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Plant Rregeneration Via Somatic Embryo from Tendril Explant in Three Iranian
Grapevine (Vitis vinifera L.) Cultivars
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Table 1. Effect of different media on production of somatic embryo from tendril
explant in three grapevine cultivars

Media oS Lo

Cultivar t&) T MSa MSh MSc
Shahroudi ©39,4l  4.75de 3.84e 5.25cde
Bidaneh Sefid Liw 4lds 10.41b 6.67cd 4.50de
Yaghouti S8 7.50C 12.84a 2.75e

.wtw,mﬁ_cb,;s,u@ugmum;ouu%,uojﬁgs,;;,,u;ﬂg)f
Different letters in all columns and rows indicate significant differences of the means at 1%

probability level.

‘Q}A)}AQ)JJMSC»—::L:NMSb QBAP)Y}.A}J%A'/?}NAA)‘YJA);:A\‘/?HNQMSw.]a.:mlMsa
.2,4'D)y}ag)§?a¢<f‘jBAP‘)Yy‘5J§.:ﬁ$/b e‘r.hmMSg;&s.]d?uMSC

MSa: MS medium + 10.4 uM NAA and 0.4 pM BAP; MSh: MS medium without
hormone; MSc: MS medium + 4.5 uM BAP and 1 uM 2,4-D
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Table 2. Germination of embryos and plant regeneration in three grapevine cultivars

sldws sl Claogs slaw glagw sl OllS sl
S gal ) slaye IS okl azilS 0334 o ol U 55
o azilS ol A g
Number of .~ Number of Number of  Number of  Number of
) G cultured produced cultured germinated  produced
Cultivar £ explants callus embryos embryos plants
Yaghouti ez 720 612 320 252 152
Shahroudi ©332L 720 562 158 121 78
Bidaneh Sefid s 720 590 275 226 117
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