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ABSTRACT

This study was carried out to evaluate factors affecting ex vitro micrografting of sour lime (Citrus aurantifolia L.)
such as size and type of scions, grafting type, micrografted plantlets conditions and usage of nutrient medium, in
order to rescue rootless shoots developed form tissue culture or genetically transformed shoots. Our results showed
that the optimum efficiency was achieved when bigger and woodier scions were used in conventional grafting
method under controlled environmental conditions. Furthermore, soluble nutrients injected into the micrograft did not
show significant difference compared with the control. However, the number of successfully ex vitro micrografted
explants treated with MS medium containing agar was higher than the parafilm covered micrografted explants. MS
medium supplemented with agar can act as an additional nutritional source to the micrografted explants during the
early days of micrografting. Moreover, it gives better anchorage and humidity support for scions and helps with the
gradual acclimatization of them in in vivo conditions.

Keywords: Cleft and side grafting, scion, shoot, stock, tissue culture.
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3. Stock
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1. Epicotyl
2. Cleft grafting
3. Side grafting
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Figure 1. Different stages of ex vitro micrografting: a) shoot from internodes explant (micropropagation), b) shoot
regeneration from epicotyl explant, c) graft wrapping with parafilm, d) graft covering with agar MS medium, e) cleft
grafting by using agar MS medium after 2 weeks, f) side grafting by using agar MS medium after 2 weeks, g)
successful graft by callus formation between scion and rootstock, h) cross-section of the graft union, i) partial callus
(single arrow) and no callus (double arrow) formation on the side grafting.
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Figure 2. Effect of scion size on the success rate of ex vitro micrograft in greenhouse (¢=0.05)
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Table 1. Effects of scion types and incubation places of micrografted plants on the success rate of
ex vitro micrografting

Treatments Successful grafts (%)
Scion derived from micropropagation 444"
Scion derived from regeneration 194 b
Grafting in growth room 431a"
Grafting in greenhouse 20.8b
Scion (micropropagation) / in greenhouse 27.8ns
Scion (regeneration) / in growth room 61.1ns
Scion (micropropagation) / in greenhouse 13.9ns
Scion (regeneration) / in growth room 25.0ns

**: Significant at 0.01probability level, ns: non-significant

Dlo gme WS 900 NS (0=0.01) pelans ;o B! s
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Figure 4. Effect of MS medium supplamented with agar compared with wrapping with parafilm on the success rate of
ex vitro micrografting
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Table 2. Effect of scion size and grafting type on the success of ex vitro micrgrafting (Graft zone was treated with MS
medium supplemented with agar)

Treatments

Successful grafts (%)

Scion size 11-15 mm

Scion size 5-10 mm

Cleft grafting

Side grafting

Scion size 11-15 mm / side grafting
Scion size 11-15 mm / cleft grafting
Scion size 5-10 mm / side grafting
Scion size 5-10 mm / cleft grafting

31.9ns
26.4 ns
51.4a”
6.9b
11.1ns
52.8 ns
2.8ns
50 ns

**: Significant at 0.01probability level, ns: non-significant.
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