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Background and Objectives: The area under olive cultivation in Iran is
reported to be about 60,000 hectares. One of the main problems of olive
propagation with cuttings is that the cuttings are difficult to root. The type
of substrate, humidity, depth, drainage, temperature, cutting time, cutting
quality, treatment of cuttings before or after cutting with regulators and the
optimal concentration of these regulators are among the most important
factors that are of interest to researchers to increase rooting. Considering
the economic value of olive seedling production from cutting,
identification of culture media and methods of improvement of rooting
percentage are economically important. Due to the low rooting percentage
and the slow speed of the rooting process of olive cuttings, rooting
hormones are usually used for the propagation of this product. This
research was conducted to investigate the effect of using organic liquid
fertilizer (Vermiwash) on the rooting of olive cuttings in five types of
culture media.

Materials and Methods: The effect of rooting media and root-inducing
factors on the rooting percentage and growth of yellow olive cuttings was
investigated through a factorial experiment in a completely randomized
design with three replicates under greenhouse conditions. The factors
included rooting media (river sand, perlite, solopeat, river sand + perlite &
river sand + solopeat) and root-inducing treatments (deep well water as
control, vermiwash, and indole-3-butyric acid hormone). After preparing
the rooting media, one-third of the cuttings were treated with the rooting
hormone before planting and irrigated with deep well water during the
rooting and growth period. The remaining cuttings, after planting in the
media, were irrigated as needed with either deep well water or diluted
vermiwash.

Results: Results showed that the highest percentage of rooting and growth
of rooted cuttings were obtained in integrated culture media (sand + perlite
& sand + solopeat) compared to single culture media (sand, perlite,
solopeat). Furthermore, among the single cultivation substrates, lowest
percentage of rooting and growth of cuttings was obtained in sand. The
highest content of nitrogen, phosphorus and potassium in the leaves of the
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rooted cuttings was obtained in integrated culture media. Mostly, the
highest percentage of rooting, the maximum of root growth in rooted
cuttings, as well as, maximum amount of nutrients in leaves of the cuttings
were obtained in the mediums treated with vermiwash, but in most cases,
there was no significant difference between vermiwash and IBA.

Conclusion: It is recommended to use integrated culture media including
sand + perlite or sand + solopeat for the rooting of Yellow olive variety
cuttings by applying fertigation treatment with organic liquid fertilizer
(vermiwash) instead of IBA hormone.
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Table 1. Culture media effects and rooting treatments on traits related to Yellow cultivar rooting of olive cutting.
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Root dry Root fresh Number of Rooting
. . Root length
weight weight roots percentage
S s
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Culture medium
ada) slesd
152.73%* 170.23** 37.43%* 273.15%* 1224.07** 2
Rooting treatment
3ady) Jlegi X SIS e
3.76%* 100.88%** 0.88** 3.63*%* 62.79%* 8 Culture medium *
Rooting treatment
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Experiment error
(1) s g
8.68 3.89 4.72 6.57 2.99 - Coefficient of
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alyy SiS O oy S 0)s oy Jsb o o
[SEPIEISEY sy Loy e . .
(@5) (@5) (e Sl) . CiS e f 5
Root d Root fresh Root lensth Number of Rooting Culture medium type
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a3 L
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c c c c c \::JJ:
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S L
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** is significant at 1% - same letters indicate non-significance at levels corresponding to Duncan's new multiple range test
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Figure 1. Effect of treatments on cuttings rooting (columns with common letters have no significant difference
according to Duncan's test at the one percent level).
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Figure 2. Effect of applied treatments on the number of roots in the cuttings (columns with common letters
have no significant difference according to Duncan's test at the one percent level).
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Table 2. Culture media effects and rooting treatments on some morphological traits of rooted cuttings.
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Experiment error
7Y el s .
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a a a \‘;‘:jﬁ + ML‘
12.62 30.03 130 ’
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S L
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significant difference according to Duncan's test at the one percent level).
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Figure 7. Effect of treatments on leaves fresh weight of cuttings (columns with common letters have no
significant difference according to Duncan's test at the one percent level).
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Figure 8. Effect of treatments on leaves dry weight in cuttings (columns with common letters have no
significant difference according to Duncan's test at the one percent level).
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Table 3. Effects of culture media and rooting treatments on some characteristics in Yellow olive variety cutting.
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** and * are significant at 1% and 5% - same letters indicate non-significance at levels corresponding to Duncan's new
multiple range test
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Figure 9. Effect of treatments on the branche fresh weight of cuttings (columns with common letters have no
significant difference according to Duncan's test at the one percent level).
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Figure 10. Effect of treatments on branch dry weight of cuttings (columns with common letters have no
significant difference according to Duncan's test at the one percent level).
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Figure 11. Effect of treatments on the ratio of root dry weight to branche dry weight in cuttings (columns with
common letters have no significant difference according to Duncan's test at the one percent level).
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Figure 12. Effect of treatments on seedling height of cuttings (columns with common letters have no significant
difference according to Duncan's test at the one percent level).
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Table 4. Effect of culture media and rooting treatments on N, P, K, in leaves in cuttings.
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** is significant at 1% & same letters indicate non-significance at levels corresponding to Duncan's new multiple range test
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Figure 13. Effect of treatments on leaf nitrogen percentage (columns with common letters have no significant

difference according to Duncan's test at the one percent level).

b Sy 0o b Bls ey boedd gl

Lol oo cpl Jo amals dald a4 ol (55 A

+oasbe 5 Sy ol g 3 S el

DA w3 N0V N L S e Sy s
Iy ol uiﬂ,s AV L oldlsgy awle s
Gloaals Sy da iy ols 5 (8 Jsr) il

0.25 Bl B shos EBA
— ; "
g Control  Vermiwash
= 02 a
a 4a
1 8 o : i
= ] i o .
= B i
(5] R | L
=] L -+ * *
£ : : :
005 | | b :
+* * *
* * *
o Losli i  Belb 8 o4 B o115 :
.__‘-,'lA.;L:I-\.‘-;;.-..Ju '»;-;_\-Ir_,,-_f ‘;".'.“'.,."I'J"" 1;-'_'_-1_,|-_'+"-"L" ";-',‘:'_?'I"..V-'-l-""'l"'
River sand  Perlite Solopeat  Sand Sand

+
perlite  solo peat

{516 (513 ne S35 o3 S s 3 55 0 ga3T b lie By b Walsin) Sy jind oy Wjle ji1-VE S

Figure 14. Effect of treatments on leaf phosphorus percentage (columns with common letters have no
significant difference according to Duncan's test at the one percent level).
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Figure 15. Effect of treatments on leaf potassium percentage (columns with common letters have no significant
difference according to Duncan's test at the one percent level).
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