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Fig. 1 Effects of different concentration of sucrose

and boric acid on Juglans mandshurica pollen viability
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Comparison on Juglans mandshurica Pollen
Viability Determination Method

HAO Jia-chen

(Liaoning Institute of Economic Forest,Dalian, LLiaoning 113311)

Abstract: In order to find out the quicker and easier methods to determination the pollen viability of Juglans

mandshurica ,the pollen viability were detected by methods of I-KI, T TC and in vitro germination. According

to the results methods, it was difficult to determine the pollen viability by the staining with TTC and 1,-KI,and

in vitro germination could be used to detect the pollen viability.
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