2N 9 J@ (£lhi4 dxe
IFAY Jls & ojled oY w>

OLIodid (G145 o S BW 3 Lol>  gsuaw! Sl 51 (goluwi (Slalad 3950 b5

In- Vitro Propagation of some Promising Rootstocks from Interspecific Crosses
of Stone Fruits

v . \ N | e
S50 el dem LIS Jel= ¢ (g ,b0 =

Olghol aeb mlis 5 (§555LaST Dlidosd S 50 ¢ Gles )
525 0S5 O3l (b wlis 5 (65,58 Dlikos S e lsll =Y
35 A csokBe 5 b sl ek e 5 (5058 Dladed S e skl Y

IWAYIOIF i by gmb ITAY/NY/0 18l &b

oU>

3

Olylsazacs gl & O SLa W 1 ol Jidudal Glaaly ool sladnd 0555 L3I NFAY L. g (Sgwan 9. 93P 3S p «SIUL
XEY YO (F) Fe-Y 5 9 Sl (BT dloxo

G5 dw 9% (el 90 Iod gmo GBS 5D 1O (a9 UL T ol drwgi § L g Jaliie 4
d>ef W ol cuigil < 9 (Hs303 g Hs519) 4> 459 oITa,3 (I fol> cuigi 90 ld ismum!
Sladlea g o Lall 4lga (SdAIgd 3 5 N (w) p (STl 9950 (SOLd 313y SBuw b (HsT25) plol 9
Bl pndi MS Culs” (S dazxo 53 ((SlAdad 0958 ol )l 58 9 (218505 adlllas 3590 ST 590 Sl
LS w8 5 HIANAA 3 0 p 5 Jao o/+) 9BAP g 50 p 5 Juo ¢/# 31 o5 § L QL g Knop (WPM
5 31 A8l i MS Sl fasmo cdxflin 3590 (o099 4l 4w B 50 45 318 QLS Cls Lz £45 31 fol>
1B (LUIMIMS Cils” Lo 58 by (S0 il o § slowd 1 (S 1)y dml oy i@y (A5 § (A5
SO s S i 9 F(SOLABINAA b 50 p 5 Juo +/+) 9 BAP 5 50 p 5 Juo +/F polic.od 5
350 LRI (5397 g 38 (510 o BIS1.0 57 Wgi 1) 4maLS Job 9 S1ux oy Jwwlio 457 399 A
YITY g¥/AY Job Sl b obazals cuwi b 4 Hs519 g Hs725 L9y Sl .ol ovalis adllae
935 4w wJei NAA 9 BAP YL slacdald s9l> s tamo 50 HsS19 4l .58 5 udgd o Sl
Loy 4o (Shdia ) v yd 9 dlyy dluwd g Fogdlan b (Sl4led culs” v laxo (9 5o Hs725 4
Al 9o s Bl ATY pTlae L ady Jobo (9 gl 9 HST725 4l 53 o yd £Y g due cady (S 1Sl
il T Sodald U jeb 4 id ol g 50 p 7 e O cdalé LIBA (s9l> fusxo 50 Hs303
weild LS 4 1y gsuasel Sl ol Joglhe ($559T ¢ Wiy Slouns

oS Lo ((SOL 83 3y () (SO a9y AL (suulsT (srvolg

SEVAVVOVY 0 : pals mtatari] @yahoo.com :J g sl 5

Y¥)



WAF Jlo o o led (Fe Y " 3 9 Jlg8 (£ 1534 dloxa”

sFe-EDDHA) JT ol 515 S a2l 5l
=itk g (FeCly) gdxs oaT 5 (Fe-EDTA
Sladd 093 Ll 2 55 GFOTT iy, 4l
el andes slmdsgaippy )3 b )y p
(o y3 V2 ) JolS” —l34i , Fe-EDDHA
s> 3345 J > s dedali o
3l daomn 53 350 530S iy FeCly
LSe35 o lae, Fe-EDTA
(Molassiotis et al., 2003)
OhLlSKan 5 S I, S 4
T o3l = op 5 i (Rogalski er al., 2003)
35 63> L>s 3 (Santa Rosa) |,k (";’J
s (Benzylaminopurine) BAP ,-J ,» ¢ Jf o
IO (115 e 53 0yl L LIl o 5
s IS s L ol-BAP ) 30 8 L
W3 S ol 5S (Kamali ef al., 2006) o, Sas

MS Lss 55 plsl (g5ds s 55 o815 &
oS e /) SBA il s e 8 e oS sl
J-\> (Naphthaleneacetic acid) NAA =} ,»
O Jm b sl oo o S0 e s
33GF677 clas 8 s 5 555 ladgain,
J_::J).spfu_l?u/\ s> Knop oS Lo
MS S Lose 654 glacs 55 sl s BA
S5 53— BA Sl B e aa L
slaob Ol yie 4 4 S (Bistrica) K s 53T
Sy gty 335 oSS A 5T, 5 6l
3T g 02 e i Sl leid 050
p_?dl,f YO LMS S lases 65y o lusls
3538 Lat/V sBAP _=J s
4% J}—»l>(Indole Butyric Acid) IBA

Y¥Y

dourio
Co e Jlasl o (g 5 4l ¢80 g 3

5 ol 5 g2kl ) 25 5§l s
e g 5 S S e il oS
pe Ol l 53 Jlstn o e 0L )3 S
Lyl 5 sl a,,_fv_a claasly 5l oslizal
b,y 5iS 5y ot Oladllas .l Jases delusl
L oadonte slaasl U ol ods ot 4 iy
ssl bl sl ades 1o pdbe Dlio
5o Gl i 4 Cuslas ( AU S L s
QU gV R S [T JOU IS -
T N s P
s slaasl omlesdl Aty 5o Wl 5 e e o295
wils B 558 53 slsaien Slagl Ol e
sl Ly ol o St 51 (—SS L
Glai s 0,5 CiS G b 51 LaoT es i S
45 (Beckman 2003) o—ul
Ciien alge 1ot 5 oLl DL G
o ie ol 2 S S e
Calides GL:.a S 5 (Nowak et al., 2004)
(Molassiotis et al., 2003) &S Loows j5 a7
Ay laeds o by Calie DS 5 S
6 30 Ol 55 5L 551 s (Pruski et al., 2000)

and Lang,

AQ‘)J

.Q‘Q;J‘}w‘)jzjy)bw
Q‘)\J&A}&J}J&J‘JJA_'
9SS s S 5 (Ruzic et al., 2003)

Ol L35, 50y e L8 S Shale

i S L 3 S (e 5l S
o ble Caes U (Murashige and Skoog) MS
u“y-:—( 6‘—““—’-.““; Ady s, Ss ol



eiudal laal 51 galdas (glaild 093 L)l

s el cul il plsly 5 4 S S Jol>
o3 ool (& Sl 505 Lo e Aty Syl
Llaal opl ety Loy sl Ol pl Ll 5 L
83 9 J g8 Job s b a4 als jlosli
Gl ol )58 s )3 00 LS PO s
C—oal | Js 4 (Dejampour et al., 2007a)
e S Sl (659 50 (st 9y Sl 0931555
231 6355 o1 048 O o 4y oty cl 5L
ol Sl 05,5 3L 350 5SS O G oyl

Z3F 1A g 2s 5

b 95 9 3lge
Ol o idudeel 65505 au Jhass opl o
Ao55 85 35 SN Juol a5 Ol ylaaten 4l
xS L5 g5 eSS 5 (Hs303 5 Hs519) a5
630331525 kB i 51 ks 5 (HST25) sl
oo o Ladl gad LS (o) 5 Slaied 09
2335 g0 S y3ke glaas Sl luweS el
Lol s g dige Sl Sl o
Slidos e ol CoiS o lojT 4 ST
o 5 g 4 5 POl Dlades dn 5e SLEL
5 Sl Sl e s, hdd Jll £ S
ﬁwqﬁw)s@s\agug&\_p\
545 S 15 (o5 e 05l o )3 Y/O L) Ao y3 B
b s el ke OT L it ) ey
oo ol as § 51,5 Calisee glacsS
WPM MS a5l o5 S basms Jols 28
(1884) Knop «(Lloyd and McCown, 1980)
rl.x_{  (Quoirin and Lepoivre, 1977) QL

r;&f'/'\)BAPﬁJJJr;LAf'/i‘SJB

Y¥Y

(Ambrozic et al., 1992)
MS CiS Lo Sdas jole Cble 2alS
=ity o3 LT (b e Caa S U
sls il 51 1, PR204/84 oL aaSsaiys )
45 (Fotopoulos and Sotiropoulos, 2005)
O S 5 5

RGP 3Ll 5y (Dejampour et al., 2011)

032 g

Iy (Prunus amygdulus x P. persica) Hs314
L DKW i8S booes Sl 4 op g 5 (o2
Sl L LaoT s SIBA 3 3 0 8 ke 5
I Gliaim ) (a4 (Gione ol 5o S
sl Wyl Lo y3 AD 4 Loy 77
roS oshie 4 dlanly ool5a slaasl 5o
W Y pene 6 5o gl Dlis
55 laailas WAl 53 558 oo 5145 S oo
5530 5yt Sl Do oS
A il oy g i S S ey
Jolis LS s ! (Dejampour et al., 2007a)
Cadibes Lo W ol o gias o553 P8
Slodd 55T b 555580 5o J xS
23 s B, Olae )3T Oliwl Calzses Gble
o e Cmaglie Dlio Laasl (sl (o)
Gl s 4 Coeglin g ylay 5 SLST
S I g (s
3)34@:&%)6955\5-):)\@‘4&});
Laasl o 5l ol Culg 53 .28 8 )l f e
KA e Sl oSl Ol s 4y
o= adex ;| (Dejampour et al., 2007a,b)
Hs303 5 Hs519 s & e slacs 53 aal,

Hs725 d?)))ﬁ)é\:-;jjﬂ/.ﬁ)) &3)&5 J—ﬁ\:—



WAF Jlo o o led (Fe Y " 3 9 Jlg8 (£ 1534 dloxa”

S glatals Lz O 93T 1 eslizal b bs 5 Kl

A gl

sbagmliy 5 e oS (3l pole
2 L&QTJLJL:M)MS .]a_.:;u)b ol obﬁ)lj

Sl 0 03l OLES Y dju\?‘

L SE

S 3T Ao ys o 5 e 457 315 Ol s
dee)s p PSS s HS303 Loss anli a4 by s
b s ee o3 VPO Sl Ly (S T
Cble gl () ) 55 Hs519 i,
N3 S Yl Ladla; L 5 o & IS son
IS JSsaeds osle (5 e 53 dsel &jzf
sl Sl (ST awys

LS Laes O

axslo Jsb golus o ciS oo I
SWPM (S Lases 45 515 LS oks (55T
Isb 580l (S s o5 4 4Bl i MIS
Lo (Y JSC5) i ils 1) o (65T dxdile
s OLLE (glats 0555 by 3 Ll 5 s iS
<S5 (Pilar and Marin, 2005) &b 5 s
Al Say iS Lae S5 (ladnd 050
S 5 51 BU ol sl e il
358 gn Sl i S Laes 535 5 g0 S
Knop i S Lo >s (Ruzic et al., 2003)
(S Jases cpl ol OlEs 1 s Shes o jlms
OT 33 jolie I pim Chle 5 Conl (g 085 Joos

YFF

sk 4 asl Hlal claal s e NAA 2
Lkl S8 b dases ean 53 (6057 5
lacble (S L o g OB
7535 ke 117 JoluNAA 3 BAP (il
aals)NAA = j5p, 8 Lat/o) sBAP
05 oo VA il SiST Lo 3 el S L
5 sNAA =) 550,8 Lav/\ 5BAP 2
A3 5308 ke 110 sBAP 2 550 8 e S
A buge yba s § 5 eslinal 5,50 NAA
Lyl atn LaamalS L oS5 ain ler
Lay GUI Lol s s CiS L b s (gl
a3 Y0 sl gy 0y90 Celw VP L s
‘&TMZ‘)JJ‘J?&.:LN‘\?:)JYV)})‘))JJ‘Jf‘_gﬂl.w
YO K s 5ty FO e Cusb
okd 551 Glaardle dob 5 oliai g S5
O 6 e e dw B g3 03100 s laastla s o
st mlas Ll e Slads ) b
S e 5K, (s M 5, o 22 L
NAA 2 550,58 e SO L 5 IBA 20 55
Lass 33 8 8 515 51w baraile . Ad o3lizul
SUI Lol 55 i &S5 Soke 4 ogjats ) i
Loyl OT 5l oy 5 b 81,3 oS5 ,6 s,
Lus Jaize SO, CeluA 5 oldy,) Celu V8
Cd ol W 5 glaayy Jsb 5 ol Salgs 5o
Los 4 )85l BB 5 Jol- slaamalS s
O o B Jie S 5 g S
bl b al 5o by sSh JhlsT &) e
Sler Jli 1SS LSS an b bslas ShalS”
L oodeT Cows 4 glaesls .al s o) 4 odalice

4wz lde g 4 25 SAS ngl_aT)\)_é\rJ_; Sl eslasl



eiudal laal 51 galdas (glaild 093 L)l

wkﬂ:a}'MS 61\545\..“;.‘5&:»): L“C):"ti}ﬁ ervfcg)rmﬁ:fptﬁ)‘@—\ d}vb-
Table 1. Amounts of macro and micro elements and vitamins in MS modified culture medium

s gy ol A3 8 e s oS pols A3 S e bl s 28 e
Macro elements mgl” Micro elements mgl’ Vitamins Mgl
NH;NO; 400 H;BO; 6.2 Pyridoxine*HCl 0.5
KNO; 2100 CuSO, * 5SH,0 0.025 Ascorbic acid 10
MgSO,*7TH,0 360 MnSO, * H,O 16.9 Nicotinic Acid 0.5
KH,PO, 270 ZnSO4 * TH,0 8.6 Thiamine *HCl 1
Ca(NOs),*4H,0 1200 Na,MoO, * 2H,0 0.25 Glycin 2

KI 0.83 o 5150 ,::S,;p?‘_;l:»
COCl, 0.025 Supplements mgl™”
FeSO4 x 7TH,0O 27.8 Pectine 0.2
Na,EDTA 37.3
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N 5 25 -
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Fig. 1. Contamination percent of different rootstocks explants in establishment stage
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Fig. 2. Mean shoot length of rootstocks in different culture media
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Bars with similar letters are not significantly different at 5% level of probability of Duncan’s multiple range test.
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Table 2. Mean comparison for the effect of rootstock and culture medium on mean of shoot

number

Sy wl oS Laa ol (6551 dor il sl Klee
Rootstock  Culture medium Mean of shoot number

Hs303 Knop 0.44+0.72f

Hs303 MS 1.77%+1.56d

Hs303 QL 1.22+0.97¢

Hs303 WPM 5.11+2.36a

Hs519 Knop 0+0g

Hs519 MS 2.44+1.01c

Hs519 QL 2+1.5d

Hs519 WPM 2.55+1.01c

Hs725 Knop 0+0g

Hs725 MS 2.38+0.99¢

Hs725 QL 1.33+0.7¢

Hs725 WPM 4+2.64b
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Similar letters indicate no significant difference at 5% level of

Duncan’s multiple range test.
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Table 3. Comparison of macro elements in four culture media (mMol/l)

e e wl i MS ci8 Lo WPM S Lo QL 28 Lo Knop c.i8 b
Macro element MS modified medium WPM medium QL medium Knop medium
Nitrogen 45.68 17.03 35.13 14.67
Potassium 22.59 12.62 19.37 4.31
Magnesium 3.00 3.08 1.46 2.08
Sulfur 3.00 8.77 3.01 2.08
Phosphorus 1.98 1.25 2.00 1.83
Calcium 7.31 4.26 3.53 6.09
Chloride - 1.75 - -
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Fig. 3. Effect of rootstock on mean of proliferated shoot length
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Bars with similar letters are not significantly different at 5% level of probability of Duncan’s multiple range test.

03 ) bS5 508 Chle w4 g L Ll
Ay lediS o b Sl c ke pledsl S
Sl DS 5 gl 5l 546 0 4 05,00 5 Sigo
L;?)L}u\gbljrl.;)\(\:lfj.s.@‘&jjAil;“;,.ﬂ
Jss S Yo U sl by SR LAS! sk
i 2 BA L S5 s b ol

sl—aasl 4 I 8l g oS (glaa

A i (Hyperhydric) ¢ u ol

YA

Sl CiS Lo j3 HST25 iy, 0l

A 03 e S ke /0 sBAP 2 530 8 e S
B aS sl Oli 1) Ol gladd oy NAA
R OGN = E P B B PO W
sBAP ) psp, S Ler/f
2508 en A 55 sNAA 23 535 8 s/
SN INAA =) s 0,8 e t/) 3 BAP 2

‘w‘x&}‘)Ql{:a‘d‘))."ﬁ:)}‘)d)‘.’@&ﬁ

S5



eiudal laal 51 galdas (glaild 093 L)l

Slaiad 0930 Ty 53 3l )
Cin) ada Sl ke o 2ie HS725 4l
oy al 5 (Lo )3 PA) ol y Aoy 5 (Gae
wi sy db Sl oy 2 L HS303
&S sl iS Lo 3 1y (e e A/YY)
1 o(F ) wsls IBA =3 53 0,8 e
53 IBA wlice Cbile loslinul i Ol g5

Sl 3 Aol ) 5 5 sm il 55 ol 2ljaks
NAA i ;3 HsS19 Liss, a0l .ol 03
o3 53,5 A5 65 sk s SR sk
il 6 YL gl e
i) Wl Ll 5 o e (e o
sbes sIBA 2 5o p—?&:‘)‘-e-’: Sl Lo
Ui si 5 (Reeves ef al., 1985) 555 S ,6
S IBA 55,8 e o0 cbile ¢ K
N Jol 48T o5l S by oljads
N3 K PP g S | PP g
b sle s (Zolfagharinasab ef al., 2004)
e O g St S Lo 3 s s
oled ) (mlain s (n 5 e A SlaeliS
L 4w s > (Mahdavian et al., 2010) &ils
350 S8 as Ay oo ;i 4 s tags ol
| bl i ) Cdenw i s opl 5o anlllas
Sl Ay sLredsS s (VL (sl il
G113 Laea 53 HSS19 4l i)l 5L o 5aks
ey Gole ol e 4y 5 la8 slaai, ) NAA
syl i 4ty sLaul ;sNAA 5, S I
3 3 Hs725 4., (Mahdavian et al., 2011)
LSl ool ocils (68T s an Joled Joses oyl

3150935 GLad sy 8 Ol ;e 4 S 3 05 55>

YF4

al., 2003)

= S (Hyperhydricity) o yuus ol
ol als .C wl gl 235055 93
oiSs g arils oS Jby IS S ol
0l S (slmo 8 Ol idls A a s 5
NERPPICSENPRS N W g
Wl BLalE ol Glsta et I ]
J—le g bl Lo &
9y Mg o aS iSO b (Lo oS )
S S 163 (DT 5w bl 5 a8 Jols

(Channuntapipat et

3 et ol

(s Smsb )y 5 )5 dlas (Bl S s Gl
o iSO b Sl m s S s Lo
Sl LU 53 Ll Loma ¢ 95 5 4 0i )
3 JeS siass s (Debergh et al., 1992)
—wlis Lo (Kamali et al., 2006) Ol ,LSen
&3> MS L>s GFOT7 40l 5557 = ! -
oS ke 1Y 5 T e 2 53 0 5 e oIV
At e e S I 2
3 5T Jm s sl slac Ll o a S
Bl i 3 Al Sl I
AT sl i 55T 1 2 5 S Tl 055
oS en YO UMS S oo (59,5 K
Y e ARSI ST
(Ambrozic et al., 1992) . | »->IBA
Hs303 slaa>alS la oy Ve 5l s
05 e 7 s gn oS 5 sl Lo 5o
—d 53 p S et/ V 5BAP =) 5
b ) s s ST ai s, L g NAA
) 33150953 ST 3 4 g Sl 5 e

AL S )



WAF Jlo o o led (Fe Y " 3 9 Jlg8 (£ 1534 dloxa”

Aoy (glaodisS (a5 5 o gyl S o s ) g0 Do S0l i —F s
Table 4. Mean comparison of measured traits affected by rootstock and plant growth

regulators
sl Ay leS BT Ak, des o Ske a5l a), b oS
Rootstock PGR (Imgl™) Rooting percentage Root number Root length (cm)
Hs303 NAA 45+0.78de 1.88+1.36d 3.16+2.5%
Hs303 IBA 53+1.23cd 2.55+1.58¢ 9.33+4.24a
Hs519 NAA 61£1.33b 4.33+1.93b 7.77£4.94b
Hs519 IBA 48+0.87d 2.55%1.33c 5.44+£3.65d
Hs725 NAA 56+0.89¢ 2.33+0.70cd 6.66x1.08c
Hs725 IBA 68+1.75a 7+6.44a 6.16+4.72c

.x)‘xé)lék_;:&ﬁs;)}wﬂl}@l}-’;{c)}ﬂj-'_w)éo dLo:>‘c]d.d)éLMQ&J}F&‘)‘JS&L&\}:‘QEAQP,&)J

Similar letters in each column indicate no significant difference at 5% level of Duncan’s multiple range test.

)Sgujauufmﬁﬁc,m.&&i;.&%;:Ld\
23 055 e 118 S 5 e i ol 3 48
2 62 NAA o) 550 8 Lav/o\ sBAP
Hs725 auly Cosl amo g B o) a0y 4
s oals Laasly sl 5 5V hiady, Jouily
iads ) o ys 9 (Bde Can) ads )y sl o 2iu
Cp S ol jola sl s s an 1y (Asys #A)
25 HS303 2o g) aly a0 Glate (olady ) Jomily
3 Hs303 3Hs725 glaasl cul S5 0LLS
Sl Loms ;3 HS519 4l sIBA (gl,ls Lo
YL Sliada y dwys g aio )y SU NAA

Asls

References

L aS il i o ialesT 5y 50 glaasl
M\jgcué))lfqﬁjéuowmﬁi‘s)\g&a
Db 68T p b s din sbul 4 e
S 4z LS e ol el el
Sl WPM CiS” Las 55 o 5 slaar 4L
bl oy 2t Hs303 5 HST25 s, claal
Ay 55945 s s Az dile CdS ads o
NS 4l W MS CiS bee o
3,8 gy sl slaw o 2is WPM Lo
Ay SlaediS W las (S5 5ol 4o 5 J6
03 arale W5 Jodly (G ol 5o 4, L8 4
s 5,8 5 LI G 0L el ol

Ambrozic, B., Smole, J., and Sifter, A, 1992. Micropropagation of a plum ecotype (Prunus

domestica L.) as rootstock for apricot. Acta Horticulturae 300: 111-114.

Andreu, P., and Marin, J. A. 2005. In vitro culture establishment and multiplication of the

Prunus rootstock Adesoto 101 (P. insititia L.) as affected by the type of propagation of the

donor plant and by the culture medium composition. Scientia Horticulturae 106: 258-267.

Battistini, A., and DePaoli, G. 2002. Large scale micropropagation of several peach

rootstocks. Acta Horticulturae 592: 29-33.

Yo



eiudal laal 51 galdas (glaild 093 L)l

Beckman, T. G., and Lang, G. A. 2003. Rootstock breeding for stone fruits. Acta
Horticulturae 622: 531-551.

Channuntapipat, C. H., Sedgley, M., and Collins, G. 2003. Micropropagation of almond
cultivars Nonpariel and NePlusUltra and the hybrid rootstocks TitanxNemaguard. Scientia
Horticulturae 98: 473-484.

Debergh, P., Aitken-Christie, J., Cohen, D., Grout, B., Von Arnold, S., Zimmerman, R.,
and Ziv, M. 1992. Reconsideration of the term 'vitrification' as used in micropropagation.
Plant Cell, Tissue and Organ Culture 30: 135-140.

Dejampour, J., Grigurian, V., Majidi, A., and Ali Asghar Zahed, N. 2007a. Evaluation of
morphological characteristics of some interspecific hybrids in Prunus and propagation of
them. Journal of Horticultural Science and Technology 8: 43-54 (in Persian).

Dejampour, J., Grigurian, V., Majidi, A., and Ali Asghar Zahed, N. 2007b. Disinfection,
establishment and proliferation in in vitro culture of some interspecific hybrids in Prunus
genus. Journal of Horticultural Science and Technology 8: 165-174 (in Persian).

Dejampour, J., Majidi, E., Khosravi, S., Farhadi, S., and Shadmehr, A. 2011. In vitro
propagation of HS314 rootstock (Prunus amygdulus x P. persica). Horticultural Science
46: 928-931.

Fotopoulos, S., and Sotiropoulos, T. E. 2005. In vitro rooting of PR 204/84 rootstock
(Prunus persica x P. amygdalus) as influenced by mineral concentration of the culture
medium and exposure to darkness for a period. Agronomy Research 3: 3-8.

Kamali, K., Majidi, A., and Zarghami, R. 2001. Determination of the best culture medium
and growth condition for micropropogation of GF677 (Prunus amygdalus x P. persica).
Seed and Plant 17: 234-243 (in Persian).

Kamali, K., Majidi, E., and Zarghami, R. 2006. Micropropagation of GF677 rootstocks
(Prunus amygdalus x P. persica). Plant Genetic and Breeding 56: 175-177.

Lloyd, G., and McCown, B. 1980. Commercially-feasible micropropagation of mountain
laurel, Kalmia latifolia, by use of shoot-tip culture. Combined Proceedings of the
International Plant Propagators Society 30: 421-427.

Mahdavian, M., Bouzari, N., and Abdollahi, H. 2010. Effect of culture medium and plant
growth regulators on proliferation and rooting of Mahlab rootstock (SL 64). Seed and
Plant Improvement 26-1 (1): 15-26 (in Persian).

Molassiotis, A., Dimassi, N., Therios, K., and Diamantidis, I. 2003. Fe-EDDHA promotes
rooting of rootstock GF677 (Prunus amygdalus x P. persica) explants in vitro. Biologia

Plantarum 47: 141-144.

YO



WAF Jlo o o led (Fe Y " 3 9 Jlg8 (£ 1534 dloxa”

Nowak, B., Miczynski, K., and Hudy, L. 2004. Sugar uptake and utilisation during
adventitious bud differentiation on in vitro leaf explants of ‘Wegierka Zwykla’ plum
(Prunus domestica). Plant Cell, Tissue and Organ Culture 76: 255-260.

Perez, O., Burgos, L., and Burgos, T. 2000. Different media requirements for
micropropagation of apricut cultivars. Plant Cell, Tissue and Organ Culture 63: 133-141.

Pilar, A., and Marin, J. A. 2005. In vitro culture establishment and multiplication of the
Prunus rootstock ‘Adesoto 101’ (P. insititia L.) as affected by the type of propagation of
the donor plant and by the culture medium composition. Scientia Horticulturae 106: 258-
267

Pruski, K. W., Lewis, T., Astatkie, T., and Nowak, J. 2000. Micropropagation of
chokecherry and pincherry cultivars. Plant Cell, Tissue and Organ Culture 63: 93-100.

Quoirin, M., and Lepoivre, P. 1977. Improved media for in vitro culture of Prunus sp. Acta
Horticulturae 78: 437-442.

Reeves, D. W., Couvillon, G. A., and Horton, B. D. 1985. Effect of gibberellic acid (GA3)
on elongation and rooting of St. Julien A. rootstock in vitro. Scientia Horticulturae 26:
253-259.

Rogalski, M., Moraes, L. K., Felisbino, C., Crestani, L., Guerra, M. P., and Silva, A. L.
2003. Acclimatization of micropropagated Prunus sp. rootstock. Revista Brasileira de
Fruticultura 25: 279-281.

Ruzic, D., Saric, M., Cerovic, R., and Culafic, L. 2003. Contents of macroelements and
growth of sweet cherry rootstock in vitro. Biology of Plants 47: 463-465.

Zolfagharinasab, R., Khosroshahli, M., Gerigurian, V., and Motalebi Azar, A. 2004.
Study on in vitro propagation of apricot x plum hybrid. Journal of Horticultural Science

and Technology 5: 81-92 (in Persian).

YOv






