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Effects of Ammonium Nitrate and Calcium Chloride Salts on Proliferation and
Improvement of In Vitro Shootlets Quality of Vigorous Pear Rootstocks

5" U a | e ot G e sl ! gllle e (55 e 40 guans
T L e

e o8l (655518 0 dSCils ¢ GLEL oo 03 8 Slysd 5 iyl i IS Bl (g gomtils 3 5 4 5
‘Qu:b.soujuggl,blfwl.cau:iﬁw;;géﬂ;ﬂ,dmémﬁaﬁm 95 obstial g Hliils Cs s a-F 5 Y

Olpl ez S el sy s Siset
TS 0l oKl (55,58 g 5 ke oSl ( GLel p ke 03 S sbskul -0

RSN s sl VFAFIYIO (bl 3s gu b

o>

B} L;);Tﬁ BY) V..:.Jf)jjkf} (}:;}ATQU‘.E e Saras E o sksoyw 9.f ‘éw!m” “z ‘fu\aogbf “z ‘&5@U|u\g£ “f s)lg)w
10.22092/5ppj. 2018.116419.1¥4 155 1 s § Jlah (el dlsma 5 L, slaily a2t 50 slaeslt Lt kS 5

Bl WG O I 9 Sad 0 Pl 3L3313) G b H W Wiy SBal 09 ,Ken WIS
CadeS” D90@ s9te 4 .Cwsl dhad 0950 Lulyh 50 BOT il $i9Ty 9 Ky Shazsls Wy
Ql W Salb 69y mul ol 9 poigelSlgd Gl J1 @ind 090 Shazesls
=S (o 4b 9 P betulifolia  «(Pyrus  communisxP.  ussuriensis  Rehd.)
G+ 0390 QL ol i ¥ taome 50 (5558 Jl@1o wall HLs™ o (P. communisxP. ussuriensis Rehd.)
9 Yon o VAYO 5 1Y/0 (QL lfawme wall) /Y0 Sodals 10 posgal Ol s oi .od 5 5l 8
I BAx 4l Cudns «(839T 0 Ol 2 Y0 o /A 9 +/2 ((QL tamo vaald) jho SIS 1O a9 415
oAby lle P betulifolia b dadtase g5 58 0l (s G99 SBLL 10 puds” § U9 5 polie D>
Se Sl .cabls el 53 b awlie 30 G YL b G35T5 QL 4k 5 3 o Si8T5 5 363
Wb Axwgl & g ol cuaelS 59 7 sliio (gl 381 L g b dAiged 6}5T}% 28 gl cuw fgygaTQ'ﬁ
PonigaT Ol i eai (il 381 9 391 Sl ow slade 31 FYL DAl e 10 mads” § U395 polic Cda lude
Ol 4 o 4 S5 30 J1d 9 s Q1 P. betulifolia 41 (S1y O3 i g Sl P o
Q1 P. betulifolia 4l 4w (Gl 0d LA malS” Ao 33 (93 FYU e 3 .l A0 0 FITY 9 O/YA FITY Y/OA
33 Bl F b 93 nls” g 2 5V 3929 AD Lo S 59 I8 CE 0 ol 9 S99k 9
g Tl pl 9l 30 s CAS 30 G0 9l (Ao WU RS ULl pawigel Ol i ebaw oy F S

QL vl (3 30 Jld ( Sezs Pyrus betulifolia caudsb 4l (cdl Culs™ ( W 1 guuls” sdoily

CYSYPVOYOFY 1 pals hamidabdollahi@aree0.ac.ir :J s st 5

YF4



WA Ul oY o led (FY-Y a9y 9 g5 (81034 dlxe”

gyl ps— P communis Lo Js—ans

034 ) o sl ni

—l s
(== ») el 5 (Hancock and Lobos, 2008)
03557 @l 8 55 Ol S B o gas s
CE Ly S sk SN sl gleiaie
o sLadS s slonl 5 Jyeme D
Gl a Al g i B gl 58
-~ .(Nikzad Gharehaghaji et al., 2014)
Lo (5 e 5 S5l - 4ol
S o ) IT SLulis g, il esli

Nikzad <«Babaei et al, 2011)
Sl 5 (Gharehaghaji et al., 2014
SSRS L (6, 5 eslw sla JI 35 I 5 50

w8 5|3 oy p 3, (Erfani et al., 2012)
Jlas o5l ada 51 65 55 (HE (3, ol
L S5 adaly e 48 Conl O 51 6,0
S (Erfani et al., 2012) s & sla
J_ijg\ﬁo;u;,ﬂ\;)ﬂ&)\d;ww
SLrOldlg o oo sladlgls skl 5 s
ol i (Abdollahi, 2010) ol 428"
9035 YU Sl Aoy shyls o onl
Pl b JolS” B 5L 0T 31 ol sladlgils
U PO N P WP S -
4 _g—es s> .(Abdollahi et al., 2012)
St ok e 1555 Aol L) 2
565500 DS 05503 4 (ST ol
J.}.a O Llg e calol> sladlgls ys 4
SLa DL o) onl (sislay 5 a3

A3 G

YO

doio

Gal os a3 N sy glaawl
Sy SLadlgls s Al 5 ahly Sl
sladlgls sPyrus calleryana Decne.
S o ST e slaasly 68 )3 = ok
s (Pyrodwarf) Cs,ls59 0 slaasl L
St 3 Sy a5 A i S
OHxF51 Delbard® , L caSols S,
sladlgls 3C w55 «(Brokly- IS5 )
J—G (Crataegus sp.) ¢Sy 458 (0
~ -(Abdollahi, 2010) Lzws (sdspds
gansls ol 3 LS (Bss slaal 1oy S
oS Lagl Jhs 4 I8l IS
slaasly jlesliul ple o dIntensive)
s La0T Caglin Jds Lo pas Ll
{(Fischer, 2009) ol odis oo o i

sles S 4 M s, Lkl glasl
S S 5 Jyans (oI 5 Jorta Caliies
. calleryana Decne. L 5,5
5P
Ayl s P
slaasl .(Hancock and Lobos, 2008)
Jmos ST (o S and 50 ST
Sl s carals o gla (5 4 (65 9
i Joxs mle Ol g 4 BT AL, sbaaly &
ST (golew ¢ St cogb o glacS
s SBESE 5 M s (s (Slo

¢Fischer,

ussuriensis Maxim.

betulifolia  Bunge.

2009) &5 b 5 e
= 48 (Hancock and Lobos, 2008



~~~6))Tj,)>WJﬁﬁjfﬁyTQ‘ﬁéu&}'

I JERNEVSTS L RC WPy PV
55 sl Ol 5 A5 3,15 P. calleryana
OLLSen 5 (o () 2 53 (Sliat
@ claasl 5> (Shibli et al., 1997)
sodalisP.syriaca Y 458 5l ol
QL Lo ous o imen Cl ol b 315
5 = &S (Quoirin and Lepoivre, 1977)
o3l L gy O wid 0955 S5 Gl
Slols ol ol s 55y 7 b Ol IS
SAIST aie 55 Olje 53 Dl 0 F b
e b o (N) 055 25 5 (Ca) S
S ol g0 et g S e R
MS Lo 4 Cond Lamee (1 53 (N) 05 25
s\l il (Murashige and Skoog, 1962)
o 535 G55 psae b

8 s,
.(Abdollahi et al., 2005)

Sl eals Ol

4T ol ediias OLES (B Sl

sP. communis b J sene S 45 4> 5
L s dgene ll 5 53 0T 51 ol laasly
R O TGO B W SMPPI IS PN P
3 oS et 05 Jal b a1l L
Glais I Glanly 5 e S o Sl5ads fem
= St =2 b 3. Cnl PYIUS o> 4o
Sl sl Olads g5, AS la o)
D= a.\_:.a.sol_&})j_i.f):w)&f;_&):
s LS K55 )l L dal; 5o Slides
el 0l Ol B, gk Sl eslinal

J\Q&\f@j(&&} &:Jﬂ ‘t'““)()-i‘)’

Yo

P 6uu{)@ 5,8 bl g ar g
’f‘?ﬁi%tr~5)>1d93¢5.Lﬁg‘yj_x_kﬁ
b i 5 el 3l ool ¢ o (sla 5
sacs = Sl L;\q.:_if Ol e 4 ”U‘Jsgs‘ laoT
L e 4 S5 laal sl a8 oSis
4 5 by Sl eslis il

< - (&)

6 4

Ll 5,5 5 (Campbell, 2003) o _wa
SO S Ol 5l 55 4ded 0950
,l935 i Slranl L lie 5o
IS )b x gl slacS 53 (5 1 Ly
A ls, s OHXF87 L
2016)

2015

¢Mansouryar et al.,

4> .(Nourmohammadi et al.,
OLSen 5 5)5b Lo 5 o plonl S mex
s aS Jl> ;5 (Chevreau et al., 1992)
S e D slac s 55 el
Sl S SYL Sliad,y Ol e P. communis
SLas 5 o55a DS claa £ s 5o s
Sy an (Hliads ) 53 Cald g Ol s (B35
0 0D et A edys Aoy 00l
(Wada et al., 20153, b) ol ,LSes 5150y
O g (B 035 93 53 (5L 65T 1 O s
a8 s 3dae SiON SzU M) o g
(Hang Pa Li) JueSsls 5P, pyrifolia
53 es 5,18 P.oussuriensis 4,8 4 lae
2 ladsasls Ab)y 5 68T 5 Ol S -
Soore (I S5 4 Gl OHXFET
OLSes 5 625l s (i 2 02 2 5m 5 iem
93 Ced 3 Ol ;e 0 (Berardi et al., 1993)



WA Ul oY o led (FY-Y a9y 9 g5 (81034 dlxe”

O PSPy Y w— u——e'ﬂ\f FRppa—y
2011)
2012

«Babaei et al.,

LJsad g el «(Erfani et al,
gelb Cao s L (P, betulifolia)
2009) iz a4 s
o5, %ea 4 5 (Hancock and Lobos, 2008

¢Fischer,

s ) G L QLens i 8 s
Slaple jlets 238 o ols sl 4
Lol s Sl 55 S i pegilS
slral Gy s Ol —ee &S 4
(mncs B0 ans 53 Jasl pdauds 31 1l
(P. communisxP. ussuriensis Rehd.)
53 o3liul 3,50 ALS sy e dd oslin
Slresen 0dSin g3 M (1o 5 0 SIS
oo DLidond daw go (G 3 o 5 adline
SlaaalS O po an z S s SLsl
Sd el al s e g4y Glaindlg)s
a8 sy g Sladsain s aS 5 S
ad> o 5l ol il laadl s 5o
QL ol &iS Looes (5355 o ol il
ol —an 4 (Quoirin and Lepoivre, 1977)
225 etV 5BAP 1) 50,8 e
2SN L 20 S NAA 2
s plonil (5SS 2 53 0 800 5 8T 2
(L?d‘ SN JB0NVE /N 550> 53 s pH
b Gsted b Ol 5 oo IS 5]
Sl 9 VY HL b o a_ads Y
A an $ 155l & Slwds s Y
YO £ Uslae oles U uis, 361 s oS

Yoy

S o s e 53 3 06
035 5558 )3 g S W 5 Law 5 G5
s Oy g2 5 o= J_;JJJS/.LJJC/_W‘
Ll 3 gdome Sl Sliaksy 5 2S5 (64l 500
,szgujféuu>$b4§@\ 034
Sy e s by s bl S 55 53l
P SNES RIS CIN Y-S g PN
ml o S DL 5 Jlg O S
flal aieblys iS5 48 ol on laly
A ST 5 G glaasl Sl (g0 sdes
= s (Mansouryar et al., 2016) slagss
3L S O A S 5 i s o plans W 5
5,8 3
slaly 50 oS he 08,8 ki 55
oI b caih 095 bl 5 55 B 58
Slrazasll C,.:é.;.s},.@.gj ‘_;)jTJ.; éT)lf
iy by daal ol oled 4l 04,3
Sl (N) 85555 5 (CR) S Joolis el
ol S G pl 53 ( OIS aid 09y 55
S pole Sl 5 6557 5 45 jaie 5

5,8 I3 g 3y Basli ) o

b w9 9 lge
ol A by 5l a3 cnl 5
S5 53 odn sl s D8 w1
S8 L Sy >S (P. communis)
¢SS 45 (P. communis x P. ussuriensis)
adlate ) (Sist 4 Jamie (gar b ) wL)
I S s e Sl S 53 Olga!



~~~6))Tj,)>WJﬁﬁjfﬁyTQ‘ﬁéu&}'

deeglin 5kote 4y ¢p g3 059, FO 095 OLL o

909, pole Cdar O, 55 G55 slaaly
dw 53 b g 5 cCalides L;LQJLQ.:S)JM
Sl 38 N3 s 350 5 s LSS
Ay slaamalS 55 IS 05525 6,8 o5l
S el S cglaind 0555 Ll 5 ) 4l
(pmian o o 53 s ol JIS i
93252 30 035,20 Gohme 5 JT Glap b adS
3 S8 ksl oyl 5 0lS 3,
poisnl o 4 s Sl 55 5 Sl
i) ALS ladses skt ol (6l kel
e 3 S el FA oo 4 05T s asly
JENE S PPURCE N YY) QN |
Srdhes Vo 0505 0L a5 (505 4 g
by doe j1 d e Ve g b esls JLl
BL51OT & Sl 5 & 5i s (sladd
A OLdS s Celu YF ol S 5
0313 5l ;5 edSe & oK (555 LoarlaO L
BLS S o 4y 4158 T 0 a8 oty 5 s
Ol Hlie jas s Sla) Jolg js .4
) 0ucd ddw OLej B (65 i 455005
oS il o 3 s S J s
b e G ) gl L5 055 50T G005
Lo 5 S0 gl )3 0l der psisaT
L Calg 53 kb 25 5,1kl &S5 pd) vl
Sl (e 6 58 skl i o 4 2 5
4@[.:?&5&503\.&“)3)4.&\.@345}»5}:;
dmaloes Ao )3 D) 50 4 O 8 o Ol

Al

Yoy

a3 YYEDN 550,605, S sl as o
ildiy 033 Jsb Liecs 6l 5l 5
FENPETY W) S YEIURE PRI L4
Cg_w)}lésug;a‘){bjsafgﬁjscfﬂ
93 Kl esls 1,8 dbiy (6l edd o sl
slalble 55 ) Gos 1 e
3 pssnl DIt O e Sl il
033 ddy Sl 32 (S5 peedS 55 1S
ool (M W55 slaarly lad gy 4kt
Jole b Jo S8 S0 4 (o) o) A
e 5> (Merck, Germany) e 55T ool 2
VY0 QL L e tal_2) #/Y0 b
Ve B dslee o 5 4 )Y ge Jue YAVD
S5 IS Jale 5 2 53 0,8 s VO
Aald) jio gl 4w > (Merck, Germany)
s 5 4 Y e Ao VA 50/4 QL Loms
PRENBTY S gpu Wi CUIPR LRSSy
B s g mha Dler 03 Sl g el
)>4ﬂ@ﬁ)‘ﬁ@@3°wgugc;b
0)93 dy a5 L plail (hlejT O 57 1
0353 Ll i 53 IS 055, PO o sllas i
ey alh Guh) Slw sas oLl el
a5 slaw 8 sl Jols os 5T
dnn § Ol 9 4Ll ) J b candsy ) o150 4
Pre 2 dsb o o a0 e
Sl N et 8,5 5L S
33 b 3 g (D aid 055 el
Cblasl aale 1/0 Jlgame CiS 50,90

O &)‘)x



WA Ul oY o led (FY-Y a9y 9 g5 (81034 dlxe”

Ay Cp S oS SN Gl 53 (o) 5 30 50
C9 o f\"‘";‘ PRI L R SN SR G
gL dsmome Ll i s baasly (Lo s) A5 Ol
4S ol ol odaline aind 0y5 Ll 5
Lyl 2 55 Jseme 5 b as )0 S laaly
S =S (s g Ay ) A 0950
oS oL STl sl el a1, 5
Slac 55 Cadies g1l o 55 C i S
by ddy Oljme (2505 (oo 2050 & S50
OLSKen 5 31555 s (s 2 53
ol> olis (Khosravinezhad et al., 2016)
33 2 2 oS slaaly 508 A ol
NN (e adcd 0955 Ll 8 5 FL Ll 0
et La0T (SaSTols S1 (oS5 ol
sl plowil Sldalie 55 pioman L3l 4 8
Sasl ol a8 sl 5 QL 4l s,
Sod sladlgls 4 o (65 A (Sha gy A
ol Olalia L aS 55 515,55 5 65 )3 =3
FQL sl .l GLkail )5 Gt 1 iy
2l 5 5 s a5 Ol S e
oaF i ol Ols 0 5057 51 P betulifolia
ek 0 () JSE 5 Jgis) 5 s sl a5
0355 iz els & 1 b wnn g (S
55 Dl g & iy Do s S 4k
Loe (658 5l Ol n 5 oS iS55 L
Ol Cropad 5 i e i85 L 65 L )
s .(Abdollahi et al., 2005) cul 5,57
oo S8 1 g Ol G530 mann 5 5
o 0T 2alS 5 LaeS 1 0 S S

YOof

Mol 1 ol J s 53 ST 1o
s e e SaS iy Lol il S
el s (6,8 oSl EDTA L & gl 25 3 b
e 3 dLe 5 F 55 2ola3T 500 Jslows 4
Jaomn &5y 5 5 8 L5155 05l o joe
Ol 5 W EBL ek (Fo e 0 Jile 30 5 4
=1 0 S5, i LEDTA L Jools J shous
Jsdoes o a5 L .03k sl ol
EDTA o 5 2S5 ISssl I Jol
03e dao )5 riomar 5 O gl 25 12 (B s
D) 4 S ol Ol n  AUE S
LT (Lo o 5 4o S dlons Lo
dslas 9 SPSS ;3 o) oslaiwl U laesls
lactals Ao O 5a 3T S oslimal U La o S5
N B Iy 2 glsesls s planil Sl
S8 esls s 550 cosls au o 5 0slizal
g ik Ul A o e 5 45 S
Sldle 3l eslial Ly Sl Ko es
3 il (SigmaPlot-USA) WL

g s
Gold sme gl (G ol cu oLl
o= gj’l-.’.)J‘ S Slae (l—ﬁ: l—’ Lbb BE)
.J_jiau\humw)ﬂ 344« 0 lnae ALSLAH‘%
HL&))OM&)}TﬁA’:buJ‘MLﬁJs&J
sly| P betulifolia 4y 5> 0T o 505" 5 Q1
iy g e e () J ) Ui
or e 5P betulifolia 4l 55 bagras L

SLasl o 3 6 (5553 o Jlgls s 0T



w6031 5 3 peelS 53 IS 5 05 5T slaeSi i1

‘_;‘MQJ‘)J b!,&):djkfshmb LQLAAJ}A}})MJfV.«J{))JK)(r}JJATQ‘stQL j\wﬁuwﬁu \ d}v\>
Table 1. Mean comparison of the effects of rootstock, NH4sNO3 and CaCl, on growth of
pear rootstocks in vitro condition

s il sl bl Job & slaw & an g
Shootlet Shootlet Leaf Leaf
Treatment number length (cm) number expansion (cm?)
Rootstock b 1.52b 4.15a 15.92a 0.47c
P. betulifolia 1.52b 4.15a 15.92a 0.47c
Q1 (Gh1) 2.75a 3.74b 12.06¢ 1.28a
Konjuni _ 2.13ab 3.85ab 11.38c 0.92b
Dargazi Seedling 2.14ab 2.84c 14.60b 0.86b
NH4sNO3z (mM)
6.25 2.48a 3.53a 13.32a 0.88a
12.50 2.12ab 3.68a 14.14a 0.86a
18.75 1.80b 3.45a 13.01a 0.91a
CaCIz (mM)
0.0 2.12a 3.77a 14.12a 0.75b
0.9 2.42a 3.51a 12.71b 0.94a
1.8 1.86a 3.38a 13.64ab 0.96a
sl 70 dLsJ"c‘LwJJ Qﬁl: S atals dom 0531 alil 5 Az aslie Cog o (Shyls o7 ¢ als a6l 5 02w o )5 auf_h&;ﬂfa
Il e

Means, in each column and for each factor, followed by similar letters are not significantly different at the
5% probablllty level, using Duncan’s multlple range test (DMRT).
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Fig. 1. Effects of various treatments of NH;NO3 and CaCl, on growth characteristics of
pear rootstocks in vitro condition
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Table 2. Mean comparison of the interaction effects of rootstock with two NH4;NOs and
CacCl; salts on growth of pear rootstocks in vitro condition

ar el 5las el db & slaws K trny
Shootlet  Shootlet Leaf Leaf
Treatment Jls  number  length (cm) number expansion (cm?)
Rootstock NHsNO; (mM)
6.25 1.14e 3.76bc 14.79bc 0.39f
P. betulifolia 12.50 1.53de 3.98b 15.56ab 0.42f
18.75 1.88b-e 4.73a 17.41a 0.60ef
6.25 3.31a 3.94b 12.70cd 1.28ab
Q1 (Gh1) 12.50 1.85cde 3.92b 12.16d 14la
18.75 3.08ab 3.35bcd 11.33d 1.16bc
6.25 2.51a-d 3.78hc 11.43d 1.00cd
Konjuni 12.50 2.56a-d 3.71bc 11.40d 0.86d
18.75 1.32 4.06ab 11.32d 0.91d
6.25 2.98abc  2.66d 14.37bc 0.86d
SDgg ﬁﬁig 12.50 2.54ad 3.11cd 17.45a 0.76de
18.75 0.91e 1.68e 11.98d 0.98cd
Rootstock CaCl, (mM)
0.0 1.15d 4.26a 16.21a 0.48a
P. betulifolia 0.9 2.10bcd 4.13a 15.29a 0.402
1.8 1.30d 4.08a 16.25a 0.53a
0.0 2.12bcd 3.89ab 12.64a 1.12a
Q1 (Gh1) 0.9 3.48a 3.74ab 11.50a 1.38a
1.8 2.64abc 3.59ab 12.05a 1.35a
0.0 1.98cd 3.70ab 10.99a 0.74a
Konjuni 0.9 224bcd  4.24a 11.58a 0.99a
1.8 2.18bcd 3.61ab 11.59a 1.04a
0.0 3.23ab 3.25b 16.65a 0.67a
Dar f}ﬁig 0.9 1.85¢d 1.95¢ 12.48a 0.97a
1.8 1.34d 2.25¢ 14.67a 0.94a

Sl /0 JLa:alcl:_.»):;SJl: sl aals dim 05057 olal  Aized alie (o9 > S‘J\Jgu&bﬁé‘ﬁjdwﬁ)bakﬁuﬁt:ﬁ
Il e
Means, in each column and for each factor, followed by similar letters are not significantly different at the
5% probability level, using Duncan’s multiple range test (DMRT).
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Table 3. Mean comparison of the interaction effects of rootstock, NHsNO3 and CaCl, on
growth of pear rootstocks in vitro condition

baal cble cble ar il sl &fﬁ Ar
Rootstocks NH;NO; CaCl, Shootlet Leaf
Concentration Concentration Number expangion
(mM) (mM) (No) (cm?)
0.0 0.76fgh 0.40mno
6.25 0.9 1.57¢c-h 0.33n0
1.8 1.09d-h 0.451-0
0.0 1.77¢-h 0.46l-0
P. betulifolia 12.50 0.9 1.41¢c-h 0.310
1.8 1.41¢c-h 0.50j-0
0.0 0.93e-h 0.591-0
18.75 0.9 3.32bcd 0.56j-0
1.8 1.41¢c-h 0.66h-0
0.0 1.45¢c-h 1.14b-f
6.25 0.9 5.97a 1.44ab
1.8 2.52¢-h 1.27b-e
0.0 1.99¢-h 1.13b-g
Q1 (Ghl) 12.50 0.9 1.06d-h 1.74a
1.8 2.49c-h 1.36a-d
0.0 2.93b-f 1.10b-h
18.75 0.9 3.41bc 0.96¢-j
1.8 2.91b-f 1.41abc
0.0 2.30c-h 0.67g-0
6.25 0.9 3.17b-e 1.05b-h
1.8 2.05¢-h 1.30b-e
0.0 2.03c-h 0.76f-0
Konjuni 12.50 0.9 2.32c-h 0.90e-I
1.8 3.33bcd 0.92d-k
0.0 1.59¢-h 0.79f-m
18.75 0.9 1.22¢-h 1.04b-i
1.8 1.16¢-h 0.90e-|
0.0 4,744 0.57j-0
6.25 0.9 2.49¢-h 0.8%-I
1.8 1.70(6—? 1.1ZE—g
. 0.0 3.04b- 0.50k-0
Jargazl 12.50 0.9 2.83b-g 0.85¢-m
g 1.8 1.75¢-h 0.93d-k
0.0 1.91c-h 0.96C-j
18.75 0.9 0.25h 1.19b-f
1.8 0.58gh 0.78f-n
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Means, in each column and for each factor, followed by similar letters are not significantly different at the
5% probability level, using Duncan’s multiple range test (DMRT).
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Table 4. Mean comparison of the effects of rootstock, NHsNO3 and CaCl, on nitrogen
and calcium absorption of pear rootstocks in vitro condition

b les 038 7 e y3 wdS” Lo 3
Treatments N (%) Ca (%)

Rootstock

P. betulifolia 4.31a 1.1b

Q1 (Ghl) 3.30c 1.3b

Konjuni ) 3.97b 0.9b

Dargazi Seedling 3.94b 1.9a
NH4N03 (mM)

6.25 3.37¢ 1.2¢

12.50 3.77b 1.3b

18.75 4.50a 1.5a
CaCl, (mM)

0.0 4.43a 1.4a

0.9 3.57b 1.3a

1.8 3.65b 1.3a
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Means, in each column and for each factor, followed by similar letters are not significantly different at the
5% probability level, using Duncan’s multiple range test (DMRT).
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Table 5. Mean comparison of interaction effects of NHsNO3, CaCl, and rootstock on
nitrogen and calcium absorption of pear rootstocks in vitro conditions

bal NH;NO; CaCl, O35 7 )2 el s
i Concentration Concentration w0 ~a (0

Rootstocks (MM) (MM) N (%) Ca (%)
0.0 3.321 2.20b
6.25 0.9 3.11i 1.40e

1.8 2.61j 0.60m
0.0 3.36h 0.85]
P. betulifolia 12.50 0.9 4.31d 1.25f
1.8 4.47d 1.00i
0.0 4,96¢ 1.001

18.75 0.9 5.25b 0.61m
1.8 7.58a 1.00i
0.0 3.72f 1.60d

6.25 0.9 1.90k 0.80k
1.8 2.21k 1.44e

0.0 3.66f 1.80cd
Q1 (Ghl) 12.50 0.9 4.07e 0.83j
1.8 3.41h 0.50n
0.0 3.23I 1.11h
18.75 0.9 4.31d 1.20g
1.8 3.19i 1.57e
0.0 452¢ 0.66l
6.25 0.9 3.45¢ 0.65I
1.8 2.66] 1.00i
0.0 4.21e 1.001

Konjuni 12.50 0.9 3.44q 0.80k
1.8 3.35h 1.27f
0.0 5.05b 1.66d
18.75 0.9 3.32i 0.66l
1.8 5.78b 1.00i

0.0 2.97] 0.380
6.25 0.9 2.32k 2.00c

1.8 3.4519 1.20%

. 0.0 3.72 2.40

Jargazi 12.50 0.9 3.73f 2.00¢
g 1.8 3.59f 1.60d

0.0 6.24ab 2.32b

18.75 0.9 451c 3.00a

1.8 4,96¢ 3.00a
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Means, in each column and for each factor, followed by similar letters are not significantly different at the
5% probability level, using Duncan’s multiple range test (DMRT).
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Fig. 2. Correlation coefficient and graph of shootlet number per explants with

percentage of nitrogen (left) and calcium (right) contents in pear rootstocks. The levels
of significance are determined at the right angle of each singular graph.
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