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Abstract
The production of pineapple (Ananas comosus L.) by conventional methods is limited mainly by 
the lack of availability of high-yielding suckers. Nevertheless, it has been shown that, through
in vitro propagation methodologies such as somatic embryogenesis and organogenesis, it is 
possible to obtain high-yielding plants in a more efficient and controllable way. The objective
of this study was to generate an efficient protocol of micropropagation of landrace pineapple
(Ananas comosus L.) for the in vitro multiplication and conservation of this species, the study 
was carried out in 2021. The morphogenic response of the landrace pineapple was evaluated 
based on different explants (apical meristem and leaf), grown in Murashige and Skoog (MS) 
culture medium supplemented with various growth regulators: naphthaleneacetic acid (NAA) 
(0.5, 1 and 1.5 mg L-1), 6-benzylaminopurine (BAP) (1, 2 and 3 mg L-1) and 2,4-
dichlorophenoxyacetic acid (2,4-D) (1, 2 and 4.5 mg L-1), as well as a regulator-free control 
treatment. The results showed that, of the explants evaluated, the best response was observed 
in the apical meristem, in which the formation of adventitious shoots was obtained 60 days after 
induction treatment, when the culture medium was supplemented with BAP at a concentration of 
2 mg L-1, obtaining eight shoots/explant. The protocol developed is a key study for the mass 
propagation of landrace pineapple.
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Introducon
Pineapple (Ananas comosus L.) is one of the most popular tropical species, it is from South 
America, particularly north of the Amazon River, and over the years it has been expanding rapidly 
through various tropical regions due to its agronomic importance (Torres-Ávila et al., 2018). It is a 
monocotyledonous species belonging to the Bromeliaceae family, the following varieties stand out 
for their economic value: Smooth Cayenne, honey pineapple (MD2), Cambray, Champaka F-153 
(Sarkar et al., 2018; Torres-Ávila et al., 2018). In general, the variety that occupies the largest 
production area is Smooth Cayenne, while MD2 has not managed to find the appropriate niche in 
the country to exploit its full productive potential, probably due to management and soil and 
climate conditions (Rebolledo et al., 2011). This is still a very important limitation to expand the 
pineapple trade in the international market.

In Mexico there are 12 states that are engaged in the cultivation of pineapple, both for the national 
and international market. According to SIAP (2021), Mexico ranks ninth in the world in pineapple 
production with 1 208 247 t produced. The most recent data indicate that 38 164.08 ha are 
allocated to the cultivation of this fruit in the country, with the state of Veracruz being the one that 
allocates the largest area in Mexico (31 993 ha) (SIAP, 2021). The state of Chiapas ranks eighth 
among the top ten pineapple-producing states in the country, with a production of 7 763 t (SIAP, 2021).

Traditionally, landrace pineapple has been produced in the central region of the state of Chiapas 
for more than 60 years, mainly in the municipalities of Ocozocoautla and Berriozábal. The 
importance of the landrace pineapple lies in the fact that its fruit, when compared with that of 
other varieties such as Smooth Cayenne, Perola, Mexico and Apple, stands out for containing a 
greater amount of °Brix (14-17º), protein, nitrogen and fiber, as well as lower acidity, which gives it 
less astringency compared to the main cultivar (Smooth Cayenne), which makes this variety an 
excellent option for fresh consumption and as an input in the food industry, in addition to being a 
genotype adapted to the agroclimatic conditions of the region (Hernández-Barbosa, 2018).

However, in recent years there has been a decrease in this crop, which has caused a decrease in 
its production and therefore an economic impact on those involved in the pineapple cultivation 
industry, which puts this crop at risk of disappearing. Among the causes of this problem we can 
mention: the application of low-input technologies, the lack of advice and training to producers, 
the absence of a varietal strategy that allows optimizing the use of varieties in each region; the 
need for an improvement program that generates clones and varieties that are more tolerant and 
better adapted to the environmental conditions of the region, the lack of a bank of pineapple 
varieties and clones available to develop better production strategies with a view to competing in 
the international market (Hernández-Barbosa, 2018).

In addition to all this, the lack of a management technology that includes: nutrition, water regime, 
planting density, planting and harvest dates, lead to maintaining low yields and fruit quality, and 
as a consequence, fruits unsuitable for the export market (Hernández-Barbosa, 2018). This 
problem is aggravated due to the way the crop is propagated, which is asexual, that is, through 
the crown of the fruit, slips or suckers (Hernández-Barbosa, 2018; Velez-Izquierdo et al., 2020), 
causing long waiting periods to obtain a viable plant for transplantation to soil, which range from 6 
to 24 months.

The propagation of the crop by the conventional (vegetative) method produces a very limited 
number of propagules, which restricts the availability of plant material for large-scale planting,
in addition, the crops are attacked by insects and fungi that produce wilting, fusariosis and rotting 
of the base of the stem, diseases that affect the crop negatively, mainly in the commercial 
production of the fruit (Santos and Matos, 1995; Coppens et al., 1997; Rodríguez et al., 2002). In 
vitro micropropagation is carried out from an explant placed in a nutritive medium, achieving a 
morphogenic response in the explants, resulting in the formation of a new plant from a cell, tissue 
or organ of the plant, this phenomenon is due to cell totipotency.
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Certain cells have the genetic information necessary to generate a plant similar to the original 
one, revealing that differentiated cells of any plant tissue can restart the cell cycle, regenerating 
tissues and organs until obtaining the whole plant (Su et al., 2021). Studies of plant totipotency 
have been carried out in different plant species, demonstrating the capacity of plant cells for plant 
regeneration, giving rise to lines of research such as micropropagation, germplasm conservation, 
plant modification, and obtaining transgenic plants, among others (Ikeuchi et al., 2019).

Therefore, one of the alternatives to solve the problems of this crop of economic importance is the 
use of biotechnological techniques such as the culture of plant tissues for the conservation and 
micropropagation of this species, this technique offers the possibility of reproducing a
large number of complete plants in short periods and small spaces, thus obtaining a more 
homogeneous crop, free of diseases and viruses, due to the axenic conditions in which the plants 
are obtained (Philips and Garda, 2019).

This study evaluated the morphogenic response of different explants of landrace pineapple (leaf 
and apical meristem) exposed to different plant growth regulators: naphthaleneacetic acid (NAA), 
6-benzylaminopurine (BAP) and 2,4-dichlorophenoxyacetic acid (2,4-D), for the development of
an efficient and reproducible protocol for micropropagation of landrace pineapple.

Materials and methods

Plant material
To obtain the explants, slips were used, which were between 4-8 cm long, obtained from mother 
plants from a demonstration plot established in the experimental fields of the Secretariat of 
Agriculture, Livestock and Fisheries (SAGARPA, for its acronym in Spanish) in the state of 
Chiapas, which were approximately two years old, an average height between 70-80 cm, good 
vigor and free of pests, diseases or leaf damage. On average, approximately five to seven slips 
per plant were obtained. Harvesting was done manually.

Disinfecon
The selected slips were transferred to a greenhouse and remained there for six days, waiting
for the moisture conditions of the explant to be suitable for use in vitro culture. After this time, the 
slips were defoliated, leaving only a couple of central leaves and the base of the crown, to which 
outer layers were removed until obtaining an explant of approximately 2 cm2, a superficial 
cleaning was carried out with running water and they were left immersed in 1 L of distilled water 
with five drops of Tween-20 for 24 h. The explants were then washed with Axion® soap and a 
commercial solution of sodium hypochlorite (2% Cloralex®) (modified from Lecona et al., 2017).

A wash was carried out with a solution of 0.5 g L-1 agrimicin + 2 g L-1 captan for 30 min, then the 
explants were washed three times with distilled water. In a laminar flow hood, the explants (leaf 
and apical meristem) were placed in a 70% alcohol solution for 3 min and rinsed three times with 
sterile distilled water, then immersed in a commercial solution of sodium hypochlorite (10%
Cloralex®) for 15 min and rinsed three times with sterile distilled water. For later stages, 1 cm2 leaf 
segments were used as explants.

In vitro inducon
The explants were sown in MS medium (Murashige and Skoog, 1965), supplemented with three 
different growth regulators in three different concentrations each. Naphthaleneacetic acid (NAA: 
0.5, 1 and 1.5 mg L-1), 6-benzylaminopurine (1, 2 and 4 mg L-1) and 2,4-dichlorophenoxyacetic 
acid (2,4-D: 1, 2 and 4.5 mg L-1). Four explants of leaves and apical meristems per experimental 
unit (1 bottle) were placed, with four repetitions, the control treatment consisted of MS medium 
free of growth regulators. The bottles were placed in a bioclimatic chamber at a temperature
of 25 °C ±2 with 16 h light 8 h darkness, the evaluations of the morphogenic response such as
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callus formation, somatic embryo and shoot formation were at 30, 45 and 60 days after in vitro 
induction.

Roong and acclimazaon of shoots
Shoots with good development and with a size of approximately 3-4 cm were selected. These 
shoots were separated and sown in MS medium supplemented with indole butyric acid (IBA) at a 
concentration of 1 and 2 mg L-1 (Lecona et al., 2017). Root development was recorded at four 
weeks.

Seedlings that showed a well-developed root system were removed from the bottles, washed 
under running water to remove excess medium on the roots. Subsequently, they were transferred 
to polystyrene plastic containers containing a mixture of Peat Moss-Expanded perlite (1:1), for 
acclimatization under shade mesh conditions for 30 days, the temperature conditions fluctuated 
between 16 °C at its lowest temperature at night and 28 °C at its highest temperature during the 
day. The seedlings were irrigated every third day without fertilization.

Experimental design
For the evaluation of the morphogenic response, a completely randomized experimental design, 
an analysis of variance and a comparison of means according to Tukey (p# 0.05) were performed 
with the statistical package of Stargraphic Centuryon XV.

Results and discussion
During the induction of the evaluated explants, the apical meristem was the explant that showed 
response to the induction of shoots, while phenolization and necrosis were observed in leaves, 
this same behavior was observed in each of the treatments evaluated (data not shown). When the 
apical meristem was maintained in induction in MS medium supplemented with NAA, only the 
development of the central meristem of the explant was observed at 30 days of induction in all 
concentrations evaluated, the best response with this growth regulator was observed at 45 days 
of induction and at a concentration of 1.5 mg L-1, at which 4.67 shoots/explant were obtained
(Table 1).

Table 1. Opmizaon of in vitro proliferaon of shoots in landrace pineapple using different growth regulators.

LSD= least significant difference. Different letters indicate statistically significant difference between the values for 
each column. Tukey p# 0.05.
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Previous studies have reported different morphogenic responses in other pineapple species, 
which include from direct organogenesis (Kiss et al., 1995; Escalona et al., 1999; Al-Saif et al., 
2011; Medina-Rivas et al., 2014; Atawia et al., 2016), indirect organogenesis (Rahman et al., 
2005; Pineda et al., 2014) to somatic embryogenesis (Daquinta et al., 1997; Firoozabady et al., 
2004; Yapo et al., 2011; Blanco-Flores et al., 2017), most of these protocols use MS medium for 
the establishment of cultures and these media are supplemented with growth regulators such as 
BAP and NAA alone or in combination, the behavior of the morphogenic response of landrace 
pineapple was similar to that reported by various authors, as it is a first study in this variety that 
has been little studied and that can be used for its agronomic characteristics in the industry, the 
results are important since genetic improvement programs, large-scale regeneration protocols 
through temporary immersion systems and germplasm conservation can be generated.

When evaluating the response in explants of landrace pineapple leaves, phenolization and 
necrosis were observed (data not shown), the null response of this explant may be due to its 
origin. Hu et al. (2017) indicate that a determining factor for explants to generate a morphogenic 
response is the degree of differentiation that the cells of the selected tissues have and it is 
different in dicotyledons and monocotyledons, the cells of the latter show a greater degree of 
differentiation than dicotyledons; that is, they acquire a specific function due to the degree of cell 
differentiation they have, which prevents them from reacquiring the pluripotency necessary for 
regeneration (Zeng et al., 2016).

This indicates that the leaf explants in landrace pineapple have cells not competent for cell 
regeneration, losing the ability to dedifferentiate, as they are tissues mostly constituted by 
differentiated cells, these are unable to reactivate the process of cell division. When the apical 
meristem was induced in MS medium supplemented with 2,4-D, no adventitious shoot formation 
was observed during the first 45 days, it was until 60 days of induction when the formation of an 
average of five shoots/explant was observed in the treatment supplemented with 1 mg L-1 of this 
growth regulator (Table 1), statistically significant difference was found in the concentrations, as 
well as in the times evaluated, although the results with this regulator indicate a low proliferation 
of shoots.

All treatments with BAP showed shoot formation from 30 days of induction, the best response in 
terms of shoot formation was obtained when the MS medium was supplemented with 2 mg
L-1 of BAP, treatment in which the formation of 8.67 shoots/explant was observed at 60 days of 
induction, however, it was not statistically different from the concentration of 3 mg L-1 (Table 1, 
Figure 1), all the shoots obtained showed a normal morphology and an approximate length of 1-2 
cm at 60 days of induction (Figure 1).

DOI: https://doi.org/10.29312/remexca.v14i6.3159

elocation-id: e3159 5

https://doi.org/10.29312/remexca.v14i6.3159


Figure 1. Direct organogenesis in apical meristems of landrace pineapple. A) control treatment; B) MS medium 
supplemented with 1 mg L-1 BAP; C) MS medium supplemented with 2 mg L-1 BAP; and D) MS medium 

supplemented with 3 mg L-1 BAP, at 60 days of inducon. The bar is equivalent to 0.5 cm in length.

Studies have been reported regarding the morphogenic response of different pineapple explants, 
where the culture media are supplemented only with a single growth regulator. Al-Saif et al.
(2011) reported a proliferation of shoots in explants of the base of the crown of pineapple fruits of 
the Smooth Cayenne variety, obtaining 23 shoots per explant when the MS culture medium was 
supplemented with 2 mg L-1 of BAP at 60 days of incubation, while when the culture medium was 
supplemented with NAA 0.2 mg L-1, they obtained 12 shoots per explant in the same incubation 
period.

Ayenew et al. (2013), who, using 2 mg L-1 of benzyladenine (BA) in MS medium, obtained 6.33 
shoots per explant of pineapple in the Smooth Cayenne variety. Usman et al. (2013) reported a 
similar response, using bases of fruit crowns as explants induced in MS medium, obtaining 11 
shoots per explant with 2.25 mg L-1 of BA. Our results regarding the number of shoots obtained in 
landrace pineapple are similar to those reported by various authors in other varieties of pineapple, 
so the method used is favorable and suitable for the micropropagation of this species, 
nevertheless, it is necessary to conduct studies where the combination of growth regulators is 
used to optimize the micropropagation protocol in this species.

The combination of different growth regulators has also been reported for the in vitro regeneration 
of pineapple, in the ecotype Tabë Känä, Pineda et al. (2014) reported that the combination of
5 mg L-1 NAA and 0.25 mg L-1 BA in leaf bases used as explants generates 3.43 shoots per
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explant at three months of growth. Nikumbhe et al. (2014) report a proliferation of 7.1 shoots per 
explant in meristems cuts when the MS medium was supplemented with 2 mg L-1 BAP and 0.25 
mg L-1 NAA. Badou et al. (2018) evaluated the effect of NAA, BAP and AdS (adenine sulfate) on 
the proliferation of pineapple of the Smooth Cayenne variety, making different combinations on 
these regulators, the best treatment was when 2 mg L-1 BAP + 0.5 mg L NAA + 40 mg L-1 AdS 
were combined, where they obtained a percentage of induction of shoots of 98.33% and the 
proliferation of 13-15 shoots per explant in an approximate time of 60 days.

In vitro plant regeneration by organogenesis is the result of organ formation through the 
dedifferentiation of differentiated cells and the reorganization of cell division to create particular 
organs, meristems and primordia (Sugiyama et al., 1999; Bidabadi et al., 2020). Cytokines are 
growth regulators with the ability to break the apical dominance and stimulate the formation of 
shoots in the meristems, however, the implementation of this type of regulators in the culture 
medium generates different responses in pineapple, where it has been observed that there are 
different factors which are involved in the morphogenic response of this species, these factors 
are: variety, type and age of the explant used, endogenous and exogenous balance of growth 
regulators as well as growing conditions (light/darkness).

In this study, it was observed that the most determining factor for the induction of shoots in 
landrace pineapple is the type of explant used, in this case the apical meristem was the most 
appropriate in all the treatments evaluated. This behavior has been observed in other species, 
Lecona-Guzmán et al. (2017) reported that the morphogenic response in Agave americana L.
is influenced by the type of explant (apical meristem), and that the concentration and type of 
regulator implemented in the culture media are determining factors to obtain a high percentage of 
shoots in this species.

The apical meristem is the main organ responsible for plant growth, responsible for the formation 
of roots and leaves, also giving rise to the formation of adventitious shoots (Traas, 2018). The 
apical meristem is characterized by being an organ that houses a large number of stem cells 
distributed among its different layers, when they are stimulated in the presence of different growth 
regulators, such as auxins and cytokinins, different morphogenic responses are induced (Wang et 
al., 2020). This tissue is divided into three layers (L1, L2 and L3) and has four zones that perform 
different functions: the central zone (CZ) which houses the stem cells, the organizing center
(OC) which is responsible for the recruitment of stem cells, the medullary zone (ZM) responsible 
for generating multipotent cells and the peripheral zone (PZ) responsible for housing daughter 
cells, the stem cells present in the apical meristem are converted into daughter cells through the 
stimulation of different plant regulators responding to the induction of shoots (Lee et al., 2019).

Cytokinins promote the expression of genes such as: Wuschel (WUS), Clavata (CLV1-3), 
Dornröschen (DRN), arabidopsis response regulator (ARR7 and ARR15), which mediate the 
control of WUS expression, which in turn regulates the proliferation of stem cells, when the WUS 
gene is stimulated by cytokinins, these promote its overexpression, promoting cell division of 
these cells, increasing the population of stem cells, generating new daughter cells, finally 
obtaining more shoots (Lee et al., 2019), this effect was observed in all treatments with BAP at a 
concentration of 2 mg L-1, the treatment that generated the highest shoot formation in the time evaluated.

The morphogenic effects of synthetic auxins such as 2,4-D and NAA are due to the fact that their 
chemical structure is very similar to that of indole acetic acid (IAA), which is a natural 
phytohormone found in many plants, since they share this characteristic, plant cells can
enter synthetic auxins through the cell membrane and go inside the plant cell, stimulating the 
expression of genes, and generate various morphogenic responses including the proliferation of 
shoots in some species (Kulus et al., 2020).

The IBA stimulated root formation with respect to the control treatment, the concentration of 2 mg 
L-1 of IBA, which was statistically significant in terms of the number of roots, formation of 
adventitious roots formed, as well as in the length of the root in the landrace pineapple shoots
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(Table 2, Figure 2). Regarding the percentage of survival, there was no statistical difference 
during the acclimatization process, obtaining 100% survival in all the treatments evaluated.

Table 2. Effect of IBA on the roong of landrace pineapple seedlings sown in MS medium

LSD= least significant difference. Different letters indicate statistically significant difference between the values for 
each column. Tukey p# 0.05.

The formation of roots and adventitious roots in landrace pineapple shoots was with 2 mg L-1 of 
IBA at 30 days of culture, these results coincide with what was reported by Atawia et al.
(2016), who evaluated the effect of IAA and IBA on the formation of roots in shoots obtained 
from pineapple of the Smooth Cayenne variety, obtaining that IBA, at a concentration of 2 mg 
L-1, stimulates root formation (4.333 roots/shoot); nevertheless, in most of the works reported 
for various varieties of pineapple, the use of this growth regulator to root shoots is not reported, 
probably this is because it is not necessary to stimulate the formation of roots in the shoots and 
these are developed mostly in media free of growth regulators, this has also been observed in 
other species such as agave, Reyes-Zambrano et al. (2016) report that IBA does not affect the 
formation of roots in shoots compared to plants that are sown in media free of this regulator.
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Figure 2. Roong and acclimazaon of landrace pineapple shoots obtained in vitro. A) root formaon 
in landrace pineapple shoots without IBA at 30 days of inducon; B) effect of 2 mg L -1 of IBA on root 

formaon in landrace pineapple shoots at 30 days of inducon; C) acclimazaon of landrace 
pineapple shoots obtained in vitro with 90 days of formaon; and D) acclimazed 6-month-old landrace 

pineapple seedlings from in vitro culture. White bar equals 0.5 cm in length.

Conclusions
In landrace pineapple, the determining factor for the induction of shoots is the source of explant, 
for in vitro regeneration via direct organogenesis, it is necessary to supplement the culture 
medium with 2 mg L-1 of BAP for 60 days of induction, the formation of roots is stimulated with 2 
mg L-1 of IBA at 30 days. In this study, it was possible to establish a complete protocol for the 
regeneration of landrace pineapple, which can be used in large-scale propagation works through 
the implementation of temporary immersion systems, as well as future genetic improvement 
programs for this species.

Bibliography
1 Al-Saif, A. M.; Hossain, A. B. M. S. and Taha, R. M. 2011. Effects of benzylaminopurine

Aminand naphthalene acetic acid on proliferation and shoot growth of pineapple (Ananas
comosus L. Merr) in vitro. Afr. J. Biotechnol. 10(27):5291-5295.

DOI: https://doi.org/10.29312/remexca.v14i6.3159

elocation-id: e3159 9

https://doi.org/10.29312/remexca.v14i6.3159


2 Atawia, A. A.; El-Latif, F. M.; El-Gioushy, S. F.; Sherif, S. S. and Kotb, O. M. 2016. Studies
on micropropagation of pineapple (Ananas comosus L.). Middle East J. Agriculture.
5(2):224-232.

3 Ayenew, B.; Tadesse, T.; Gebremariam, E.; Mengesha, A. and Tefera, W. 2013. Efficient
use of temporary immersion bioreactor (TIB) on pineapple (Ananas comosus L.)
multiplication and rooting ability. J. Microbiol. Biotechnol. Food Scie. 2(4):2456-2465.

4 Badou, B. T.; Agbidinoukoun, A.; Cacaï, G. T.; Dossoukpèvi, R. C. and Ahanhanzo, C.
2018. Effects of system benzylaminopurine-adenine sulphate in combination with
naphthalene acetic on in vitro regeneration and proliferation of pineapple (Ananas
comosus) (L.) Mill var. comosus). Amer. J. Biotech. Biosci. 2(9):0001-0015.

5 Bidabadi, S. S. and Jain, S. M. 2020. Cellular, molecular, and physiological aspects of in
vitro plant regeneration. Plants. 9(6):702-721.

6 Blanco-Flores, H.; Vargas-Cedeño, T. E. and García-García, E. C. 2017. In vitro
regeneration of Amazonian pineapple (Ananas comosus) plants ecotype Gobernadora.
Rev. Colombiana de Biotecnología. 19(1):7-20.

7 Coppens, G.; Leal, F. and Duval, M. F. 1997. Germplasm resources of pineapples. In:
Horticultural Reviews. John Wiley & Sons, Inc. New York. 133-175 pp.

8 Daquinta, M. A.; Cisneros, A.; Rodríguez, Y.; Escalona, M.; Pérez, M. C.; Luna, I. and
Borroto, C. G. 1997. Somatic embryogenesis in pineapple (Ananas comosus L.) Merr.).
Acta Hort. 425(25):1-7.

9 Escalona, M.; Lorenzo, J. C.; González, B.; Daquinta, M. A.; González, J. L.; Desjardins,
Y. and Borroto, C. G. 1999. Pineapple (Ananas comosus L. Merr) micropropagation in
temporary immersion systems. Plant Cell Reports. 18(9):743-748.

10 Firoozabady, E. and Moy, Y. 2004. Regeneration of pineapple plants via somatic
embryogenesis and organogenesis. In vitro Cell Dev. Biol. Plant. 40(1):67-74.

11 Hernández-Barbosa, G. 2018. Caracterización social y técnica del cultivo de la piña criolla
(Ananas comosus). AgroProductividad. 4(1):3-11.

12 Hu, B.; Zhang, G.; Liu, W.; Shi, J.; Wang, H.; Qi, M. and Xu, L. 2017. Divergent
regeneration#competent cells adopt a common mechanism for callus initiation in
angiosperms. Regeneration. 4(3):132-139.

13 Ikeuchi, M.; Favero, D. S.; Sakamoto, Y.; Iwase, A.; Coleman, D.; Rymen, B. and Sugimoto,
K. 2019. Molecular mechanisms of plant regeneration. Annual Review of Plant Biology.
70(1):377-406.

14 Kiss, E.; Kiss, J.; Gyuali, G. and Heszky, L. E. 1995. A novel method for rapid
micropropagation of pineapple. HortScience. 30(1):127-129.

15 Kulus, D. and Tymoszuk, A. 2020. Induction of callogenesis, organogenesis, and
embryogenesis in non-meristematic explants of bleeding heart and evaluation of
chemical diversity of key metabolites from callus. Inter. J. Mol. Sci. 21(16):5826.

16 Lecona-Guzmán, C. A.; Reyes-Zambrano, S.; Barredo-Pool, F. A.; Abud-Archila, M.;
Montes-Molina, J. A.; Rincón-Rosales, R. and Gutiérrez-Miceli F. A. 2017. In vitro
propagation of Agave americana by indirect organogénesis. HortSci. 52(7):996-999.

17 Lee, Z. H.; Hirakawa, T.; Yamaguchi, N. and Ito, T. 2019. The roles of plant hormones and
their interactions with regulatory genes in determining meristem activity. Inter. J. Mol. Sci.
20(16):4065.

18 Medina-Rivas, M.; Mosquera, H. R. y Aguilar-Medina, C. 2014. Micropropagación clonal y
enraizamiento ex vitro de tres cultivares de piña (Ananas comosus L. Merr.) del Chocó,
Colombia. Rev. Biodiversidad Neotropical. 4(2):133-40.

DOI: https://doi.org/10.29312/remexca.v14i6.3159

elocation-id: e3159 10

https://doi.org/10.29312/remexca.v14i6.3159


19 Nikumbhe, P. H.; Sonavane, P. N. and Sable, P. A. 2014. In vitro technology for propagation
of pineapple (Ananas comosus) cv. KEW. Inter. J. Mol. Sci. 10(1):172-174.

20 Pineda, A.; Vargas, T. E. and García, G. E. 2014. Regeneración de Ananas comosus (L.)
Merr, ecotipo Tabë Känä, mediante organogénesis indirecta. Bioagro. 26(3):135-142.

21 Philips, G. C. and Garda, M. 2019. Plant tissue culture media and practices: an overview.
Vitr. Cell. Dev. Biol. Plant. 55(3):242-257.

22 Rahman, K. W.; Ahmed, M. B.; Rahman, M. M.; Amin, M. N.; Hossain, M. S. and Ahmed, R.
2005. Large scale plant regeneration in vitro from leaf derived callus cultures of pineapple
[Ananas comosus (L.) Merr. cv. Giant Kew]. Int. J. Bot. 1(2):128-32.

23 Rebolledo, M. A.; Uriza, Á. D. E. y Ángel, P. A. L. 2011. La piña y su cultivo en México:
Cayena Lisa y MD2. Libro técnico núm. 27. SAGARPA-INIFAP-CIRGOC. Campo
Experimental Cotaxtla. Medellín, Veracruz, México. 309 p.

24 Reyes-Zambrano, S. J.; Lecona-Guzmán, C. A.; Ambrosio-Calderón, J. D.; Abud-Archila,
M.; Rincón-Rosales, R.; Ruíz-Valdiviezo, V. M. and Gutiérrez-Miceli F. A. 2016. Plant
growth regulators optimization for maximize shoots number in Agave americana L. by
indirect organogenesis. Gayana Botanica. 73(1):124-131.

25 Rodríguez, Y.; Mosqueda, M.; Companioni, B.; Arzola, M.; Borras, O.; Pérez, M. C.;
Lorenzo, J. C. and Santos, R. 2002. Bioassay for in vitro differentiation of cultivar
pineapples resistance levels to Heart Rot disease. In vitro Cell. Dev. Biol. Plant.
38(6):613-616.

26 Santos, J. R. and Matos, A. P. 1995. Pine- apple breeding for resistance to Fusariosis in
Brazil. Rev. Fac. Agron. (Maracay). 21:137-145.

27 Sarkar, T.; Nayak, P. and Chakraborty, R. 2018. Pineapple [Ananas comosus (L.)] product
processing techniques and packaging: a Review. IIOAB Journal. 9(4):6-12.

28 SIAP (Servicio de Información Agroalimentaria y Pesquera). 2021. Panorama
Agroalimentario Ed. 2021. México. 121-122 pp.

29 Su, Y. H.; Tang, L. P.; Zhao, X. Y. and Zhang, X. S. 2021. Plant cell totipotency: insights
into cellular reprogramming. J. Integrative Plant Biol. 63(1):228-243.

30 Sugiyama, M. 1999. Organogénesis in vitro. Current Opinion in Plant Biology 2(1):61-64.

31 Torres-Ávila, A.; Aguilar-Ávila, J.; Santoyo-Cortés, V. H.; Uriza-Ávila, D. E.; Zetina-Lezama,
R. y Rebolledo-Martínez, A. 2018. La piña mexicana frente al reto de la innovación.
Avances y retos en la gestión de la innovación. Universidad Autónoma Chapingo
(UACH). 25 p.

32 Traas, J. 2018. Organogenesis at the shoot apical meristem. Plants . 8(1):1-9.

33 Usman, I. S.; Abdulmalik, M. M.; Sani, A. L. A. and Muhammad, A. S. 2013. Development of
an efficient protocol for micropropagation of pineapple (Ananas comosus L. var. Smooth
Cayenne). Afr. J. Agric Res. Nairobi. 8(18):2053-2056.

34 Vélez-Izquierdo, A.; Espinoza-García, J. A.; Uresti-Gil, J.; Jolalpa-Barrera, J. L.; Rangel-
Quintos, J. and Uresti-Durán, D. 2020. Estudio técnico-económico para identificar áreas
con potencial para producir piña en el trópico húmedo de México. Rev. Mex. Cienc.
Agríc. 11(7):1619-1632.

35 Wang, J.; Su, Y.; Kong, X.; Ding, Z. and Zhang, X. S. 2020. Initiation and maintenance of
plant stem cells in root and shoot apical meristems. Abiotech. 1(3)1-11 pp.

36 Yapo, E. S.; Kouakou, T. H.; Kone, M.; Kouadio, J. Y.; Kouame, P. and Merillon, J. M. 2011.
Regeneration of pineapple (Ananas comosus L.) plant through somatic embryogenesis.
J. Plant Biochem. Biotechnol. 20(2):196-204.

DOI: https://doi.org/10.29312/remexca.v14i6.3159

elocation-id: e3159 11

https://doi.org/10.29312/remexca.v14i6.3159


37 Zeng, M.; Hu, B.; Li, J.; Zhang, G.; Ruan, Y.; Huang, H. and Xu, L. 2016. Stem cell lineage
in body layer specialization and vascular patterning of rice root and leaf. Science Bulletin.
61(11):847-858.

Direct organogenesis in landrace pineapple induced 
by 6-benzylaminopurine

Journal Information

Journal ID (publisher-id): remexca

Title: Revista mexicana de ciencias agrícolas

Abbreviated Title: Rev. Mex. Cienc. Agríc

ISSN (print): 2007-0934

Publisher: Instituto Nacional de Investigaciones
Forestales, Agrícolas y Pecuarias

Article/Issue Information

Date received: 01 June 2023

Date accepted: 01 August 2023

Publicaon date: 18 August 2023

Publicaon date: August 2023

Volume: 14

Issue: 6

Electronic Locaon Idenfier: e3159

DOI: 10.29312/remexca.v14i6.3159

Categories
Subject: Articles

Keywords:

Keywords:
6-benzylaminopurine
in vitro morphogenesis
meristem

Counts
Figures: 4
Tables: 4
Equaons: 0
References: 37
Pages: 0

DOI: https://doi.org/10.29312/remexca.v14i6.3159

elocation-id: e3159 12

https://doi.org/10.29312/remexca.v14i6.3159



