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Establishment and Proliferation of Two Apricot x Plum Hybrid Rootstocks for

In Vitro Culture
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Table 1. Effect of sampling dates, genotypes, culture media and BAP concentrations on
establishment of apricot X plum hybrid rootstocks
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Surface Internal %Active  Quality % Shoot
infection infection buds index necrosis
Spring Sl 0.027a 0.250a 81.30a 2.355a 18.69a
15 4 ged O
Summer kb 0.008a 0.125b 61.53b 2.153a 0.00b
Sampling date
Autumn 554 0.50a 0.217ab  47.57c 1.708b 14.56a
S5 HS405 0.10b 0.175a 74.23a 2.245a 7.36b
Genotype HS706 0.049a 0.227a 52.31b 1.894b 15.23a
S Lo MS 0.033a 0.179a 54.7b 1.864b 10.00a
Culture medium WPM 0.026a 0.226a 74.30a 2.326a 12.50a
0 0.049a 0.221a 69.23a 2.142a 15.38a
BAP L
1 0.028a 0.200a 57.27b 1.927b 8.18a
BAP Concentration mg/1
2 0.014a 0.185a 65.48b 2.168a 10.61a
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Means, in each column, followed by similar letter are not significantly different at the 5% probability level- using

Duncan’s Multiple Range Test.
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Quality index: 1= Weak, 2= Medium, 3= Good and 4= Excellent
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Table 2- Effect of genotype and BAP concentration on shoot proliferation of
apricot X plum hybrid rootstocks

sl el b oE sl b el e ls Aoy
sl oo LA 335 5355
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(mm)
Shoot Shoot Leafno.  Largest Quality Chlorosis % Shoot
no. length leaf index index Necrosis
(mm) length
Genotype _sy; HS405 1.436a  5.216b 10.510a  16.176a  2.490b  1.333a 7.27a
HS706 1.160a  7.714a 10.810a  18.952a  2.809a  1.142a 16.00a
BAP cble 0 1.333b  5.154b 10.000b  14.615b  2.307b  1.076b 13.33a
BAP 1 1.160b  3.870b 6.913b  14.565b  2.391b  1.695a 8.00a
Concentration 2 1.400b  6.348ab  11.957ab 16.870ab 2.652b  1.087b 8.00a
mg/l 4 1.690a  9.692a 15.308a  23.846a  3.076a  1.076b 13.33a
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Means, in each column, followed by similar letter are not significantly different at the 5% probability level- using
Duncan’s Multiple Range test.
Sl =F 5 o =¥ thu g =Y (Cans =) 1CiS el
Quality index: 1= Weak; 2= Medium; 3= Good and 4= Excellent.
L3558 = 5 oS 5508 =Y Ga IS 0s =) s IS et s

Chlrosis index: 1= No chlorosis, 2= Little chlorosis and 3= High chlorosis.
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Fig. 1. Establishment of two apricot x plum genotypes; HS706 (a) and HS405 (b) on

WPM without BAP
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Fig. 2. Shoot proliferation of two apricot X plum genotypes, (HS405 and HS706) on
woody plant medium containing 4 mg/l BAP + 0.5 mg/l GA;. a: HS706 genotype, b:
HS405 genotype
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