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Figure 1- The Phalaenopsis cultivars investigated in this research include; Andorra (A),
Bucharest (B), Dubrovnik (C), Memphis (D), Nottingham (E).
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Table 1. Table of ANOVA analysis.
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** Significant at 1%, and * Significant at 5% levels, ™ non-significant.
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Figure 2- Comparison of the effect of explant on number of leaf (A), root (B), and protocorm-like body
(C), and number of days until initiation of leaf (D) and root (E) primordia. In each graph, columns of
means with the same lowercase letters and standard error have no significant difference.
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Figure 3- Comparison of the effect of cultivar on number of leaf (A), root (B), and protocorm-like body
(C), and number of days until initiation of leaf (D) and root (E) primordia. In each graph, columns of
means with the same lowercase letters and standard error have no significant difference.
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difference.

Olgs 4 IBA 5 oS slo diy oS s G Olpe 4 BA diy slaedsS o os slajlo Sl eslinal Lol fags 5
A oSk T a) e S e Y OIBA us, eis s lale (150G S sl 0l ST Al eSS
Chle s 4 Ylaat a8 ol anils talS ety 5 S dededl sled 5 (RIS el 1S gl sV Sl L
oslizal ol by ol o3ls 0L e STy VL slacdale 4 ol 5 ol sloml IV Ay oS (a5 53 IS s 5V
Bl oS (555 iask o3 el o3ls QL (5 S Osasl cul 0 s55e sland,s 53 BA 1) e S Je Y kil
b atls 5l oo NAA 2) e Sl ) 5BA ) e S e ¥ Clale MS 228 L 53 ey 536 0S|

W}%Mﬁjﬁfﬁ&\")v N /0 LgLéCﬁH&)de)j)li.l.;éjb-MSCﬁws.ksm)sbﬁgfc\svjb-))cwb

\YA

i) el g 5



Y- (N (VFrr) s oblS 5 S

el Clale IS sls QLS s opl slaal (rioeen (Balilashaki et al., 2014) s S sl 1) S g0l s,
O3kl Chle e 05 o p o3 LB OA 4 7 5L o3l Dled W Rl 4 e Do a3k LS e
(Chen and Chang, 2006) =l o 5518 &) 5o S Joe ¥ P amabilis S 25005, ¢l»

2 62lizl ChEN 5 MS CiS Jams 53 51 oy 5 oSl iliien slandy sl 003 2133k Sl s ) 2
3B i Ol 4 Chen sms 4 Sl MS Jasms 3 4l 5 S 2 laa el o 1025 48 sl 0L sl sy s
DA Gl gains 5l S (Gl pme b MS s 4§15 ladgai s adus 5 S daladodlay Sl ioees 5 5,0
0 JK) 555 Chen Lo > a3

N ab a e } g 142 a b
] 3 § 140 1 -
1 2 2 JE s N
= 2 3 2 136 \
v £ 2 g; é 134 § b
Z = B 132 - \ I
e N
2 MS Chen
5 b a - Medium
43 8 183 -
1% s § § 1e '
0 & & :l) g T \ .I-\
MS Chen ;l; ? \ %
TS las s B
Medium —35: ; 179 - & &
.;3‘ a MS Chen
B 70 - C S dages
'E 60 A Medium
1 ——; 50 -
22 ]
3 5 20
_"-2 10 -
2 0

Medium

6)"’;5""*‘0':%“:‘ SN (gl At gl 3 ikl glas 5 K> oS Dy 51yl a5 O s Sl s o 5 (E) 4ty
.M” .‘.
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Abstract

The Phalaenopsis orchid is the most popular genus of Orchidaceae family with high marketability due
to its butterfly shape and attractive flowers. The aim of this study was to investigate the effects of
cultivar, explant type, plant growth regulators and culture medium on in vitro propagation of
Phalaenopsis orchid. Experiment was conducted using 4 combined treatments of benzyladenine (BA)
and indolebutyric acid (IBA) (BA 2 and 4 mg L with IBA 0.5 and 1 mg L), 2 culture media (MS and
Chen), 2 types of explants (leaf and stem), and 5 commercial cultivars of Phalaenopsis orchids. The
findings revealed that the studied factors had significant effects on leaf and root primordia initiation,
number of protocorms, and number of leaves and roots. Among the investigated cultivars, 2 cultivars:
Nottingham and Dubrovnik showed earlier leaf and root primordia initiation. Two treatments including
BA+IBA (2+0.5 mg L* and 2+1 mg L), and Chen culture medium showed faster primordia initiation
significantly different from the other treatments. Leaf explants produced more protocorm than stem
explants. The highest number of protocorms was belonged to Nottingham cultivar, and the treatment of
BA+IBA (2 to 1 mg L) on Chen culture medium. The number of leaves and roots of in vitro plantlets
were significantly affected by various factors so that, Dubrovnik had more leaves and the Nottingham
had more roots than the other cultivars. The highest number of leaves was observed in BA+IBA (2+0.5
mg L) treatment, while the highest number of roots was belonged to BA+IBA (2+1 mg L) treatment.
Comparing the media, Chen medium showed more positive effects on leaf and root number than MS
medium. The results of this study indicated that the success of regeneration of Phalaenopsis cultivars
in vitro is influenced by the characteristics of the cultivar, medium, and plant growth regulator
treatments. Nottingham cultivar and leaf explant showed better regeneration rates in vitro. Increasing
the concentration of BA from 2 to 4 mg L?, increased the time required for leaf and
root primordia initiation and prolonged the in vitro cultivation period.
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