"y Jle”
IFAY Jbo € oolod (Y8 Wl
9 Lilium longiflorum cv. Gironde ;swew S ki nd) 93 30 21542 jly 4w o
Sldind 09959 vl 4 o L. longiflorum cv. Cassandra

Comparison of In vitro Bulblet Production in Two Commercial Lilium
Cultivars, Lilium longiflorum cv. Gironde and L. longiflorum cv. Cassandra

Y T \ F .
5T 0l 5 g WS 5

TS Ol B339l (5598 9T g oUCIRY 3 ¢ ot 50—
oo (3 VLS 9 7 Slidsd (o 0 90 -

WWAVIEIY by goob IPATUNT il o fo b

S
gLilium longiflorum cv. Gironde ;y—wgw &3—x p—3) 93 38 (—134—2 by 4 B0 IYAY . c(oal3T 5 0 (glgizms
YN - VPAYF L4 5 Jlg . STadad 0938 Bl el yo L. longiflorum cv. Cassandra

oS! O 31 (Jlazr 5L 58 (5100 ™ 59k 4 g1 ¥ § Sl va0 (S5l SO I (K2 (g
O Bl Sl (595 ey om0 B9 4 (Sla 550 33 YU b Caed b 0T o ST 9 3980
ooliiaw! B I59 9 O 00597 Cwd 4yt 4 .l 0l AL L3S 90y Liliseo pB I p0T b9
90139 53 b 4 (Asiatic) bwT sl b (O (pwgw GILF S yud 31 155 95 Sddr iy 09l W 4o
o=l Gy s Jeo Jolas 3 (8810 w9 4 pIAS! Hulul™ pb 4 (Oriental) (B o sliso b (5,50
R 9 (5933 9 (Flww ((H9 ) dd CuBgo 9 (I 53 7 A0 9T )L cdald 4w ol pB
8 (Pl s Sz il Ad)y 9 ST e Fu (A A [l g (b BT ST oy
SLadiged py .ol plamil  Solad Yol b b b b e LJIB 40 clﬁ&l&)‘fd/ﬁf B (owip 390
J= Gl MS 4l culs” fasxe JS10 50  aw (Jedeuo I g (21343 3l SWI gz odlaiw! 3590
9 ELE 31 (039 Nl s pid 30 P 5 o /T 9 [V O 500 4 C 4 ol il JUSS § y9 593 oo
B 0 ydd Aum (((wly (Sl (SlovcB) digei s B Sddx Sl LKL oo oud W gl (Sdx jly Slowd
Sl lodT 38.0d 5 418 wyy D990 g0y ) o 30 0l 104l y (Sdvdx by dluxig oud Wi 4 Hly
5 L (18 mixe M1yl idiy ) I 38 § Jgbo «039 8 3l 1Hoilals” pd ) 45 Ad yadeie oud plosl
D9t dd CmBgo () i@ Olgie 4 (21545 Mo 30 g EWHI I 3T a5 98 B 53 Sl (b 310 09 g 5
Sl (g gy 35 Mdgi s BdrSly on F hob 9 (0 ST o3 GOl il 58 p 5N SIS 5 [HLul 095
Pt LS 0 5 (o2 09051 38 D K 085 95 5B 50 Iadigai s el e 58 473y
=108 (90 8 3 (S (SHbT 685 90 9 Sl (B CalST Sldazily W) (ST S (2 e Sy 4T WS
L 2ladrily (25475l cule culs” tusme 3 g SIS Sl (I sgb 4 .ol Ol jus 99
85 agi Wglite Sl 3wl

I L gl (pdd CumBgn (21543 3l (S3L O3 3y (pwagm 1SS (Sdo g

narmojtahedi@yah00.com :J s iy 5

VY



WAV Jlo oF o le oYF il ” 0 5 Jlg @

4 Sty b ol 514351 5 345 0 plnl
S e 4y a )l uls o510l 5 03 & S
S5l OBLS 53 3Ll ¢ 2SS b,
i) S5 Gl S ) Ul 4
Wl e 4 Cmnl a3 15 oslital 5 4
I PN PSS JPRIS T
Q_i\gdmf):@ﬂ)@;»df&&.p@f
N a5 3550 S5 Gl iy 5l i s
Soas ol (Hajinajari, 1995) &l 4z &
U P FIUREC AP Xy
<Takayama and Misawa, 1982, 1983)
Van Aartrijk et al., 1990 Novak and Petro, 1981
(Aartrijk and Blom-Barnhoom, 1981
5 0l 5 (Wickremesinhe et al., 1994
LS e ol ) s s 3 ol slals
Van Aartrijk and Bloom-Barnhoom, 1981)
Sleslawl U (Van Aartrijk et al., 1990
oS ol Ol 5SS OISl il iS5
9o anl 8 B e JhL 4 0T jsdo s
5 e Rl 6l gLl 5 058 e
Sl S Sl ol el SV SaiS
23 Ol jen HLST ol ool s s
23 55 0ln 50,8 Oaman s (sl piS
LQ\QLA)}%&UI&J.:A)@\rL;d\JB
9o 5 G )3 w355 o S S @
(Ohkaewa, 2000) & > Slg> ,5L 4 oT
@333l oy oS Are Slallas s
S 1 el odd plnil > 3 e s
clie glos e chle s, gbouS

vYY

Ao

o5 e e TV 1 S e
Joli 1) 55 Ad 350> 45" =i Liliaceae
s 5 s £ ) (Kes 5058
&ju;;,\&bbdw}wﬁsj\;\@w
o3l 0ls pas s sla € Ol e 4 5 Aiteun
sps o @SS e Sla W Sl ekiph e
e gl 5 (B8 lads o Lol
adolre Mol gLyl 5o s b
J=£ o=t (Varshney et al., 2000) & 45 o
035 O35 53 A5 p g 03, 53 188% Ul >
53505 53 i 03; 5 oml5 0 el
Gy s 53 53 e J5 i Sl e Y sane
ol 55,8 e 15 S e 5 (g5l
‘5ud_fdﬁ)>1,rm4,:,‘¢wu@;T
Sl osls olasstl s gt 4 Lis ol 4 Ls
S ey s g ks 5l (Azadi, 2006)
O gmehen ¥ 51da L syl 55 1488 Jlu s il
8 Bl S Sl g ey 530l
L s JF oml ol S0l ol 5 28 S
SolS ol S5 Jeily ioen 5 Slgr
I ol ol Silsylsyls 1y ol ciS 5 b
AR A AW J PUR L /N SUPN PR
(Azadi, 2006) sl 634 5,55

i ol s LSS S gla)saS s
9 5SS sl ‘glo.sj:w_f&;bdl.]m 313 599
sl o i Ll Slga HL 0 OT (5 e
o Ay 4 Jgane b 4 s 5Ly LS
il ol s S 0T Oy 45 Sl Gl



w0893 53 el awlie

3 b S Sl gbdsn, &
sde Y Li ) Oladad (gladigeip
Gis 4 O b L3S M5 el
ol Dkl dsaiz; Sl Jeol glaar il
ANiimi, 1995) 54 i

S <l

4 Z;J ) 4 sa‘UQ.AJ.:

ol Partheneion ) Lilium concolor

Cond do g (o 2 O g L s S
e (55l 9 Sl el Gla e g slas
MS S’ Loe (65 o Caand 8 5 Ll
jNAAu)L;LAaJ;Sm_BJJ..GBQt;}B
sy lis s .o )15 55 45 5 BAP
)'!@L;sajzem)ammﬁ;ﬂfo,,\{s
a0 sl S s sl sl i
Lo Jrol ol oLl 3 1 el
(Jeong, 1996)
sl ble Sl tagi ol s
3l S Jelse SIS diind e
(=50 93 53 A lai B 0953 Ll 5 o
22 (LIBLLS 5 0iss 5 5) crmn s (5 )led
Lma 53 085 53 ) et gl b B Sl ok
J_QMQ\,_:{QT@\_:UM\@;_A@}@S

Sl 4l v.;) 93 pl by sl s

b 295 9 3lge
S ehs 33 e bl Byl sl
g bl sl b g g)le glady ,un
b (B0 elite S5y ok p) el

509 Kool <S8 5k 5l Luls

vYY

23 eld Dlabad Lomdge 5 baaxly LS ol
(e Ol & Lol o ks gy Catliinn o
oS skl 5 S e YL slo bl
A5 S|
Gy cble 554 )9, Lilium japonicum
L S S NAA 28 55 0 8 e )
Ll «(Maesato et al., 1994) s o Co
LNAA 2 53 0 8 (o v/) 51 i Sl o
o5y K 3 by LS BAP G5 b
.Jeong, 1996) sl jtalS (gl S o8
Sl glaslgiin 55 58 chle ol

B Sl ol Q‘jﬁ.& J:‘il")T _oda Al

3 \.&4%)'[:% Sl

—

Lo oslgiy 8L Y cble absd
3 &S gladlbs 5 .(De Klerk et al., 1992)
L ol Parthenion 5 Lilium concolor
STAGTLY 55,5 L Calibee sladoys 3L
s b s el slaw wrly S
Ao s sp il 2 5 055 Gl
Ae g 5,8l Chle s ax il sl
2ol B o S YL glac Ll
5 bzl Sl edd bl (gjenl Loty
(Jeong, 1996) 55" 5,8 sl a b i,
Sl 3 S st 4 oS 6 K5 (g 3
I SN PN S B WS PP IP PP W
Calizes (sla s, Lilium japonicum
W MS ol S das 5> ol Sulb
BAP 5 < 55 o8 ke +/) NAA ol s
Sl Slalad s gl 2 55 0 8 e v/
Gl 53 L3S 5 el s VY 850 55



WAV Jlo oF o le oYF il ” 0 5 Jlg @

b JoosS6 bl o LB s hululs
AN 5SS el ol S wl - b
A plowil 4 gei 5510 Juls

SHbIT 290 P (21342 5ky 2 b cumbigo 1

o Caxige w1 Tl s
A @il 2 (G0 5 Gl (Gom)
LLlalS 5 oy 5 o) 92 Sl s (glodels
gl o b JosSE ShlsT o 6 s
V0 bla SIS 2 5 1S aw dola Sls
) fl"";‘ 4 gad 3y

G5 Salo3T

S5l g e s e Sl
(e Sl 085 93 (L i8S slaas 5l
g5 S el DLS 5 s bl
1 8515 )

() i Sny 9 1y tawls ()

QR DRGIERVING |

(V) oty (F

(\:\)g;:ljﬁyﬁzwj(f'

(VY sy si8m 1y O

oy (P

CiS glaaid | 4 B0 DS 5
JEN S CUENENE A ST PN EPENY
sladi i s 8Ll V/YMS ol b s
WA slas 53 St 5 s LalT Sl gioes
ol Csl aw S 40 31 8 Bl 4
Slaaxly baid 05,8 Joal 51 ey . Lds
JUast 5 5, 50 Glademes J51s 4 ¢03) 93
MalS” b oS B T sl

vY¥

(e 558 51 ol g slajly oS
S Sl amys Fogles 3 5 ol S
NEIPRENS
ool edd e Sly a Gle la Wb
Sode 4 LY/ s S S 5o 53 5554k 55
Jol e OT L siand 5L oS5 5 4a8s V0
o 53 e o IS s U i )
4 (A3 plnil pizad L oSS L p 8 OT
plo= 53 Gogabss L 5 4RSS =y e
433 FO Soke 4 31,8 Sl 4,5 YV 0 8 T
390 S lases LS el (ko (g pae S
MS wllose Juld cbaslesT s sl
NAA ;5 =3 ;s Dfdxf /¥ BAP (csl>
ool Sl mal s Lol pen 2 53 p 8 e oY
b sl oid 53 o8 (e /F Sl L
syl VBT 5 2l s e 8 et il
5o Sl VXY bl s uds Silakas
ol sldgd s Sisas
A 815 S b 2 s
My o Ay ¢ly e glas
2 bl Sope 4 LA bow a b

\' ngb-
sl sl

0> arsl

Al s bl 8T glad
A S i sai 5 S 4
izl b b3l

3390 PEIN (2liarily » Sy 5 cdald I
o3l

Q) 5, chle aw 1o besT ol s
T e N G N SR I

9 cJJ_gﬁj r.'e') 93 GL:A L;Lhu.wls L;\cJ&G



w0893 53 el awlie

L Calisee Joml e 53 5 Calides sl 2sle 3T
3,5+ SAS s EXcel sla,ljbl o 5 5l eslinnl
el e Sile 5 4 8 515 ()T 4 s
A dwlie SIs (glaels L 03T )
L Laesls GOy mibioly 4 2 51 JS
b Lis s gyde s esliul
ATos dbe s w5 s
S g b

3590 PO ezl » Sl 57 clald i
Sale3T

e L Clle oS sl Ol
o S a5l a 059) o lier il Dl
AU sl 8 5 el dsb canily 50
53 (,Jf Pocble (V Jada) sy (gyls sxa
S b Olie (ple 3ys8 55 8L 2
sls olas J_<.:.s clac bl U anslas )
Ol g o g oal S 4 5 (Y Jgu)
s 3y s—a > (Tavassolian, 2001)
slacble 51030 s gme p e flnlr
25 (Sliw b () 5 L Caloses
315 Olis &K g A8 o b 1) bl Gudows
Lsee 53 4l LS5 s YL S
22 58 2 s p—?"' Ssl—>
aS Ui jesis 354 Lilium concolor
JENBTFYES SIS SN - MNP ENCE
S G5 o Lrazr Ly LS 6l 2 L8 L
5 Sewspls glaislesT s (Jeong, 1996)
;— (Dabrowski et al., 1992) ol LS en
Ly lel ) 5,890 chle L L

Yo

03 Gl 5,5 8 5 ), ST e L dolas
Fbes 4 baid Al pbil (a2 5ly) 4seisn)
ole &S5 51 e 5 il Uit o) 5 sl 4o
e 31 & ol a3 YF glos L sy BUT &
Sl laas 5Ly slias cole 33 1w LS
iy S ) slaws o Kle g add a3 03]
Sl S Ol e 4 am il a Sles S
Ads Goled S CS 5o e

5 0SS Lasles plas (612 olos Lol 13
ar 3 YP Y Glos js ol CiS slad gl s
Ll s bl wacs g S sl S sl
sl Cele V7 Ll o s bjled oo
Az § 15 St celuA

P G gai ) SAST I e ole o
J.:}CJLL&‘J..BJ);.A&L&L.:?;&)JV})}J
Sl am s Ll gl pidlaal
S e A 5 Al (sl Sl 4 gal )
odd I g amly ey aallles 54 Slao
230l S sbaar 5l Ao ys Lidd )
2 edd Al ganly e 055 Oles o
A3 el dd g slaar Sl Slua gl
A3 edd Al gasily pa el gl
Cgeiser A GBSy JSE Jous hisai)
OF Jl Laazrjly 45" asgaize) 2 5> ibls)
5 5l glodsls bl Juls 5,8 o lica
o3 0 A gl a ps ol slied o((uly
ol Hlaaln; laar Ly slued g digi ) o
Al gy plllanl dsai iy A s

(\_?d‘ Sled—4 &)‘9"7@.?- sl_—aosls



AFAY Jlo o o leds VP W 7,00 5 g “

s SOl o) 93 gerSly 58 e Chle 5 035 ST ulls 4 e =) Jaie
Table 1. Analysis of variance for effects of cultivar and sucrose concentration on bulblet production of two commercial lilium cultivars

Mean of squares  Sla e o Sole

o 053 ool 2l Jsb s A3 aily ol Lo )3
2! il el 2o il ek S50 5k
SOV, . df. Bulblet Number of scales  Bulblet Bulblet Bulblet number Rooting
= weight in each bulblet length thickness per each explant  percentage
Cultivar (Cul.) ST 2.94" 450" 248.117 0.14" 1.2100° 0.00017"*
Sucrose concentration Skl 2 2.337 0.90 51.66 3.63" 0.0002"* 0.00010"°
Cul.x Sucrose concentration 5,5l cbls 2 0.08™ 0.52° 12.92” 1.757 0.2200"* 0.00020"
ns, * and **: Not significant, significant at 5% and 1% levels, respectively. TN 50 o 55 Jls gmn 3 e b o 5 4 K 5 ¥ NS

s SOl o) 53 plersly 58 e Chle 1Y Jguer
Table 2. Effect of sucrose concentrations on bulblet production of two commercial lilium cultivars

cble O JERLIEIREY, Jsb s 23 a sl sl
BEIIW by by 2o by by yeipo A
Sucrose concentration Bulblet Number of scales in Bulblet length Bulblet thickness Bulblet number per
(gih weight (mg) each bulblet (mm) (mm) each explant
30 21.78 b 419a 4.71b 3.73b 62 a
60 56.40 a 4.65 ab 5.88 a 510a 65 a
90 47.02 a 381b 5.64 a 454 a 72a

1SS b (sl e D3l 1 (55LT o 53 oSl (55LT O5m3T i 1 alie G (sl (sl S0ls 02 )3
Means in each column with the same letters are significantly different at 5% level (DMRT).
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Table 2. Effect of sucrose concentrations on in vitro bulblet production parameters of two commercial lilium cultivars

3 axrsly O arily o 5o b slis by dsb ol s A3 el sl s odi ) ey
i)
Cultivar Bulblet weight (mg) ~ Number of scales Bulblet length Bulblet thickness  Bulblet number per Rooting percentage
in each bulblet (mm) (mm) each explant
Gironde okis 5 23.63 b 4,98 a 4.68 b 4.34 a 7.62a 45 Db
Cassandra Husluls” 66.13 a 3.98b 6.38 a 4.62 a 577D 88 a

1SS b (sl e sl T (55UT e 53 Sl (55LT O a3T i 1 alie G (1l sla o Sols O 2 )3

Means in each column with the same letters are significantly different at 5% level (DMRT).

o SO 055 93 53 0 A 5 laar Sl S s Ggaisas 53 sl SIS e 31 -F g
Table 4. Effect of bulblet formation position on number of bulblets of two commercial lilium cultivars

S50 20 2 03 ily JSE s Sgaizy 3 de il Sl

Position of bulblet production per each explant Bulblet number per each explant
Basal Slodsls 13.83a
Lateral sl 4.16 Db
Distal ) 211c

..\j)luuji;_u\.ia_tugjbs'.u S 0 6)L‘Tclﬂ*”)> oSl T 03T a3l alaw o > (glyls L5LA_'I:§S[:A O B 3
Means in each column with the same letters are significantly different at 5% level (DMRT).
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Table 5. Analysis of variance for cultivar and scale position effects on bulblet production of two commercial lilium cultivars

Mean of squares  cilu e ke

e

09 JPRLIIREY, Jsb Y] A3 d sl sl Aoy
ST ey il a0 ik b S ot ity
SOV o df. Bulblet Number of scales  Bulblet Bulblet Bulblet number Rooting
e Sl e weight in each bulblet length thickness per each explant  percentage
Cultivar 51 422" 0.27"° 60.14 0.05" 0.80"° 0.00300
Scale positin b i 2 0.23" 0.04” 11.447 0.42" 1.05" 0.00100"
Cul.x Scale position Sx b s 2 0.917 2.27" 14.96™ 0.85" 0.01"¢ 0.00004

ns, * and **: Not significant, significant at 5% and 1% levels, respectively. 1N 3T s 53 13 g )3 g o 7 4 K 5 * NS
s Sl 635 93 el e Lo g 1P g
Table 6. Effect of scale position on bublet production of two commercial lilium cultivars

ol ol e rily O by o el ol by Jsb oy ks P03 ey ol liad ) L)
S5 D)
Scale position Bulblet weight (mg) ~ Number of scales Bulblet length Bulblet thickness ~ Bulblet number per Rooting percentage
in each bulblet (mm) (mm) each explant
External ol 15.57 a 397a 4.10b 3.19b 4.94 ab 54 ab
Centeral Sk 21.78 a 419a 471a 3.73a 6.55a 62 a
Internal Sl 2161a 3.74a 4.37 ab 3.43 ab 4440 41 b

..U)luuji;_u\.ia_tugjbshu Sl 70 6)L‘Tcl‘*”)> ngb bl O e3T i 5l alie (o > (glyls 6&;,:?;[:5 O A 3
Means in each column with the same letters are significantly different at 5% level (DMRT).
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Fig. 1. Effect of sucrose concentrations on bulblet weight per each bulblet of two
commercial lilium cultivars
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Fig. 2. Interaction effect of cultivar and sucrose concentrations on number of
bulblets from each position
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Fig. 3. Interaction effect of cultivar and scale position on number of scales per
each bulblet
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Fig. 4. Interaction effect of cultivar and scale position on number of bulblet per
each explant
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Fig. 1. a) Central scale b) Basal, central and Fig. 2. In vitro bulblet production of

distal explants of cv. Gironde cv. Gironde one month after culture
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Fig. 4. In vitro bulblet of cv. Gironde one Fig. 3. In vitro bulblets produced of
month after acclimatization one scale explant of cv. Gironde two

months after culture
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Table 7. Scale position effect on in vitro bulblet production parameters of two commercial lilium cultivars

o el Ois aily A 3 bl iy db il s @liady, L)
Cultivar Bulblet's weight Number of scales Bulblet length Bulblet thichness  Rooting percentage
(mQ) in each bulblet (mm) (mm)
Gironde kg5 11.35b 4.16 a 499 a 3.53a 38D
Cassandra Ll 33.52a 3.73a 4.04b 3.40a 67 a

I S b (51 sime sl T (5T e 53 (Sils (65U 09037 i 5l alie U g (15 (la o S0e g2 a3
Means in each column with the same letters are significantly different at 5% level (DMRT).

i 5 Slas Sl 3y agei i) a3 sl SIS e JI-A Ui
Table 8. Effect of position of bulblet formation per each explant on number of bulblets

il S8 Joue Wgadjy 2 3 arly ol
Position of bulblet production Bulblet number per each explant
Basal loasls 11.27 a
Lateral S 3.94b
Distal ) 0.72c

I KA L (5l e 3l V0 (5L o 53 Sils (65U 03057 i 5l alie U5 (15 (sla o SSbe gz a3
Means in each column with the same letters are significantly different at 5% level (DMRT).
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Table 9. Effect of soil substrate on in vitro bulblet growth of two commercial lilium cultivars

Soil mixture Gironde o5 Cassandra 1 .l
Slax sl sl iy saef sl Sk Ly sl NU-UPIING SRNRT IS
03} 4l il 5l el 03} 4l il ol el
S s Number of Mean of leaf numbers l\_lumber of Mean of leaf numbers
= germinated bulblets from each bublet germinated bulblets from each bublet

Sand:Peat:Vermiculite:Gravel (1:1:1:1) o e a5 i tale 65 1.52 70 1.2
Clay:Peat (1:1) Sl 00 0.00 00 0.0
Clay:Gravel (1:1) R 86 1.38 00 0.0
Clay:Vermiculite (1:1) I Sen s 00 0.00 00 0.0
Clay:Peat:Gravel (1:2:1) CI a8 1 1) 00 0.00 00 0.0
Peat Cay 94 1.64 90 1.4
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