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Summary

The rates of stained and germinated pollen in 62 apricot (Prunus armeniaca L.) cultivars and selections

and 130 plum (P. salicina Lindle., P. domestica L., P. cerasifera Ehrh. and P. spinosa L.) cultivars and

selections were investigated for 2~5 years.

In apricot, the rates of stained pollen were generally high, and male sterility was not observed. In the

Japanese plum, the rates of stained pollen differed among cultivars and selections. Four Japanese plum

cultivars showed male sterility. In the European, Myrobalan, and Spinosa pulm, the rates of stained

pollen were high, and male sterility was not observed. The low rates of germinated pollen in some

Japanese plum cultivars and selections could be related to hybridity and ploidy.
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Table 1. Rates of stained and germinated pollen in P. armeniaca.

Cultivars and selections? Rates of stained Rates of germinated Origin
pollen (%)Y pollen (%)¥

Alfred 91.1+ 0.1 (2) 23.1+11.0 (2) USA
Banseioumi 88.0+ 1.4 (2) 15.1+ 6.0 (3) Japan
Blenril 87.9£ 0.5 (2) 8.3 6.0 (2) USA
Choloulu 91.7+ 3.2 (3) 7.0+ 0.8 (4) Turkey
Chuanzhigong 81.9+ 6.4 (2) 18.5+ 0.3 (2) China
Earliril 92.4+ 0.1 (2) 16.6% 6.0 (3) USA
Early Orange 93.5+ 2.4 (3) 11.3+ 3.0 (4) USA
Goldcot 94.3+ 2.9 (4) 14.9+ 4.4 (4) USA
Harcot 95.3+ 3.5 (4) 12.0+ 4.8 (4) Canada
Harglow 95.0+ 0.2 (2) 6.2+ 4.2 (2) Canada
Heiwa 90.8+ 3.1 (4) 8.6+ 5.6 (5) Japan
Hiroshimakoanzu 92.3+ 0.5 (3) 10.2+ 2.9 (4) Japan
Jinkyou 71.4+11.5 (3) 2.2+ 1.4 (4) China
Jinshirou 88.6+ 1.7 (3) 11.0+ 3.5 (4) Japan
Jinzhou Daxing 83.0+ 1.2 (3) 18.1+ 3.2 (3) China
Kinrei 82.4+ 5.5 (3) 11.2+ 5.8 (4) Japan
Koushiuoomi 89.2+ 0.2 (2) 21.7+ 3.5 (2) Japan
Kyoudaimaru 83.1+ 1.8 (3) 18.8+ 6.6 (4) Japan
Mikannmomo 87.8+ 2.9 (3) 22.6+ 7.7 (4) Japan
Miyasaka 91.1+ 4.2 (4) 10.2+ 0.6 (4) Japan
Niigataoumi 90.4+ 5.8 (4) 14.3+ 3.5 (4) Japan
NJA30 90.7£ 5.3 (4) 7.9+ 3.8 (4) USA
NJA32 94.5+ 1.7 (3) 5.0+ 3.1 (4) USA
NY604 86.5t 5.8 (3) 12.0+ 2.8 (3) USA
Ogasawara 67.8+ 8.0 (4) 6.9+ 5.0 (5) Japan
Phelps 87.8+ 1.9 (3) 6.7t 4.6 (4) USA
Rival 95.3+ 2.5 (4) 12.2+ 5.4 (4) USA
Satsuki 87.2+ 1.2 (4) 11.7+ 5.0 (4) Japan
Sawayakamaru 73.4% 0.5 (2) 17.6+ 1.9 (2) Japan
Shimizugou 79.3+ 0.2 (2) 6.9+ 1.4 (2) Japan
Shin Heiwa 88.4+ 4.5 (3) 6.9t 2.7 (4) Japan
Shinshiuoomi 92.2+ 3.9 (4) 13.0£ 5.1 (4) Japan
Shinyou 80.2+12.0 (4) 15.2+ 4.9 (4) Japan
Shiromomo-Kitajima 91.0+ 4.2 (3) 22.9+ 9.4 (4) Japan
Shiromomo-Kondou 90.8% 2.2 (3) 15.3+ 5.3 (4) Japan
Shoushindou 81.9+ 4.4 (2) 5.0+ 4.2 (3) Japan
Silistrenska konpotna 86.5+ 0.0 (2) 13.4+ 3.2 (3) Bulgaria
Takanomanjiu 87.5+ 2.8 (4) 14.4+ 8.7 (5) Japan
Tilton 91.7+ 1.2 (2) 14.7+ 2.8 (3) USA
Todorokimanjiu 84.94+ 2.0 (3) 21.4+ 8.5 (4) Japan
Tokoumaru 92.7+ 3.3 (4) 20.9+ 4.9 (5 Japan
Toua 91.6+ 1.4 (4) 14.7+ 2.6 (4) Japan
Valnur 88.3+ 3.6 (3) 9.5+ 8.4 (4) USA
Veecot 96.5+ 0.5 (2) 12.0£ 3.6 (3) Canada
Vivagold 91.5+ 1.5 (2) 24.5+19.5 (3) Canada
Yamagata 3 Gou 82.6+ 5.3 (3) 6.6+ 2.1 (4) Japan
Anzu Tsukuba 1 Gou 84.2% 2.4 (3) 13.8+ 6.2 (4) Japan
Anzu Tsukuba 2 Gou 93.0%£ 6.7 (3) 12.6+ 1.9 (4) Japan
Anzu Tsukuba 3 Gou 91.2+ 2.3 (2) 11.5+ 4.6 (3) Japan
Anzu Tsukuba 4 Gou 96.0+ 0.1 (2) 21.0+ 6.3 (3) Japan
Anzu Tsukuba 5 Gou 95.4+ 2.4 (2) 23.34+10.0 (3) Japan
Anzu Tsukuba 7 Gou 92.9+ 5.3 (4) 13.6+ 4.9 (4) Japan
Anzu Tsukuba 8 Gou 78.1£ 2.9 (4) 12.9+ 5.5 (4) Japan
Anzu Tsukuba 9 Gou 88.2% 6.8 (4) 9.5 0.9 (4) Japan
Anzu Tsukuba 10 Gou 91.9% 3.4 (4) 13.1% 3.0 (4) Japan
Anzu Tsukuba 11 Gou 90.5% 2.8 (4) 14.3+ 5.5 (4) Japan
Anzu Tsukuba 12 Gou 94.3£ 0.8 (4) 5.7 0.9 (4) Japan
95262 88.1%£ 4.8 (2) 12.2+ 3.3 (3) Pakistan
95264 89.7£ 9.2 (2) 20.4+ 7.3 (2) Pakistan
95272 88.3% 6.6 (2) 22.7%t 3.0 (3) Pakistan
95278 85.2+ 7.3 (2) 7.7+ 1.8 (2) Pakistan
95282 93.1+ 1.3 (2) 9.1+ 3.5 (3) Pakistan

* The notation system of cultivars/selections in English is according to the National Institute
of Agribiological Science Genebank.

¥ Each represents averagetstandard deviation. The numbers in parenthesis indicate the
replications.
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Table 2. Rates of stained and germinated pollen in P. salicina.

Cultivars and selections? Rates of stained Rates of germinated Origin
pollen (%) pollen (%)Y
Akihime 87.8+ 4.6 (4) 14.4+ 5.3 (4) Japan
Bakemono Sumomo 83.2+ 5.0 (3) 16.4+ 5.7 (4) Japan
Bansei Sordum 92.7+ 2.0 (3) 11.9+ 5.6 (4) Japan
Beauty* 71.4+11.3 (3) 20.5+ 3.9 (4) USA
Beniryouzen® 86.4+ 3.8 (3) 16.5+ 7.9 (4) Japan
Black Beaut 86.4+ 2.8 (3) 12.0+ 3.8 (4) USA
Bonnie 59.6+ 6.9 (3) 10.9+ 4.7 (4) USA
Botan 89.2+ 1.3 (3) 18.1+ 5.9 (4) USA
Bruce 46.8+14.0 (3) 0 (4) USA
Burbank* 51.2% 8.7 (3) 3.3 2.1 (4) USA
Burmosa* 63.3+28.7 (3) 6.3+ 3.8 (4) USA
Casselman* 78.2+ 2.6 (3) 15.2+ 4.3 (4) USA
Combination® 10.7+ 1.2 (3) 1.5+ 1.1 (4) USA
Elephant Heart* 94.4+ 1.2 (3) 15.3+ 8.6 (4) USA
Ember* 60.5+24.3 (3) 1.8+ 1.2 (4) USA
Formosa* 90.4+ 2.0 (3) 19.0£ 0.7 (4) USA
Frontier* 70.0+ 6.1 (3) 8.2+ 5.5 (4) USA
Gabora 52.84+ 7.6 (3) 14.2+10.0 (4) USA
Gran Colle 88.2+ 4.0 (3) 4.2+ 3.7 (4) Brazil
Harypickstone* 85.8+ 0.8 (2) 29.7+ 4.9 (3) South Africa
Harunohohoemi 88.3+ 2.9 (3) 9.9+ 3.4 (4) Japan
Hashimoto Sumomo 93.6x 3.7 (3) 14.7+ 2.2 (4) Japan
Harvan 93.84+ 1.0 (2) 18.8+ 4.9 (3) Turkey
Heitaoli 91.5+ 4.4 (3) 8.7+ 1.8 (3) Taiwan
Henggongdahongrouli 89.7t 2.7 (2) 9.9£ 2.3 (2) Taiwan
Hollywood* 93.9+ 3.6 (3) 27.3+ 8.7 (4) USA
Honey Heart 85.9+ 5.3 (3) 19.3+ 3.8 (4) Japan
Honey Rosa 94.5+ 3.3 (3) 17.3+ 4.7 (4) Japan
Hon Sumomo 91.5+ 1.0 (2) 15.2+ 5.8 (2) Japan
Huangganli 88.5+ 4.8 (3) 9.1+ 1.8 (4) Taiwan
Huangrouli 91.1+ 1.7 (3) 21.4+11.2 (4) Taiwan
Ichinari 86.1+ 3.7 (3) 18.4+ 2.5 (4) Japan
Ijyuin 72.2+15.2 (2) 5.2+ 3.2 (2) Japan
Jianganli 63.9+12.9 (3) 8.3+ 1.6 (3) China
Kagayaki 84.9+10.6 (4) 13.1+10.5 (4) Japan
Kanro* 91.4% 5.2 (3) 19.0+ 5.2 (4) Japan
Karari 83.7+ 0.8 (3) 7.9+ 2.1 (4) Japan
Kasahara Hatankyou 89.9+ 1.9 (3) 18.9+ 2.7 (4) Japan
Kelsey 75.4+ 4.1 (3) 5.4+ 3.3 (3) USA
Kelsey Paulista 81.0+ 2.2 (3) 7.7+ 4.3 (4) Brazil
Kiyou 60.4+ 3.9 (3) 1.8+ 0.7 (4) Japan
Koike Sumomo 90.1+ 2.9 (2) 23.3+ 4.6 (4) Japan
Kourei* 85.3+ 5.6 (3) 15.9+ 7.3 (4) Japan
Koushiu* 94.1+ 1.5 (3) 15.8+ 7.0 (4) Japan
Kyokkou* 86.4+ 3.1 (3) 19.3+ 1.5 (3) Japan
La Crescent® 62.0+15.0 (2) 0 (3) USA
Lantz 86.0£ 5.6 (3) 7.7+ 1.1 (4) USA
Laroda* 89.7+ 1.2 (2) 20.0+ 5.0 (2) USA
Late Santa Rosa* 82.6+ 1.7 (3) 17.2+ 4.8 (4) USA
Late Sordum 86.5+ 3.9 (3) 15.9+ 8.0 (4) Japan
Manzaemon 79.7+ 2.1 (3) 10.0+ 3.6 (4) Japan
Matirai 81.4+ 4.1 (3) 5.2+ 2.2 (4) Brazil

# The notation system of cultivars/selections in English is according to the National Institute
of Agribiological Science Genebank.

¥ Each represents averagetstandard deviation. The numbers in parenthesis indicate the
replications.

* Cultivars may be hybrid.
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Table 2. Rates of stained and germinated pollen in P. salicina (continued).

Cultivars and selections Rates of stained Rates of germinated Origin
pollen (%)* pollen (%)*
Metaeley 84.9+ 8.5 (3) 5.6+ 2.6 (4) Brazil
Mexico Plum 84 90.2+ 2.8 (3) 14.7+ 5.5 (4) Mexico
Mexico Plum Autumn 80.8+ 9.6 (3) 6.7+ 2.0 (4) Mexico
Murasaki Sumomo 54.5+ 6.3 (2) 13.7+ 2.1 (3) Japan
Nakaosumomo-Terada 85.9% 3.7 (3) 16.8+ 5.0 (4) Japan
Nakaosumomo-Shimura 63.5+14.4 (3) 2.8+ 2.4 (4) Japan
Nepal Plum I 91.4+ 2.7 (3) 19.7+ 4.6 (4) Nepal
Nepal Plum II 93.8+ 0.8 (3) 18.6+ 3.1 (4) Nepal
Ooishi Wase Sumomo* 76.5+ 5.1 (3) 17.2+ 9.5 (4) Japan
Ooishi Nakate* 89.2+ 0.7 (2) 26.7+ 8.2 (3) Japan
Ozark Premier* 89.7+ 3.6 (3) 21.3+ 6.5 (3) USA
Pingdaili 80.2+ 0.7 (2) 14.1+ 1.1 (2) Taiwan
Redglow* 56.6+17.9 (3) 0 (4) USA
Red June 81.9+ 1.3 (3) 3.7+ 3.1 (@) USA
Riou* 96.7+ 1.9 (3) 31.2+ 9.2 (3) Japan
Santa Rosa* 91.0+ 3.2 (3) 22.0+ 6.8 (4) USA
Shichirou 95.8+ 1.4 (3) 26.7+t 9.2 (4) Japan
Shigyoku* 52.7+ 8.2 (3) 3.9+ 1.2 (4) Japan
Shiro IR* 78.8£16.0 (3) 7.1+ 3.0 (4) USA
Shokou* 47.7+ 5.9 (3) 10.2+ 3.0 (2) Japan
Simka 92.6+ 2.0 (3) 25.5% 3.6 (4) USA
Sordum 93.4+ 0.3 (3) 19.7+ 7.8 (4) USA
Suigyoku® 81.6+ 1.1 (3) 16.4+ 3.9 (3) Japan
Sultan 92.8+ 2.0 (3) 22.94+15.7 (4) New Zealand
Summer Queen 68.7Et 8.4 (3) 7.7 1.9 (4) Japan
Superior* 51.1+13.6 (3) 4.5+ 2.8 (4) USA
Taiyou 88.7+ 5.2 (3) 24.8+11.1 (4) Japan
Takayamasumomo 93.3£ 2.3 (4) 13.9+ 6.2 (5) Japan
Tecumseh* 61.0+22.6 (2) 0 (2) USA
Terada 74.3+11.5 (3) 14.9+ 3.1 (4) Japan
Underwood* 37.8+ 7.6 (3) 2.8+ 1.9 (4) USA
Wase Gekkou* 95.4+ 2.9 (3) 22.7t 9.6 (4) Japan
Xielangli 91.3+ 2.1 (2) 11.9+ 3.2 (3) Taiwan
Xinangjiaoli 86.7+ 1.2 (2) 21.2+ 4.7 (2) Taiwan
Yamaguchi 93.1+ 2.0 (3) 19.4+ 2.7 (4) Japan
Yonemomo 92.6+ 2.2 (3) 24.5+ 5.0 (4) Japan
Sumomo Tsukuba 2 Gou 94.6+ 1.0 (3) 11.4+ 6.2 (4) Japan
Sumomo Tsukuba 3 Gou 88.3%£ 1.0 (3) 13.6% 3.4 (4) Japan
Sumomo Tsukuba 4 Gou 89.7+ 1.2 (3) 21.0+ 3.9 (4) Japan
PP-27-20 97.7%t 1.2 (2) 11.4+ 2.4 (3) Japan
84505 88.6x 5.1 (3) 9.9+ 2.7 (4) Nepal
84506 73.8% 2.0 (2) 6.6 3.1 (2) Nepal
85277 75.3% 1.3 (2) 6.1+ 1.9 (3) Nepal
85278 62.5+ 1.0 (2) 4.0+ 2.5 (2) Nepal
85280 62.9£13.5 (2) 5.0 5.0 (2) Nepal
85281 83.6x 5.5 (3) 5.1+ 2.0 (3) Nepal
85283 76.9£11.9 (3) 8.6 5.0 (4) Nepal
85284 65.8%t 3.3 (2) 2.7+ 1.7 (2) Nepal
85514 89.1% 4.1 (2) 14.9+ 0.9 (2) Taiwan
87010 40.3£11.8 (2) 1.2+ 1.2 (2) Nepal
87021 86.0£ 5.0 (3) 14.7+ 6.3 (3) Nepal
87029 93.4% 1.9 (3) 24.71 7.1 (4) Nepal

# The notation system of cultivars/selections in English is according to the National Institute
of Agribiological Science Genebank.

¥ Each represents averagetstandard deviation. The numbers in parenthesis indicate the
replications.

* Cultivars may be hybrid.
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Table 3. Rates of stained and germinated pollen in P. domestica, P. cerasifera and P. spinosa.

Cultivars and selections? Rates of stained Rates of germinated Origin
pollen (%)Y pollen (%)Y

P. domestica

Cambridge Green Gage 87.7t 4.3 (2) 22.9% 6.0 (3) Unknown
Chairn 91.9+ 5.2 (3) 15.4+ 6.0 (4) Unknown
Coates1418 88.4+ 8.1 (3) 21.9+ 8.3 (4) USA
Czar 94.4+ 2.4 (3) 31.9+10.3 (4) Unknown
Empress 93.4+ 2.3 (3) 12.7+ 3.3 (4) USA
Golden Transparent Gage  93.4+ 0.9 (2) 24.1+ 2.4 (2) USA
Itarian Prune 85.6+ 8.2 (3) 25.5+13.6 (3) USA
Longjohn 94.7+ 0.2 (2) 23.8+ 7.2 (3) USA
Majories Seedling 87.7t 3.6 (3) 25.6%£11.6 (3) USA
Mohowk 87.4% 4.4 (2) 17.6+ 4.3 (3) USA
Murdur 87.0+ 0.5 (2) 29.6+ 4.2 (2) Turkey
NY858 90.6x 1.8 (3) 8.4+ 4.1 (4) USA
Purple Pershore 91.9+ 3.1 (3) 23.1+16.1 (4) USA
Robe de Sergent 88.5+ 7.9 (2) 27.2+11.4 (3) USA
Standard 92.1+ 1.2 (3) 28.1+ 6.2 (3) USA
Stanley 89.6+ 6.9 (3) 17.7+ 4.9 4) USA
Suger 90.0+ 6.0 (3) 26.7+ 4.3 (3) USA
Tragedy 85.6+ 0.6 (3) 14.2+ 6.1 (4) USA
Valor 91.7+ 5.4 (3) 32.9112.4 (4) Canada
Yellow Egg 88.4+ 2.5 (2) 35.6+ 5.8 (3) Unknown
P. cerasifera
Myrobalan 420-2-2 96.7£ 0.3 (2) 27.8£ 5.1 (2) USA
Myrobalan 421-3-1 96.1+ 0.6 (2) 34.4+12.6 (3) USA
Myrabi 89.8+ 2.6 (3) 29.2+ 8.2 (4) France
Ameixa 54.9+31.8 (3) 4.1+ 1.1 4 USA
Tsukadaira 63.7+ 4.7 (3) 13.7+ 1.4 (4) Japan
P. spinosa
P. spinosa 90.3+ 3.9 (3) 29.7+ 8.6 (4) USA

2 The notation system of cultivars/selections in English is according to the National Institute
of Agribiological Science Genebank.
¥ Each represents averagetstandard deviation. The numbers in parenthesis indicate the

replications.
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bank ECH RO Sl I HERR 1 % FF > T 2 W REMED T
EHEEEX NS, Burbank KO F LIS Z 3 ‘Combina-
tion’, ‘Hollywood’, ‘Superior’, ‘Underwood’ 7t & % %
fHkE ZNTHBY (Brooks * Olmo, 1997 ; Hedrik,
1911), 2N DHEFEMDBIED =K > Z B EDREE
HEDERMDIRE > Tnb EHEZ HLiLb.

Prunus J&WDOFEREIHE TR S 172 HEFEARR TIZAEK
DYABFRFEF B 7 ), HEERRRMEMAR D £ 2
EDRESI N T 525 ks, 1988 w4 s, 1981),
—J5C, FMS (1998) 57 A X =R ZAEEDLHED
5 P37 MRS A D AERN T 3K & & YetaseT5%, FEHER
10%LL EZRL T b, A T HEFEYE 2 RO aetk
DB B O T RV REARE L ORFREZRT LD
WdH o7z, Lo TR T T WDy, —H5Fo
fili - SRERIC D W TIZ MG ED AR AR W et E B
JFUORFROFENE > Tnb EHEZ LIl

S EOFET Eb ITFREFEFELSW EEWEERL
7z, EBE IZRMRS (2006) DFAAE T FEFERS 2% L 1K
WEEZRLTEY, =fHKTH B Z &R RMED R
ERPENTWS, k- THtaEs, FEFERn i -
BN D TULREHNE L HERE T 5 LEED"H 5.,

EH LT AMEICB W TYEIEE R L TH IS
D WIEH DB EFEORFED D 5 2 &%, [k DYethzg
& FEEFERICIIMBIRE r=0.80 L W AHBE D H D, Yefn
BT EFEEFEDE K B A H B Z L w S
2L Twa NER S, 2002). AFETH, =K 2%
FIZBWTREHEERT L DDFFRETI D70 WAEK D A
FROMMED 4 FEH L2 E 572, =R AEETY
7 A L RIRRICHEVERRYE 2 58§ B 7o i, 6B DA %
RYAONETIT 7 C R LR LE S H 5. F724KH
IC BT BB DY ttEe & FEFROMBRKIZ T > X T
r=0.17, AT EE&EKRTr=0.66TH", 72 L0 LW
fEZRL72, AR CIIYPBEIRICIIHDH HREIT
WHT 2400, 7Rz WC3MEIZR SN AH -
2. T RIZBWTHBD» R LN - 72 H K E LT,
7 ARZIR Y AT T & AR TERIIC et & RS
B, MHEMZERINEWLHIZEHEL NS,

wm =B

R CRAF S LT B T > X625mIE - Riffe, 2
T RFH130MFE RIS DN TIER DYhERB L UFEFEE

i

¢ 29

Y

= AT L 72,

T v ROYaERII RIS m W EIn 2R L, HEEAE
PRI RED b N o 72, =R > AT TDOYALERIT
T - RHZERIRE (4 EDHEMEA TR MR A
L ko, I—w XA EE, IUNTUAEE,
2K )= ZAFEDOYPIHIEHMEI EZ R L, BEEAR
PEAEARIZ 2o 2 - 72,

=K ZEEIZBIT BHEEARIECR e F3 D —H
MRV EEME LG L T e E2 L5,

51 RSk
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