[ Downloaded from jcb.sanru.ac.ir on 2025-07-16 ]

[ DOI: 10.29252/jch.10.27.75 ]

-

Gl b e 5 553l pole oSy
=3 LS ool aoliiangs,

‘;"‘)de‘w 0940 d)siﬂﬁwwmdu)ﬁu gy

(Hypericum perforatum)

Tl a8 ¢" Culan desw ¢ kel b v

ey gels o1l (olil ] sl IS assgal 2y =¥ 4 )
(m.hedayat@pgu.ac.ir : Jggume odim g3) ¢ jhuiss ¢ )b guld olSuils jbsbuwl =¥

SFIANY 2 byl gy

QONYIYY 2l s gl

saSy

ol C8,5 o0 1,8 o3l 3)90 (Slg) g vas S lew Gloyd 3 2B 1 &S 039 mie 29yl QLS I (1,5
S )5 0,90 0LS (2155b 9 2l My B2 S wlio digaify ) LT g CdS lauome (g3900 Al Sk ORR93
L cMS 9 IMS (Jols MS g du Jolds MS CuiS bamo 43 0,5 93 9 S b ,Luds Wb Jols digedny 9 31 53910 9 (21554
s o3l i g 0,5 e /Y co/V o[+0 SLCBAE b BA sy 00 walilS g jo,5e yid 0,5 £0 o Vo slacdile
oY olyad 4y o,k i 13 0,5 Yo Golo TMS CulS bame by 0,5 Sy digeiny 3 (1) IS (650l CunS o 01
33l Cago BA CUE buwgio lime b 59,50 g MS CudS s ClALE il cpwio e ol Cuwddy BA 5 1 05 o
g *IN [T [E o [Y o CIL L IBA iy 5405 pulald AliSes g glaw 5 dui ) dlgi jaliie g .09d,8 Lo luad L slani
Ay LoniS olalS 4 g5l iy wdei (gl (ooly U5 oLS 0 digedia, 316 LS il o3]Sl g 045 o )
o By, 31w g Job il Cage of CIALE Liul330 9 IBA (339331 Lol oyl g s

o) A g LLYYAYNY) 0,5 )8 argi 0y50 CBIgSS
o395 Sy (S Bl ) atac o & 6kt iS5 &5
CRS> (o 4 ;.))l.l.} ]) d).)ln olﬁf uo‘9> FIIN olﬁf 9
Dybige o> ey (g S 4 o 5SS
Seamie OMSUie b i gt iSO i gla b,
Cuol dnlge ol (2O5L 5 (gl ol Cudguze dles
e 5 090l iS5 Sl gl g, S Ll (YAXY)
Gloce palp |y 4l slacdplie Mg (o> g plals
Oigpe =l 5wy e syl Lyl > (V)
Ohen 9 Loyl iagly )3 ciges (lgie 4 Cunl ad)S
oV gl sl b (ol 5 meins (253l jslaie 4 (A)
Sy olyan 4 (NAA) Sitl i sl ) 1 p,S e
b » 5 b 5 (BA) ol i 5 2 S oke
9 OIA (Sl 5 & (MS) Sl § Suilyge cuts
Hen g Bs5 el cundts adigeiss, 5l o)luslis oY
# sl B oolsls sl cpyoie b oli (V)

1 . . .o
UM il TMS S Lo st g5k
oS oo dtagy 55 Lol 39 o Lol BA Jgog S
g by ) g ol A Gl Cage digein) by
e Bk 5l 235 55 290 ladije (Al wizes
i Slallas Caa pre P! Glsie 4 by, (9909
2908 5 49l lacdplio fugy 13 Foo Jelge 4 by o
5 bl 5,8 L5 edlatul dy90 29yl olS ZMol y> Lo
oS ) AL e oS 93,5 )5 (1) ol
Cansds BA 1) 1 p S ko ) sols MS S Lama 5
0nlss 3l b ol s (F) GhlSen 5 (2l el

=1y J5 9,8 cigadza s 5591 ccmidl Jo 3 g dlS slaojly

douio
Gl=e Hypericum perforatum ole sb L o) 5

s o9)h pee LS 51 SO Hypericaceae oy 4
5 oslital 4 bl sl elolo ) (YF) A5l e o1
ol Gl 4 ) gl 5l Jol LS5 5 gl Slals
P Sras byl woy ‘c Ity Jbp
Al (MO sin (ol Lide gl byl sboygas
5 o 5 gl e ol 5l eslizul 4y LS ol
o1 oyl 3 3 ol g el Ll o 5 L yguiS i1
gl J1 355 o35 2lsp 5 T Ll L ol sansd s
Olye 4 diej cnl 3 9wl slader (29) (LS wdae
olelS ool Jl Sl olslp el b (sladlaie
glio & Cwl SLS gi> (ol) J5(V)) 298 oo
Sy aly (gols g Wyl lgld a8 Lyl
dapisluwgilyy daadgioM (o> oo 4l gl
090 lge (1) Cunl o JgtuuslS g slilisl oy ot
(VAD) Ao (o pe 5 (98 ol ol el (Lol
2o el L g g e 0)se g
Wi 65Sh g (opg WS mas Slajlen (S3yudl
ok | (29> QLS w9 cdbp ()b 1 (NAY)
é:L...o o)'9).o| (ol pd sl 0AS e ),{155 &9l
b oojlilinl 5 candcSy pg)b LS slte ((gilwgyl
» b Shy ol Al a9 CEIES 090 Blge
bulyd ol g (S5 £95 3929 a4 90985 QLS
GloylSel, Casl pY 1 35 sgvg Sloj g (bece
0pge dlgo b gl HalS Wy Can > () slod


http://dx.doi.org/10.29252/jcb.10.27.75
http://jcb.sanru.ac.ir/article-1-746-en.html

[ Downloaded from jcb.sanru.ac.ir on 2025-07-16 ]

[ DOI: 10.29252/jch.10.27.75 ]

\d

M8 @liadey e ) yia il V=Y Jsb & bayluslis
sogibo /0 ) gy laady, aie ¥l A8)S
00,5 ooy cudlil bl sl olyen 4 g (6pS0jll
@ LS5 Y g ke £ L 8akat MelS b B > Lisle]]
Glp bads)y Job g ol cpSoslul el 3 1al
duslie 3 odlaiwl SAS (9.1) li8le s 5l aesly & jo0
b oSl wis (lasely xin 905l 1 oolizul b o pSSle
bk &0 MSTAT-C 33l 5

zos ) om edd hadyy sbealsS )55l oy
Lo (3505 L Ca o)y ol b S Lol laazalS
S OIS 4 Lzl s 005 98 5 Cund i
CapsSsS 5 SV ol oS5 Jolis s il CiS iy
Cugby bai Ca (Saadly oy > S ) sl Jlas]
b awsby Ghe 50 gupb 4 g A ooliiwl asals (¢,
3 omed el candd Dl clga b axals (655l
Gl car MS cllies Jdse J g oy
b sl il clale jope 4 5 A5 odlaiwl laaxals
@ ollS win ¥ b8 I ey ok Syge O Ll
D15 )85l LS s

$91 5

bame Gilio sacdale sl (L5 iy 4555 ol
S gaw =l IS psln 2 oSl g MS cuss
Ay oS el g Wigailyy o8 Lol wSdd b brze do)d
95 Jilate el 3l Luil,lg 4 jo il (o)l gze w3l BA
Loy Sy gdaw ) bjles 4l e g 4l aw )b
Lo b digeifzy 9 jo)lSle Jlie S jody ciad )l s
LS (@)l sine 53l L) ouliSoulals b digeifyy 5 CulS
Y Joas) wolws

Ay odiS el chld iSe 06Nl dulie gl
I Sogln 2 905501 &5 9 MS <l e Bl BA
e Lgaipy 4O EMS d5l> cuiS b ol uL“ u-"])
Soly 2 1) G cpoie BA Glackle el j3 0)8
Joyd gy pdaw )0 jlas plo b &S glaeSay sl anils
wl opeen (Y Jodn) del Camda gyl gxe M3
cuiS e clale yialS b ojlae pidn > dad o oyl
Sdigain, yd ohg 4 BA chld plie il g MS
Sy o Bl 00,8 oyl L lasy ]38l Caws 0,5 S
bilg) S e Jare (S lie SlalS
Ozl g sdie dlgo ol 4 Ol Gl Caa olS (gjan
auily oliadls gl o0 e BA clale il
sles sbl 1y (s ye )9l 9,

o=l S5 Gl 90 5)51;; 2 cuiS e cilisee glaygSs 56

L Q) ohlKer 5 Sy ad myws a3l (TDZ)
2 5 bine Wy ely S5 51 glagS (g9) BA 58
o)ldld Mg iy g 05 Sy diseiny gyl e
bog ok, gbay jl oldls g 2k ol
bowe o oly S5l Gl 5 (V0) hlSen 5 SV
5 &5 (g9, wlidsy ax Sl Aol Casddy MS s
ook cpl Ban Ll wud pbsl el 5 slagd,
ol 2ly S5 6ol g 233k Jole d9me 9 silodinge
5 yoly ¢ S 5 Jalse gy b G cpl
A5y slmosiS el 5 5 ke i lare clalé igeiss,

ol a5 e 0l 4y Sbwsd @ 9 005L 5 o9y ( BLS

W d9, 9 319

ol s mlio g (65y5liS 0uSiild jo gy o]
@ oliws pslaie & oS ol > b pldl )b s
Sl | lale Jl piiee ik bl o
9 BA 1, 00t wilals 5 59,50 MS cuiS oo calises
il MS cuiS s jlog .05 eolaiwl digeijs) g9
2 3 .
%592 ‘JAK MS GL‘AM).) PRV "lﬂJuO Lg‘.b" (_Ag)o\d
Ad edlatwl i) 5 p)S PR 5 Ve laclale b o, g
g IV /o0 glacdale L BA W) saiS el uinen
O b 0938 uiS b 4 i) g p)S Jue oY
s 30 S A 53938l 5l s ol osle] gl Lo
o> )3 (3903 gy S 9 iy CudS Bgls > ]
43,30 VO e 4y yawaldl VY HLES 5 01)F il 4 )5 WYY
oKiwd o beuiS lasre i S5 5l L 00,5 oS g5
a9l S bame I plmo)ludls Y (dlsa by
VI Y 5 D Y g o Sgeiiny (i 4 e
Sopko 3 9ok 0)S 939 S bolyer iy yio b
L oad, abl s Jame aby 53Ul 4 9 a8 18 cuis
ldyy celo V7 6590 bulyd g 015 Bl 423 VO Lo
«Wsln E9x b ain ez 5 o 05 (SO cslo A g
oOled pegle /B I 585 4l Al sbeylsls
b ok Mol g b oy g &y (leg] 505
SAS Jibley S8 4 sk 4 b Ll G dw
sz 090l dlrogts Sile aunlie 9 ©5 ©50 (9.1)
MSTAT-C li8leys b (p<:/+0) 5SS was (glasels
slacdale b """ eS8 s célo IBA ol pen 4 "Lis
A5 ool ).A.J » F;LSLA ) 9 '/A "/F c'/\c "/Y c).fho


http://dx.doi.org/10.29252/jcb.10.27.75
http://jcb.sanru.ac.ir/article-1-746-en.html

[ Downloaded from jcb.sanru.ac.ir on 2025-07-16 ]

[ DOI: 10.29252/jch.10.27.75 ]

\A4

u_c])Jf ‘_5)9").: b)LbLfB Sldas » )9)1§L~4 9 S Ja..m clle BA .&.:3) bAlSera.u“ ‘daw).:) );l wb)ls t\;).’x.:—\ JB"\>
Table 1. Analysis of variance for the explant type, plan growth regulator (BA), culture media and sucrose
concentrations effect on shoots proliferation rate of St. John’s wort
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Table 2. Mean comparison St. John’s wort proliferation in the type of explants, different levels of MS and BA
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Table 3. Mean comparison St. John’s wort proliferation in the type of explants, different levels of sucrose and BA
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Figure 1. The proliferation of St. John’s wort (a): shoots obtained from single node explants (b): shoots explants
derived from two nodes
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Table 4. Mean comparison St. John’s wort proliferation in the different levels of MS, sucrose and BA growth

regulator
< (@) 59,8 i Laee
oSk 2 oy MS BA (mg/l)
YI¥” YNT y/s70 Jols’
\Aa ¥/A v/-° 34 -1-b
/.4 /o ¥/5%° 2/,
¥I©® % £y Jols
¥/.° A A 3/, N
/" v/ \S 2
via© v v/ Jff(
v/§° v/s> A% 3/, -IY
A\ YA /v %/q
Y/A® vis™ Sile

s 5 S XD 4 Yo Sl clle IS (F Sy
OWer g aome (51 4 g b ad bao)lusls lals
Lo (ol ltd i b Wl o o) obj ke (Y+)
Jobe dlge g Ol Qo e oS Cage b Jsle 9 cutS
i yials Coge Coles 0 g odd lae 0 24340
S s (2135 53 (V) hlan 5 (olST 3,5 o)l s
Ol |y pedis (2Dl sl jo )l clale e ooy
G (¥) iSad 5 ol 58 a2 o5 V-
S @hels el cage jolSle Ll a5 G539
oz 35 (YA) gher 5 (295 p) o 5 =)
oSl oub glachle (Spaass g 2w
5 ol b Lasui gewle |y cutS ks
o)Ll 0,5 ol bawgio &5 W0 )8 5155 (V) o)
OBl o)l b glackls )5 i) e Lol
OBl yig b pogad > ple ()5S L @l cpl e

23,5 x5l p e crge ool cutS laee

OS9h 9ol bawss M)W@M;) )‘;s’# gl i alie 9>

BA s MS iliseo (clacdale Llite 31 5Silo dulio
M GUis dgei) g9 9 s Lo Oliee (i85 a8 > (g
BA 2l pSke VL o[-0 chon & 2MS clali o
gaw > Byl plo b &S s |y y9ln e cn b
ol (Y Jgan) 0 (sld e BMBT (glyld do > i
5 oy 4 MS clale ialS gaamme jo oS db lis (V)
G r e e S e @ IBA Jlog I awgie 2>
9 Jo)S el Cawddy )5 s )0 ddyy Sl i
4y G MS JolS 5 i cdale 5,18 L (1) o Se
bl @lioky) sy MS ply 9 9 pilea o clale
a0l CulS bz (ew] Jadly i)l Coge
9 Ls"l“\'c Jl}n u.}b Lj ol)a.lh L9 a3l u,u.blf ui Ol
D9d e Sygln > LB Cge by S e

A 55 g oyl e sacdale (ke duslie

598k il 5 S Y cdale oy lis W Jole plo 8,5
Cwl s e Yo clle L d)b@-‘" ML gyl


http://dx.doi.org/10.29252/jcb.10.27.75
http://jcb.sanru.ac.ir/article-1-746-en.html

" = I ladnd (93 (yglp g cutS Laome Cilisie (sl ySTé L3

(B Jgiz) a8 bgme ol o) S5 ojludls pljady; ubly 45 gl
Mg ady) a5y IBA L5y odiSmilas I & smd_e

=l BB ojludls Sliads,  IBA wiy 0ais et calisee slacdale 3l by 4355 -0 Jgis
Table 5. Analysis of variance for different levels of growth regulator IBA effect on Rooting St. John’s wort
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Figure 3. Effect of growth regulator IBA concentration on root number per explants
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Figure 4. Effect of plant growth regulator IBA concentrations on root length per explants
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Figure 5. (a) Rooting St. John’s wort and (b) Plants transferred to the environmental adaptability after four weeks
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Abstract

St. John’s wort is a traditional medicinal plant that has been used from ancient time for the
treatment of neurological and psychiatric diseases. A successful in vitro propagation system for
the St. John’s wort was optimized. Different explant type (single node and stem cutting with
two nodes) were used in Murashige and Skoog (MS) medium in different concentrations (MS
full, 3/4 MS and 2/3 MSR supplemented with BA (0.05, 1.0, 2.0 mgl™) and sucrose (30 and 45
gl™). The optimum proliferation rate of St. John’s wort was obtained in 2/3 MS medium
containing 30ng'1 of sucrose and 0.1mgl™" BA with sm?le node explant. Also, evaluation of
results revealed that the number of proliferated shoots will increased in MS media supplemented
with BA along with reduced concentrations of sucrose. The in vitro generated shoots were
cultured on half-strength MS medium containing 0, 0.2, 0.4, 0.6, 0.8 and 1 mgl™ butyric acid
(IBA). The results showed that all proliferated shoot were rooted in plant growth regulators free
medium. But, using and increasing the concentration IBA in rooting media can increases the
number of roots and average of root length per each explant.

Keywords: BA, Hypericum perforatum, Explant, Proliferation, Sucrose, St. John’s wort
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