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Tablel. Mean comparison of various vegetative characteristics of two in vitro pear
rootstock on different culture media

538
Necrosis (%)

gﬂ cla.~ Axu g5
Leaf expansion (mm?)

Pyrodwarf OHxF87 Pyrodwarf OHxF87 Pyrodwarf OHxF87 Pyrodwarf OHXxF87

PEAR NS arali b

Proliferation Shoot length (mm)
Media
MS 2.7ab 1.7¢ 35.3b 50.0a
mMS 1.5b 1.1c 48.2a 50.0a
QL 1.5b 5.3a 44.1ab 37.7b
mQL 3.3a 3.8b 50.3a 50.2a
DKW 1.7b 1.7¢ 45.7ab 43 2ab

52.2c 40.0c 0 0
71.3b 58.2b 0 0
80.5a 38.5¢ 0 0
78.6ab 68.7a 0 0
53.4c 45.3bc 0 0

13 D e a3 K3eSG b (15 (e Dt ciloks jatie Ciltin U b O gt a3 45 oSk
Means followed by different letters in each column are significantly different at the 5% level of probability.
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Table 2. Mean comparison of proliferation of two in vitro pear rootstocks on two Fe

sources
t)l{?_ in > dmali sl P in > dmali sluw e aan > dxatli sluw
Shoot number in week 4 Shoot number in week 6 Shoot number in week 8
Source of Fe Pyrodwarf OHXxF87 Pyrodwarf OHXxF87 Pyrodwarf OHXxF87
Fe-EDTA 3.5a 6.0a 3.5b 7.5a 3.5b 7.2a
Fe-EDDHA 2.3a 3.4b 4.2a 5.8b 4.2a 5.9b

513 720 Jlozmt o 53 B3G50 gime D cifonks aietia Citlties U g b O gt 2 53 4 gl Sl
Means followed by different letters in each column are significantly different at the 5% level of probability.
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Table 3. Mean comparison of shoot length of two in vitro pear rootstocks on two Fe

sources
(a)ke-m):‘\g-‘\:-l.&d}b r..:..&m):‘\g-bl,zd}b v;&hm):q-e-l.&d}b
Shoot length in week 4 (cm)  Shoot length in week 6 (cm) Shoot length in week 8 (cm)
Source of Fe Pyrodwarf OHXF87 Pyrodwarf OHXxF87 Pyrodwarf OHXF87
Fe-EDTA 3.9a 2.27b 3.9b 2.5b 3.9b 2.6b
Fe-EDDHA 3.9a 3.35a 4.3a 4.7a 8.5a 4.9a

15 T ezt o 53 KseSG b (515 e LDt okt i Ciliis U g b Osin a3 45 (ol Sle
Means followed by different letters in each column are significantly different at the 5% level of probability.
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Table 4. Mean comparison of root number and length in weeks 4 and 6 in pear micro-
cuttings under various root induction treatments

(poler ) ady sluws (i adn) aly y 5l (poler win) ey, b (i ain) a5 b
Root number Root number Root length Root length
in week 4 in week 6 in week 4 (cm) in week 6 (cm)
Pyrodwarf = OHxF87  Pyrodwarf = OHxF87  Pyrodwarf = OHxF87  Pyrodwarf = OHXxF87
MS 9.5¢ 6.2c 9.1a 14.8b 1.7a 2.6a 5.1d 6.2c
MS+0.5 IBA 6.2d 8.1b 9.1a 10.5d 1.5b 1.7b 9.1a 8.1b
MS+11BA 7.6¢ 11.5a 7.6¢ 15.1b 1.4b 1.5b 7.2¢c 11.5a
QL 0.0e 3.2e 0.0d 7.5d 0.0c 1.5b 0.0d 3.2e
QL+0.5 IBA 7.4b 5.2d 7.4c 15.2b 1.8a 1.0c 7.4c 5.2e
QL+1IBA 7.8b 7.5¢ 8.8b 15.5a 1.7a 2.2a 8.4b 7.5¢

15 70 ezt o 53 KseSS b (513 e LDt ok i Cilibs U g b Osin a3 oS (ol Sbe
Means followed by different letters in each column are significantly different at the 5% level of probability.
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