2)
21–40 43 (16.8)
41–60 26 (10.2)
61–80 19 (7.4)
81–100 16 (6.2)

Table 6   The relationship between kernel-in-testa fresh (KITF) 
mass (g) and other traits: Fruit mass (g); nut-in-shell (NIS) 
mass (g); Fruit length (mm); Fruit width (mm); NIS length 

(mm); NIS width (mm); and Kernel recovery (kernel:NIS) for 
single- and double-kernel fruits

Fruit mass NIS mass Fruit length Fruit width NIS length NIS width Kernel recovery

Single kernels r(4804) = 0.752) r(4804) = 0.733) r(4400) = 0.552 r(4396) = 0.628 r(4545) = 0.489 r(4541) = 0.531 r(4552) = 0.519
Double kernels r(708) = 0.728 r(1437) = 0.755 r(708) = 0.497 r(708) = 0.539 r(1437) = 0.425 r(1437) = 0.508 r(1437) = 0.576)
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Significant correlations were also found between 
fruit, nut and kernel traits of double kernel fruits Sup-
plementary information–Table 2). Strong linear rela-
tionships were recorded between KITF (g) with each 
of fruit mass and NIS mass (Table 6). Kernel recov-
ery was again moderately linearly related to KITF 
mass but to none of the other fruit or nut traits.

Comparison between years

More than half of the trees assessed for fresh ker-
nel-in-testa (KITF) mass (61.6%) and kernel length 
(63.6%) showed significant differences in these traits 
between years (Student t-test, P < 0.05). There were 
also significant differences in 15 of the 37 trees 
(40.5%) measured for fruit mass between years (Stu-
dent t-test, P < 0.05). However, significant positive 
associations were found in the rank order of all calcu-
lated traits between years 2017 and 2019 (mean KITF 
mass, τb = 0.426, Fig. 6; P < 0.05; mean kernel length, 
τb = 0.741, P < 0.05) and also between years 2018 and 
2019 (mean KITF mass, τb = 0.495, P < 0.01, Fig. 6; 
mean kernel length, τb = 0.794, P < 0.01; mean fruit 
mass, τb = 0.646, P < 0.01).

Approximately one quarter (25.9%) of the trees 
reported significant differences in the number of sin-
gle kernel fruits recorded within the tree between 

years (Mann–Whitney U test, P < 0.05). A significant 
association was found in the rank of the mean num-
ber of kernels per tree between trees recorded in year 
2017 and resampled in 2019 (τb = 0.601, P < 0.01) 
as well as between years 2018 and 2019 (τb = 0.379, 
P < 0.01).

Discussion

Significant tree-to-tree variation exists in economi-
cally important and food security related traits in 
natural populations of canarium. Currently the canar-
ium market in Vanuatu is small and aimed toward 
tourists, ‘suitcase’ exports and re-establishing tradi-
tional diets for growing urban populations (Bunt and 
Leakey 2008; Wallace et  al. 2016b). With the pro-
gressive erosion of traditional agricultural practices 
and traditional diets in Vanuatu (Rantes et al. 2022), 
the domestication of canarium can potentially address 
agro-ecological and human diversity aspirations 
(Krug et al. 2023). The industry has potential to grow 
and the results of our study are particularly impor-
tant given the interest in Indonesia and the Pacific in 
commercialising kernel product from this tree species 
(Carias et al. 2023; Sundari et al. 2021; Wallace et al. 
2022).

Fig. 5   Scatterplot of 
Canarium indicum fruit 
mass (A) and nut-in-shell 
mass (B) with kernel-in-
testa fresh mass (n = 4806)
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The results from this study have important implica-
tions for further domestication of the species to make 
selections that are desirable for planting in agrofor-
estry systems. Small-holder farmers participating in 
the canarium nut extractive economy can also ben-
efit from being involved in the process of domestica-
tion through capacity building in efficient methods of 
selection and clonal capture (Leakey 2017).

Selection and improvement

Natural populations of canarium trees have suffi-
cient phenotypic variation to permit more intense 
selection and propagation of commercially desirable 
traits (Evans 1999b; Leakey et  al. 2008). Improve-
ment must be based on individual tree selection rather 
than provenance-based domestication because little 
of the variation within traits was attributed to sam-
pling location. Higher market prices for edible nuts 
can be achieved for larger and less damaged kernel 
with a kernel recovery above 0.25 (1:3 Kernel:NIS) 
(Adeigbe et al. 2016; Leakey et al. 2008). Therefore, 
the traits of interest that identify superior canarium 
mother trees are kernel mass, high kernel recovery, 
nut-in-shell (NIS) traits such as an easy to crack shell 
and easy to extract kernel as well as number of ker-
nels per fruit (Bunt and Leakey 2008; Leakey et  al. 
2008; Randall et  al. 2016), which were investigated 
in this study.

Kernel mass is an important trait to the industry. 
Large kernels with a fresh mass of greater than 3  g 

are considered to improve the economic viability of 
entities along the value chain because larger kernels 
generally require fewer relative inputs from both 
producer and processor (Leakey et  al. 2008). In our 
study, only around 20% of trees produced kernels 
with a mean mass of 3 g or more. More than half of 
the trees (63.6%) that were sampled over two fruit-
ing seasons varied significantly in mean kernel mass 
between years. However, trees that produced larger 
kernels in the first year of sampling, tended to main-
tain their rank among the trees and produced rela-
tively larger kernels in the second year of sampling. 
Whilst some confidence is given by trees maintain-
ing their superior ranking in terms of relative ker-
nel mass, year-to-year variability in fruit and nut 
characteristics was demonstrated and it is necessary 
to undergo field trials to determine the stability of 
selectable traits. Further research is also required to 
determine if a trade-off exists between kernel size and 
fruit set and prolonged fruit development in canar-
ium, as  recorded  in other nut crops such as cashews 
(Adeigbe et al. 2016; Aliyu and Awopetu 2011).

Kernel mass and kernel recovery are important 
considerations for producers and processors, though, 
alone may not capture market requirements. These 
traits should not be considered in isolation from 
other desirable fruit characteristics to select mother 
trees. For example, the largest kernel tree in our study 
(4.63 g) were mostly a very-easy to crack operculum 
form (‘coffin-lid’) which are unsuitable for long term 
storage as NIS. However, as we recommend a dual 

Fig. 6   Differences in 
mean kernel fresh mass 
for within individual trees 
between sampling years. 
Different coloured points 
represent individual trees. 
The rank order of the mean 
kernel mass of trees were 
significantly associated 
between years 2017 and 
2019 (P > 0.01, r = 0.426) 
and between years 2018 and 
2019 (P < 0.01, r = 0.495)
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seed- and clonal-based improvement program, due 
to the current knowledge gaps in routine methods of 
asexual multiplication, this tree was still selected as it 
is unknown if coffin-lid NIS is a heritable trait.

When considering artificial selection requirements 
of trees including: a high proportion of single-kernel 
fruits (i.e., 20 or more of the 25 fruits sampled per 
tree were single-kernel fruits), a mean kernel mass 
greater than 3  g, a mean kernel length of > 30  mm, 
a mean kernel width > 13  mm, a kernel recov-
ery >  = 0.25 and without a ‘coffin-lid’ form, very few 
(n = 5) of the 256 trees surveyed met these standards. 
This either suggests that the search for trees meet-
ing these selection criteria should continue, since 
founding a tree improvement program on five trees is 
unwise, or the selection criteria are too strict in the 
Vanuatu context and should be relaxed.

Characterisation of fruits, nuts and kernels

This study confirmed that tree-to-tree differences in 
fruit, nut-in-shell (NIS) and kernel dimensions and 
mass as well as kernel recovery (kernel:NIS) were 
highly significant. Minimal variation attributed to 
the subpopulation level suggests that there has been 
no effective isolation between subpopulations due to 
anthropogenic seed movement between islands, and 
human selection has not occurred more strongly in 
any given location. This is consistent with studies of 
canarium trees in other locations in Vanuatu (Evans 
1999b), Papua New Guinea (Leakey et  al. 2008; 
Nevenimo et al. 2007) and Solomon Islands (Randall 
et  al. 2016). Continuous variation and little popula-
tion differences was also found for other tradition-
ally consumed nut tree species in the Pacific such as 
Barringtonia procera (Cutnut) and Inocarpus fagifer 
(Tahitian chestnut) (Pauku et al. 2010).

The large variation in the kernel morphology of C. 
indicum provides the opportunity to select and breed 
trees with desirable traits for commercial production. 
We found that trees with the largest mean single ker-
nels were almost four times greater in mass than the 
smallest single kernels (4.63 vs 1.28 g), which is very 
similar to previous studies (1–4  g) (Evans 1999b; 
Leakey et al. 2008; Randall et al. 2016). Almost 20% 
of the trees met the threshold (> 3 g kernel mass) con-
sidered for improvement in kernel quality and uni-
formity (Leakey et al. 2008).

Significant differences in fruit mass occurred in 
approximately 40% of the trees measured between 
years. Variation between years in kernel traits such 
as mass, kernel recovery, and kernel number is not 
uncommon and has been reported in other nut crops 
such as hazelnuts (Bostan and Günay 2009; Cristofori 
et al. 2008). Importantly in our study, those trees that 
produced larger kernels in the first year of sampling, 
tended to maintain their rank amongst the trees and 
again produced larger kernels when measured in a 
subsequent season.

Kernel recovery is of interest for processors seek-
ing to maximise return for effort and is an important 
selection criterion for other commercialised nuts 
(Arzani et  al. 2008). Just over half (52.6%) of the 
trees sampled in our study had a kernel recovery of 
at least 0.25. This is particularly important for canar-
ium since shell mass comprises over one quarter of 
the total fruit mass and tree selections based on this 
attribute can increase efficiency in terms of transport 
mass per unit of kernel recovered.

Correlations of fruit components

Correlating kernel mass to other traits, such as fruit 
and NIS mass, can help to determine kernel mass by 
grading fruit. Positive correlation was found between 
kernel-in-testa (KIT) fresh mass and both fruit mass 
and NIS mass (r = 0.752 and 0.733 respectively). Our 
results conform with Evans (1999b) who found sig-
nificant correlation between NIS dry mass and KIT 
dry mass in Canarium indicum. A similar positive 
relationship between fruit and nut mass was reported 
for the edible nut species Sclerocarya birrea subsp. 
caffra (Marula) in South Africa and Namibia (Leakey 
2005). In canarium, this result means that high mass 
fruits and NIS typically also produce higher mass ker-
nels. This can help in grading NIS to accurately cost 
the purchasing of kernels without the need to crack 
the NIS (Evans 1996), although such grading would 
depend on the development of a mechanised approach 
to sorting.

These results are in contrast with a study of 
canarium nut characteristics in young (6  yr) planta-
tion trees in Solomon Islands, which found that trees 
with the heaviest average NIS mass did not produce 
the heaviest kernel (Randall et al. 2016). It is possi-
ble tree age may influence the relationship between 
NIS and kernel mass, therefore selection for kernel 
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traits may need to occur in only mature trees. Future 
canarium fruit collections that aim to improve over-
all kernel mass should initially target trees with high 
fruit mass to select potential candidates for NIS and 
kernel trait assessment. Caution must be applied if 
using fruit characteristic predictors of kernel mass as 
it is unknown whether the NIS contains a single or 
double kernel.

Kernel number

Canarium nuts most commonly contain one kernel 
with the other two locules remaining undeveloped 
(single-kernel fruit). However, many fruits contain 
two kernels and one undeveloped locule (double-
kernel fruit), or rarely, fruits contain three kernels 
(triple-kernel fruit). A combination of single- and 
double-kernel fruits occurred in approximately 75% 
of trees sampled and the remaining proportion con-
tained exclusively single kernel fruits. The proportion 
of single- to double-kernel varied between trees and 
some trees have a greater frequency of double-kernel 
fruits than others. In Sclerocarya birrea subsp. caf‑
fra (Marula) the number of kernels contained in each 
fruit varied between trees and was putatively influ-
enced by pollination success (Leakey et  al. 2005). 
Very little is known about the pollination biology of 
canarium and whether kernel number is maternally 
influenced or is related to pollination levels. However, 
trees that produced a high proportion of double-ker-
nel fruits in the first year of sampling tended to main-
tain their rank and produce an equivalent proportion 
of double-kernel fruits in the second year of sam-
pling. This infers that the factors influencing this trait 
stayed relatively constant between years. This could 
be a combination of maternal genotype, resource 
allocation and/ or pollination success. Further inves-
tigation is required to determine what controls this 
important trait and its heritability.

The mass, length, and width of the kernels was 
found to be significantly lower in individual kernels 
from double-kernel fruits compared with single-ker-
nel fruits, but the combined kernel mass of the double 
kernels was on average higher. Kernel recovery was 
also significantly higher in double-kernel NIS com-
pared to single-kernel NIS. In an NIS buying model, 
this makes double-kernel fruits overall more efficient 
to transport and crack per unit of kernel. However, 
double-kernel fruits are generally less preferred by 

large-scale commercial processors because of their 
smaller individual kernel mass and greater difficulty 
in removing two whole kernels from the shell (Wal-
lace et al. 2021).

Testa removal and nut cracking

Testa removal is an important consideration for pro-
cessors as it is a labour-intensive process (Wallace 
et  al. 2021). We found no difference in the ease of 
testa removal between trees. Testa removal was clas-
sified as easy on single and double kernels from all 
trees, with only twin kernels having a limited degree 
of difficulty. Testa removal was performed on fresh 
kernels and does not reflect the potential resistance 
once the NIS or KIT has been dried.

Ease of cracking the NIS remained consistent 
within a tree and most (60.78%) trees had NIS that 
were easy to crack and extract whole kernels. Whole 
kernels are preferred by the market and kernels must 
be whole to conform to premium-graded nuts (Wal-
lace et al. 2021; Walton and Wallace 2005). Around 
16% of trees produced NIS that formed a ‘coffin-lid’ 
and were rated very-easy to crack. This attribute can 
be desirable among resource owners that consume 
the kernels immediately or sell them fresh in local 
markets (Nevenimo et al. 2008). However, this is an 
undesirable trait when storing the NIS as they can 
open during storage and cause premature spoiling of 
the kernel (Evans 1999b). Very-easy to crack ker-
nels also had a greater propensity for ‘water kernels’ 
where a clear liquid was found inside the intact testa.

Ease of cracking the NIS is an important trait that 
needs to be considered in conjunction with other 
selection criteria. This is because some tentatively 
elite trees had shells that broke in a way that made 
it difficult to extract whole kernels. The problem of 
difficult to crack NIS can possibly be ameliorated 
by mechanical cracking with an NIS buying model 
(Wallace et al. 2012a). Shell characteristics and effi-
ciency of nut cracking and kernel extraction has been 
identified as a desirable trait for other agroforestry 
species Irvingia gabonensis (Atangana et  al. 2002; 
Awono et  al. 2009) and Ricinodendron heudelotii 
(Mbosso et  al. 2015) in Cameroon. Similarly, for 
canarium, mechanical cracking has been identified as 
being important efficiency measure for expanding the 
scale of the industry in PNG (Wallace et  al. 2012a) 
and Vanuatu (Carias et  al. 2023). However, ease of 
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cracking is still an important consideration in regions 
that adopt a KIT buying model (Wallace et al. 2012a), 
where manual cracking by producers is likely to pro-
duce a high proportion of kernel pieces.

Canarium domestication

Canarium has been cultivated by people in Melane-
sia for thousands of years with several domesticated 
forms with desirable kernel characteristics being 
incorporated from both cultivated and wild-harvested 
species (Matthews and Gosden 1997; Nevenimo 
et al. 2007; Thomson and Evans 2006; Weeks 2009). 
Efforts to further domesticate Canarium indicum 
can help to meet the contemporary needs of farm-
ers and the expectations of consumers (Nevenimo 
et al. 2008). Appropriate options for more systematic 
domestication of the species will depend upon the 
resources available to support the process.

Two broad approaches have been developed by 
the authors for the further domestication of Canar‑
ium indicum in Vanuatu (Macdonell and Page 2022). 
These approaches were developed to align with vari-
ous access to resources and based on the assumption 
that the species was primarily outcrossing. Typically 
tree crop species have tended to be propagated clon-
ally to avoid genetic segregation associated with 
sexual reproduction, eliminate or reduce periods of 
juvenility and deploy desirable and highly heterozy-
gous genotypes into cultivation (Leakey et  al. 1994; 
McKey et al. 2010). Given that vegetative propagation 
efforts have so far been unsuccessful in canarium, the 
first approach, with a more conservative application 
of resources, centres around establishing progeny tri-
als from seed collected from candidate plus trees and 
selecting the best trees to serve as seed orchards. The 
second approach encompasses a similar progeny trial, 
but also addresses knowledge gaps on reproductive 
biology and cloning methods, to clonally multiply 
candidate plus trees from cultivated populations and 
trial resources. While the selection criteria included 
kernel mass, kernel yield and early onset of reproduc-
tive maturity (Macdonell and Page 2022), additional 
traits such as mass and yield consistency between 
years, kernel oil content, nutrition, and medicinal 
properties, as well as nut physical parameters for 
mechanical processing can also be considered. Com-
bining multiple traits into future cultivars can benefit 
from the development of an ideotype (Leakey and 

Page 2006) to inform the process of selection and 
maximise the harvest index for market-driven traits in 
Canarium indicum.

Acknowledgements  This research was funded by the Aus-
tralian Centre for International Agricultural Research (ACIAR) 
FST/2016/154. The authors are grateful to canarium resource 
owners and growers for contributing knowledge and resources. 
Recognition for broad support in implementing this project 
including Rexon Viranamangga, Godfrey Bome, Hanington 
Tate, Toufau Kalsakau, Dick Tomker, Mesek Sethy, Votausi 
Mackenzie-Reur, Anne-Marie Sarisets, Judy Kalotap, James 
Samuel, Taura Titus, Presley Dovo, Phyllis Kamasteia. Particu-
lar acknowledgement for the long-term support and guidance 
of ACIAR Forestry Program Managers Dr. Nora Devoe and Dr. 
Tony Bartlett.

author contributions  TP, PM, JT and MT contributed to the 
study conception and design. Material preparation, data collec-
tion and analysis were performed by all authors. The first draft 
of the manuscript was written by Elektra Grant and all authors 
commented on previous versions of the manuscript. All authors 
read and approved the final manuscript.

Funding  Open Access funding enabled and organized 
by CAUL and its Member Institutions. This work was sup-
ported by the Australian Centre for International Agricultural 
Research (ACIAR) FST/2016/154.

Data availability  The datasets generated during and/or ana-
lysed during the current study are available from the corre-
sponding author on reasonable request.

Declarations 

Conflict of interest  The authors have no relevant financial or 
non-financial interests to disclose.

Open Access   This article is licensed under a Creative Com-
mons Attribution 4.0 International License, which permits 
use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any 
medium or format, as long as you give appropriate credit to the 
original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Crea-
tive Commons licence, and indicate if changes were made. The 
images or other third party material in this article are included 
in the article’s Creative Commons licence, unless indicated 
otherwise in a credit line to the material. If material is not 
included in the article’s Creative Commons licence and your 
intended use is not permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds 
the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly 
from the copyright holder. To view a copy of this licence, visit 
http://​creat​iveco​mmons.​org/​licen​ses/​by/4.​0/.

References

Addinsall C, Weiler B, Scherrer P, Glencross K (2016) Agro-
ecological tourism: bridging conservation, food security 

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


1338	 Genet Resour Crop Evol (2024) 71:1325–1340

1 3
Vol:. (1234567890)

and tourism goals to enhance smallholders’ livelihoods on 
South Pentecost, Vanuatu. J Sustain Tour. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1080/​09669​582.​2016.​12542​21

Adeigbe OO, Adewale BD, Muyiwa AA, Olasupo FO, Olaniy 
IOO, Adenuga OO, Williams OA, Aliyu OM (2016) 
Quantitative descriptors of cashew nut categories in Nige-
ria: Providing indices for superior nut selection. ARPN J 
Agric Biol Sci 11:142–148

Aliyu OM, Awopetu JA (2011) Variability study on nut size 
and number trade-off identify a threshold level for opti-
mum yield in cashew (Anacardium occidentale L.). Int J 
Fruit Sci 11:342–363. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1080/​15538​362.​
2011.​630297

Arzani K, Mansouri-Ardakan H, Vezvaei A, Roozban M (2008) 
Morphological variation among Persian walnut (Juglans 
regia) genotypes from central Iran. N Z J Crop Hortic Sci 
36:159–168. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1080/​01140​67080​95102​32

Atangana AR, Ukafor V, Anegbeh P, Asaah E, Tchoundjeu Z, 
Fondoun J-M, Ndoumbe M, Leakey RRB (2002) Domes-
tication of Irvingia gabonensis: 2. The selection of multi-
ple traits for potential cultivars from Cameroon and Nige-
ria. Agrofor Syst 55:221–229

Awono A, Djouguep A, Zapfack L, Ndoye O (2009) The 
potential of Irvingia gabonensis: Can it contribute to the 
improvement of the livelihoods of producers in Southern 
Cameroon? Int J Soc for 2(1):67–85

Bai SH, Trueman SJ, Nevenimo T, Hannet G, Bapiwai P, Poie-
nou M, Wallace HM (2017) Effects of shade-tree species 
and spacing on soil and leaf nutrient concentrations in 
cocoa plantations at 8 years after establishment. Agr Eco-
syst Environ 246:134–143. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​agee.​
2017.​06.​003

Bates D, Mächler M, Bolker B, Walker S (2015) Fitting Linear 
Mixed-Effects Models Using lme4. J Stat Softw 67:1–48. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​18637/​jss.​v067.​i01

Bostan S, Günay K (2009) Variation of important quality char-
acteristics in hazelnut at different years and correlations 
between husk number and nut and kernel traits. Acta Hor-
tic 845:641–646. https://​doi.​org/​10.​17660/​ActaH​ortic.​
2009.​845.​100

Bourke R (1996) Edible indigenous nuts in Papua New Guinea. 
In: South Pacific Indigenous Nuts, In: ACIAR Proceed-
ings No.69. Eds R Bourke, M Stevens and BR Evans, pp 
45–55. ACIAR, Canberra

Bourke RM, Harwood T (eds) (2009) Food and agriculture in 
papua new guinea. ANU Press, Canberra

Bunt C, Leakey RRB (2008) Domestication potential and mar-
keting of Canarium indicum nuts in the Pacific: commer-
cialization and market development. Forests Trees Liveli-
hoods 18:271–289

Carias D, Ota L, Page T (2023) Challenges and opportuni-
ties for inclusive value chains of forest products in Small 
Island Developing States: Canarium nuts, sandalwood, 
and whitewood in Vanuatu. J Rural Stud 100:103036

Coronel RE (1996a) History and Current Status of Pili Nut 
(Canarium ovatum) Production in the Philippines. In: 
South Pacific Indigenous Nuts: Proceedings of a work-
shop held from 31 October to 4 November 1994. Eds ML 
Stevens, RM Bourke and BR Evans, pp 134–139. ACIAR 
Proceedings No. 69: Le Lagon Resort, Port Vila, Vanuatu

Coronel RE (1996b) Pili nut. Canarium ovatum Engl. Institute 
of Plant Genetics and Crop Plant Research, Gatersleben/
International Plant Genetic Resources Institute: Rome, 
Italy

Cribari-Neto F, Zeileis A (2010) Beta regression in R. J Stat 
Softw 34:1–24. https://​doi.​org/​10.​18637/​jss.​v034.​i02

Cristofori V, Ferramondo S, Bertazza G, Bignami C (2008) 
Nut and kernel traits and chemical composition of hazel-
nut (Corylus avellana L.) cultivars. J Sci Food Agric 
88:1091–1098. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1002/​jsfa.​3203

Djarkasi GSS, Nurali EJN, Sumual MF, Lalujan LE (2011) 
Analysis of bioactive compounds in canarium nut (Canar‑
ium Indicum L.). Final Research Report Sam Ratulangi 
University, Manado City

Elevitch, C (2006) Traditional Trees of Pacific Islands: Their 
Culture, Environment and Use. Permanent Agriculture 
Resources, Hawaii. ISBN: 0970254458

Evans BR (1991) The agronomy on Ngali nut (Canarium 
spp.) in Solomon Islands, Research Bulletin Division of 
Research. Dodo Creek Research Station Honiara, Solo-
mon Islands, no. 9, p 27

Evans B (1996) Overview of resource potential for indigenous 
nut production in the South Pacific. In: South Pacific 
Indigenous Nuts: Proceedings of a workshop held from 
31 October to 4 November 1994. Eds ML Stevens, RM 
Bourke and BR Evans, pp. 176. ACIAR Proceedings No. 
69: Le Lagon Resort, Port Vila, Vanuatu.

Evans BR (1999a) Edible nut trees in Solomon Islands: A vari-
ety collection of Canarium. Terminalia and Barringtonia, 
ACIAR, Canberra

Evans BR (1999b) Nangai (Canarium spp.) seed collection, 
Vanuatu. Report prepared for SPRIG Project/CSIRO For-
estry and Forest Products, Canberra.

Harrell FE (2021) Hmisc: A Package of Miscellaneous R Func-
tions. https://​hbios​tat.​org/R/​Hmisc

Harrison, Karim MS (eds) (2016) Promoting sustainable agri-
culture and agroforestry to replace unproductive land use 
in Fiji and Vanuatu. Australian Centre for International 
Agricultural Research, Canberra, ACT​

Henderson CP, Hancock IR (1988) A guide to the useful 
plants of Solomon Islands. In: Solomon Islands. Research 
Department/Ministry of Agriculture and Lands: Honiara

Kirch PV (1989) Second millennium B.C. arboriculture in 
Melanesia: archaeological evidence from the Mussau 
Islands. Econ Bot 43:225–240. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​
BF028​59865

Krug AS, Drummond EBM, Van Tassel DL, Warschefsky EJ 
(2023) The next era of crop domestication starts now. Proc 
Natl Acad Sci USA 120:e2205769120. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1073/​pnas.​22057​69120

Leakey RRB (2005) Domestication potential of Marula 
(Sclerocarya birrea subsp. caffra) in South Africa and 
Namibia: 3 multiple trait selection. Agrofor Syst 64:51–
59. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s10457-​005-​2480-7

Leakey RRB (2017) Socially modified organisms in multifunc-
tional agriculture-addressing the needs of smallholder 
farmers in Africa. Arch Crop Sci 1:20–29

Leakey RRB, Page T (2006) The “ideotype concept” and its 
application to the selection of cultivars of trees providing 
agroforestry tree products. For Trees Livelihoods 16:5–16. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1080/​14728​028.​2006.​97525​42

https://doi.org/10.1080/09669582.2016.1254221
https://doi.org/10.1080/09669582.2016.1254221
https://doi.org/10.1080/15538362.2011.630297
https://doi.org/10.1080/15538362.2011.630297
https://doi.org/10.1080/01140670809510232
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agee.2017.06.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agee.2017.06.003
https://doi.org/10.18637/jss.v067.i01
https://doi.org/10.17660/ActaHortic.2009.845.100
https://doi.org/10.17660/ActaHortic.2009.845.100
https://doi.org/10.18637/jss.v034.i02
https://doi.org/10.1002/jsfa.3203
https://hbiostat.org/R/Hmisc
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02859865
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02859865
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2205769120
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2205769120
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10457-005-2480-7
https://doi.org/10.1080/14728028.2006.9752542


1339Genet Resour Crop Evol (2024) 71:1325–1340	

1 3
Vol.: (0123456789)

Leakey RRB, Newton AC, Dick JM (1994) Capture of 
genetic variation by vegetative propagation: processes 
determining success. In ’Tropical trees: the potential 
for domestication and the rebuilding of forest resources 
(ITE Symposium, 29). (Eds RRB Leakey and AC New-
ton) pp 72–83. (HMSO: London)

Leakey RRB, Pate K, Lombard C (2005) Domestication poten-
tial of Marula (Sclerocarya birrea subsp. caffra) in South 
Africa and Namibia: 2. Phenotypic variation in nut and 
kernel traits. Agrofor Syst 64:37–49. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1007/​s10457-​005-​2420-6

Leakey RRB, Fuller S, Treloar T, Stevenson L, Hunter D, 
Nevenimo T, Binifa J, Moxon J (2008) Characterization 
of tree-to-tree variation in morphological, nutritional and 
chemical properties of Canarium indicum nuts. Agrofor 
Syst 73:77–87

Lim TK (2012) Canarium vulgare. In: Lim TK (ed) Edible 
Medicinal and Non-Medicinal Plants: Volume 1, Fruits. 
Springer, Netherlands, Dordrecht, pp 630–632

Lüdecke D (2021) sjstats: Statistical Functions for Regres-
sion Models (Version 0.18.1). 10.5281/zenodo.1284472, 
https://​CRAN.R-​proje​ct.​org/​packa​ge=​sjsta​ts

Macdonell P, Page T (2022) Domestication Strategy for 
Canarium indicum in Vanuatu. Report for ACIAR pro-
ject FST-2016–154 Enhancing returns from high-value 
agroforestry species in Vanuatu

Mailoa M, Tulalessy A (2021) The effect of immersion time 
and drying method on the colour of canarium nuts 
(Canarium vulgare Leenh). Trop Small Isl Agric Man-
age 1:77–86. https://​doi.​org/​10.​30598/​tsiam.​2021.1.​2.​77

Matthews PJ, Gosden C (1997) Plant remains from water-
logged sites in the Arawe Islands, West New Britain 
Province, Papua New Guinea: implications for the his-
tory of plant use and domestication. Econ Bot 51:121–
133. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​bf028​93102

Mbosso C, Degrande A, Villamor GB, Van Damme P, 
Tchoundjeu Z, Tsafack S (2015) Factors affecting the 
adoption of agricultural innovation: the case of a Rici‑
nodendron heudelotii kernel extraction machine in 
southern Cameroon. Agrofor Syst 89:799–811. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s10457-​015-​9813-y

McKey D, Elias M, Pujol B, Duputie A (2010) The evolu-
tionary ecology of clonally propagated domesticated 
plants. New Phytol 186:318–332. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1111/j.​1469-​8137.​2010.​03210.x

Nevenimo T, Moxon J, Wemin J, Johnston M, Bunt C, 
Leakey RRB (2007) Domestication potential and mar-
keting of Canarium indicum nuts in the Pacific: 1. A 
literature review. Agrofor Syst 69:117–134. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1007/​s10457-​006-​9024-​7123

Nevenimo T, Johnston M, Binifa J, Gwabu C, Angen J, 
Moxon J, Leakey RRB (2008) Domestication potential 
and marketing of Canarium indicum nuts in the Pacific: 
producer and consumer surveys in Papua New Guinea 
(East New Britain). For Trees Livelihoods 18:253–269

Nichols JD, Vanclay JK (2012) Domestication of native tree 
species for timber plantations: key insights for tropical 
island nations. Int for Rev 14:402–413. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1505/​14655​48128​04715​892

Orwa C, Mutua A, Kindt R, Jamnadass R, Anthony S (2009) 
Canarium indicum (Burseraceae). In: Agroforestree 

Database: a tree reference and selection guide version 
4.0 [Online]

Pauku R, Lowe A, Rrb L (2010) Domestication of indig-
enous fruit and nut trees for agroforestry in the Solomon 
Islands. For Trees Livelihoods 19:269–287. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1080/​14728​028.​2010.​97526​71

Pham LJ, Dumandan NG (2015) Philippine Pili: composition 
of the lipid molecular species. J Ethnic Foods 2:147–153. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​jef.​2015.​11.​001

Randall BW, Walton DA, Grant EL, Zekele P, Gua B, Pauku R, 
Wallace HM (2016) Selection of the tropical nut Canar‑
ium indicum for early fruiting, nut-in-shell size and kernel 
size. Acta Hortic 1109:169–173. https://​doi.​org/​10.​17660/​
ActaH​ortic.​2016.​1109.​28

Rantes J, Nunn PD, Addinsall C (2022) Sustainable develop-
ment at the policy-practice nexus: insights from south 
West Bay, Malakula Island, Vanuatu. Agroecol Sustain 
Food Syst 46:234–250. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1080/​21683​565.​
2021.​19797​06

Sanderson J, Sherman B (2004) A nut to crack a growing 
problem. ACIAR Partners in Research for Development 
December:22–23

Siwatibau S, Bani C, Kalotap J (1998) A community forestry 
survey of rural communities in Vanuatu for priority native 
tree species. A Island Consulting, FSPI report to the 
SPRIG project, Port Vila

Stevens ML, Bourke RM, Evans BR, ed. (1996) South Pacific 
Indigenous Nuts. In: Proceedings of a workshop held from 
31 October to 4 November 1994, 1996, Le Lagon Resort, 
Port Vila, Vanuatu, p 176

Sundari TAR, Yusnaini MA (2021) Idiotypes and consumer 
preferences of kenari seeds (Canarium indicum) in Ter-
nate Island based on agronomy character. IOP Conf Ser 
Earth Environ Sci 743:012044. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1088/​
1755-​1315/​743/1/​012044

Thomson LAJ, Evans B (2006) Canarium indicum var. indicum 
and C. harveyi (canarium nut). Trees of Pacific Islands: 
and Use. Ed. CR Elevitch, pp 209-226. Permanent Agri-
culture Resources (PAR). ISBN 0-9702544-5-8. URL: 
http://​www.​tradi​tiona​ltree.​org: Holualoa.

WaIter A, Sam C (2002) Fruits of Oceania. ACIAR. Mono-
graph No. 85. Canberra. [trs P. Ferrar from Fruits 
d’Oceanie)

Wallace H, Carter J, Austin MJ, Poienou M, Moxon J, Wal-
ton D, Randall B, Viji I (2012a) Processing of Canarium 
indicum nuts: Adapting and refining techniques to benefit 
farmers in the South Pacific. Final Report for ACIAR 
project FST/2006/048, Final report number: FR2012–12. 
Australian Centre for International Agricultural Research, 
Canberra

Wallace H, Carter J, Austin MJ, Poienou M, Moxon J, Wal-
ton D, Randall B, Viji I (2012b) Processing of Canarium 
indicum nuts: adapting and refining techniques to benefit 
farmers in the South Pacific. Australian Centre for Inter-
national Agricultural Research, Canberra

Wallace H, Johns C, et  al (2016a) Developing markets and 
products for the Pacific Island and PNG canarium nut 
industry. Final Report for FST/2010/013. Final Report 
Number: FR2016–33. Australian Centre for International 
Agricultural Research, Canberra

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10457-005-2420-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10457-005-2420-6
https://CRAN.R-project.org/package=sjstats
https://doi.org/10.30598/tsiam.2021.1.2.77
https://doi.org/10.1007/bf02893102
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10457-015-9813-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10457-015-9813-y
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-8137.2010.03210.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-8137.2010.03210.x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10457-006-9024-7123
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10457-006-9024-7123
https://doi.org/10.1505/146554812804715892
https://doi.org/10.1505/146554812804715892
https://doi.org/10.1080/14728028.2010.9752671
https://doi.org/10.1080/14728028.2010.9752671
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jef.2015.11.001
https://doi.org/10.17660/ActaHortic.2016.1109.28
https://doi.org/10.17660/ActaHortic.2016.1109.28
https://doi.org/10.1080/21683565.2021.1979706
https://doi.org/10.1080/21683565.2021.1979706
https://doi.org/10.1088/1755-1315/743/1/012044
https://doi.org/10.1088/1755-1315/743/1/012044
http://www.traditionaltree.org


1340	 Genet Resour Crop Evol (2024) 71:1325–1340

1 3
Vol:. (1234567890)

Wallace H, Randall B, Grant E, Jones K, Walton D, Poienou 
M, Nevenimo T, Moxon J, Pauku R (2016b) Processing 
methods for canarium nuts in the Pacific. Acta Hortic 
1128:145–149

Wallace H, Komolong B, et al (2021) Enhancing private sector-
led development of the Canarium industry in PNG. Final 
Report for ACIAR project FST/2014/099. Final report 
number: FR2021–022. Australian Centre for International 
Agricultural Research, Canberra

Wallace HM, Hannet D, Hannet G, Hosseini-Bai S, Jones K, 
Komolong B (2022) Commercialising an indigenous 
agroforestry tree: Overview of commercial processing 
methods for Canarium indicum (galip) nuts in Papua New 
Guinea. Acta Hortic 1355:345–350. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
17660/​ActaH​ortic.​2022.​1355.​43

Walter A (1994) Knowledge for survival: traditional tree farm-
ing in Vanuatu. In: Morrison J, Geraghty P, Crowl L (eds) 
Science of Pacific Island, Volume 3: People, Flora, Food 
and Medicine. Institute of Pacific Studies, The University 
of the South Pacific, Suva

Walter A, Sam C (1993) A variety collection of nut trees and 
fruit trees in Vanuatu. lnstitut Francais de Recherche Sci-
entifique Pour le Developpement en Cooperation, Port 
Vila, Vanuatu

Walter A, Sam C (1996) Indigenous nut trees in Vanuatu: Ethn-
obotany and variability. In: South Pacific Indigenous Nuts, 
ACIAR Proceedings No.69. Eds M Stevens, R Bourke and 

B Evans. pp. 54–66. Australian Centre for International 
Research, Canberra

Walton DA, Wallace HM (2005) Ultrastructure of Macadamia 
(Proteaceae) embryos: implications for their breakage 
properties. Ann Bot 96:981–988

Walton DA, Randall BW, Poienou M, Moxon J, Wallace HM 
(2016) Maturity indices of Canarium indicum (Burser-
aceae) nuts. Acta Hortic 1109:17–22

Weeks A (2009) Evolution of the pili nut genus (Canar-
ium L., Burseraceae) and its cultivated species. Genet 
Resour Crop Evol 56:765–781. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​
s10722-​008-​9400-4

Wheatley JI (1992) A guide to the common trees of Vanuatu. 
Department of Forestry, Republic of Vanuatu

Yen DE (1996) Melanesian arboriculture: Historical perspec-
tives with emphasis on the genus Canarium. In: South 
Pacific indigenous nuts: Proceedings of a workshop 31 
October-4 November 1994, Le Lagon Resort, Port Vila, 
Vanuatu., pp 36–44. Australian Centre for International 
Agricultural Research, Canberra

Publisher’s Note  Springer Nature remains neutral with regard 
to jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional 
affiliations.

https://doi.org/10.17660/ActaHortic.2022.1355.43
https://doi.org/10.17660/ActaHortic.2022.1355.43
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10722-008-9400-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10722-008-9400-4

	Geographical variation in Canarium indicum (Burseraceae) nut characteristics across Vanuatu
	Abstract 
	Introduction
	Methods
	Site description
	Fruit sampling strategy
	Characterisation of fruits, nuts and kernels
	Comparison of fruit, nut and kernel traits between years
	Statistical analysis
	Tree-to-tree differences in kernel mass
	Tree-to-tree differences in kernel recovery
	Differences in single- and double-kernel attributes
	Relationships between fruit and nut characteristics
	Comparison of fruit nut and kernel traits between years


	Results
	Characterisation of fruits, nuts and kernels
	Number of kernels per nut
	Subjective assessment of nut cracking and testa removal
	Correlations with morphological traits
	Comparison between years

	Discussion
	Selection and improvement
	Characterisation of fruits, nuts and kernels
	Correlations of fruit components
	Kernel number
	Testa removal and nut cracking
	Canarium domestication

	Acknowledgements 
	References




