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Abstract

In this study, test-tube plantlets of three vegetatively propagated lines from wine grape cultivar
“Heibinnuo” were selected as plant materials to investigate the effects of subculture times on plant
traits and transplanting survival rate of various vegetatively propagated lines. The results indi-
cated that with the increase of subculture times and subculture prolonging three vegetatively
propagated lines from wine grape cultivar “Pinot Noir” maintained the original plant traits of the
cultivar in leaf shape, leaf color and shoot buddy etc. Subculture times have no effects on plantlet
rate and survival rate. Therefore, we proposed that “cutting culture method” does not affect mi-
cro-propagation characteristics and plant life vigor of wine grape cultivars.
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Table 1. Transplanting survival rates of wine grape cultivar “Heibinnuo” vermiculite cultured plantlets with various subcul-
ture year
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Table 2. Transplanting survival rate of wine grape cultivar “Heibinnuo” with different matrix in 2012
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Table 3. Transplanting survival rate of various vegetative lines with different subculture times from wine grape cultivar
“Heibinnuo” under light
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Table 4. Transplanting survival rate of various vegetative lines with different subculture times from wine grape cultivar
“Heibinnuo™ under light
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Table 5. Transplanting survival rate of various vegetative lines with different subculture times from wine grape cultivar
“Heibinnuo” after the winter
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