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The Effect of Growth Regulators on Proliferation of Five Pear Cultivars:
Abate Fetel, Dargazi, Coscia, Mellina and Spadona

Nooshin Kazemi !, Fariborz Zaree Nahandi 2, Ali Akbar Habashi® Mohammad Reza Dadpour
4
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Abstract

In this study, the effect of growth regulators such as BAP, 2IP, NAA, IAA and Zeatin on the
proliferation of five pear cultivars: Abate Fetel, Dargazi, Coscia, Mellina and Spadona were studied in 7
hormonal treatments in QL medium to optimization prolifration medium of pear.The results showed that
the number of shoots proliferation, significantly (P < %]1) influenced by cultivar, medium composition
and interaction effect between these two factors. The best treatment in quantitative and qualitative
characteristics of proliferation for five under studied pear cultivars, was T7 (BAP 1mg/l + Actiwave 300ul
+ Viva 300ul) with average of 4.12 shoot multiplication. So the T7 treatment was used as optimizing
media for the proliferation of explants.

Keywords: proliferation, pear, BAP, Zeatin, 2IP
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