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Introduction

Numerous challenges face individuals and institutions working to conserve
threatened oak species. These challenges range from a fundamental lack of
information on which species are threatened (and resulting inability to prioritize
conservation activities) to growing threats that are difficult to predict and mitigate.
Other challenges include widespread hybridization that may or may not be natural
and which blurs the lines of which species and individuals require conservation
action. These challenges all impact the survival of plants in the wild, presenting
a need to ensure that off-site (i.e., ex-situ) collections are created as a safety net
against extinction for threatened species.

Unfortunately, attempting to build ex-situ collections of oaks presents
yet another challenge, as oak seeds are not able to be banked for long-term
conservation. Curation of living collections are the only form of ex-situ
conservation currently being carried out for threatened oaks, but for most
species these ex-situ collections do not provide a sufficient safety net against
extinction. Other forms of ex-sifu conservation, including in vitro propagation
and cryopreservation, are exceptionally challenging for most oak species due
to the presence of tannins. Together, these challenges present opportunities for
individual and collaborative work to secure threatened species of oaks before they
are lost. Here, we discuss the specific challenges faced by oaks in more detail,
and present results of a recent project attempting to surmount these challenges,
particularly with respect to building ex-sifu collections with high conservation
value for four threatened oaks native to the United States.

Conservation challenge 1: Inadequate data

The Global Tree Specialist Group recently attempted to assess the conservation
status of all known oak taxa using IUCN’s internationally-accepted criteria (Red
List version 3.1), and found that only 175 out of 500 taxa had enough information
to be fully evaluated (Oldfield and Eastwood, 2007). Of these, 56 taxa (32%) were
assigned a Critically Endangered, Endangered, or Vulnerable status, with their
continued survival in the wild threatened by a range of factors including habitat
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In vitro propagated shoot of Quercus georgiana. photo©Valerie Pence

destruction and degradation, invasive species, and unsustainable harvesting. The
remaining c. 333 known taxa were either evaluated and found to be data deficient
(33) or not evaluated (c. 300) because not enough information was available to
begin the process. A clear conservation priority for these remaining 333 taxa is
to gather enough data to allow full evaluation, which can then guide strategic
conservation action.

Conservation challenge 2: Unpredictable and accelerating threats

For the 56 taxa known to be threatened with extinction in the wild, conservation
action is needed to ensure plants are maintained in vigorous populations in
their native habitat (i.e., in situ conservation) to support long-term survival and
evolution. Unfortunately, the continued survival of oak species is increasingly at
risk due to a combination of stresses relating to climate change and pathogens
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Embryogenic culture of Quercus arkansana, with various stages of developing
somatic embryos. photo©Valerie Pence

like Sudden Oak Death (Phytophthora ramorum S. Werres & A.W.A.M. deCock).
Rapidly changing climates shift habitat and species distributions, so protected
areas that support rare species in situ today may no longer be suitable for those
species in the future (Hawkins, Sharrock, and Havens, 2008). And invasive pests
and pathogens can unpredictably drive threatened as well as common species
toward extinction (a great example comes from North American ash species and
the introduction of Emerald Ash Borer in the United States). These stresses mean
that in situ conservation and restoration must be accelerated to help species cope
with multiple unpredictable threats, working to ensure populations are robust
enough to allow species to migrate and/or adapt via evolution to avoid extinction.
These stresses also mean that in sifu conservation is a necessary but increasingly
inadequate approach to ensure long-term conservation of oak diversity.

Conservation challenge 3: Hybridization

Hybridization among oak species has been widely documented in both
common and rare species. Hybridization has been shown to produce plants that
successfully grow to adulthood and themselves reproduce (Penaloza-Ramirez
et al., 2010), but it may also lead to poor seedling performance that prevents
plants from reaching adulthood (Curtu, Gailing, and Finkeldey, 2009). This poses
challenges not only in identifying species and populations to protect, but also in
determining appropriate management actions. Hybridization is listed as one of the
threats to continued survival of a number of threatened oak species that are Red
Listed as Critically Endangered (Oldfield and Eastwood, 2007).
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Somatic embryo of Quercus arkansana with small but thickened cotyledons and
radicle growth. photo©Valerie Pence

Conservation challenge 4: Recalcitrant seeds and high tannins

To complement in situ efforts, the creation of genetically diverse,
representative, and secure off-site (i.e., ex-situ) collections is needed to secure
plant species diversity before it is lost. This is clearly spelled out in the Global
Strategy for Plant Conservation (CBD, 2010), which sets the goal that 75% of the
world’s threatened species will be curated in secure ex-situ collections by 2020.
For species with ‘orthodox’ seeds (able to be dried and stored at low temperatures
for many years and still remain viable), ex-situ collections of stored seeds can
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provide the greatest direct conservation value at the lowest cost. Unfortunately,
seed banking is not an option for oaks because they have ‘recalcitrant’ seeds
(not able to be dried and stored). Instead, ex-situ collection options for oaks and
other ‘exceptional’ species that don’t produce bankable seed include in vitro or
cryopreservation, as well as the curation of living collections. These collections
must be well-designed and curated in order to provide high conservation value,
and are more expensive to maintain than seed banks.

Currently, most ex-situ collections of oaks are held as living collections.
Botanic Gardens Conservation International (BGCI) recently conducted a survey
of threatened oak species in living collections (BGCI, 2009) that identified 3,796
oak records from 198 institutions in 39 countries. Fewer than half (26) of the 56
Red Listed oak taxa were identified among these collections. Further evaluation of
records for these 26 taxa found in collections showed that the provenance for 82%
of them was either unknown or of horticultural origin. This is a concern, as wild-
collected material provides highest conservation value (e.g., ability to be used to
directly support restoration or reintroduction of the species), but only if it is well-
documented and curated. In addition, many of the 26 taxa were only curated at
one institution, sometimes as only one or a few plants. These collections may hold
conservation value because they support research and education on the species,
but they are not an adequate insurance policy against extinction. For this, the
development of well-documented, wild-collected ex-situ collections that capture
significant genetic diversity of the species and are replicated at numerous locations
not susceptible to Sudden Oak Death are needed. Many living collections today
do not meet these standards due to genetic issues such as having too little genetic
diversity, of potential hybrid origin, being of unknown provenance, or being
located in areas of high Sudden Oak Death threat.

Very few ex-situ collections of oaks are found in in vitro or cryopreserved
collections today, largely because protocols have not been developed for most
species. The high tannin content of oak tissues can pose challenges for in vitro
work, but several species have been successfully propagated through shoot
cultures or somatic embryogenesis (Pijut, Lawson, and Michler, 2011). Generally,
seedling or juvenile tissues are most responsive, but in vitro propagation from
mature tissues in a few species has been demonstrated (e.g. Vieitez et al., 1994;
Valladares et al., 2006). Cryopreservation techniques have also been developed
for a few species using zygotic embryo axes or somatic embryos (Gonzalez-
Benito et al., 2002; Pritchard, 2007; Fernandes et al., 2008; Sanchez et al., 2008).
Freezing zygotic embryo axes relies upon using seeds, which are not always
reliably produced by oak trees (e.g., masting years and other potential delays in
successful seed production due to disease outbreaks, natural or human-caused
disasters, or other climatic stresses).

Additionally, the tendency of oaks to hybridize means that use of seed to
develop ex-situ collections may be counterproductive, using resources to conserve
plants in vitro, via cryopreservation, or in living collections that are hybrids which
are not representative of the species and which may stand little chance of surviving
in the wild (Curtu, Gailing, and Finkeldey, 2009). Cryopreserving zygotic embryo
axes requires growth in vitro for post-thaw recovery, while freezing somatic
embryos relies on first establishing in vitro cultures of these tissues. Thus, these
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reports demonstrate both the need and the potential for utilizing in vitro methods
for ex-situ conservation of oak. The critical conservation status of many oak
species highlights the need for research to develop successful propagation and
cryopreservation protocols from adult tissue and, following that, a need for work
to build secure, genetically diverse and representative collections of the most
threatened oak species.

A recent project on four threatened species in the United States demonstrates
the type of work needed to advance ex-situ conservation of oak species. We
outline progress on this project to-date, in the hope that the process and results
will be helpful in developing more effective oak ex-situ collections in the coming
years for all threatened oak species.

Methods
Study Species

Four oak species in the southeastern United States found to be threatened
following the global Red List assessment (Oldfield and Eastwood, 2007) were
selected for this project. This included the critically endangered Quercus boyntonii
Beadle, the endangered Quercus georgiana M.A. Curtis and Quercus acerifolia
(EJ. Palmer) Stoynoff & Hess, and the vulnerable Quercus arkansana Sarg.
(Table 1). Prior to this project, it was not clear how many living collections of
these species were curated within the United States, or how secure and genetically
diverse they are.

It is not known how susceptible these four species are to Sudden Oak
Death (SOD). SOD has killed many oak trees in parts of California, and a strict
quarantine process has been implemented to attempt to halt its spread. While
these efforts have been mostly successful, SOD has been found in nurseries and
detected in waterways in Georgia and Alabama (and many other states) and the
distribution of these four oak species coincides with the areas of greatest risk for
SOD in the US outside of the current outbreak in California (Kliejunas, 2010).

Identifying living collections

To identify living collections for our four study species in the United States,
we used BGCI’s PlantSearch database. PlantSearch is the only global database of
species maintained in the living collections of botanic gardens and other botanical
institutions around the world (BGCI, 2011). We then contacted individual gardens
that report cultivating each species in PlantSearch for additional detail about the
number of plants maintained in their collections, and their provenance. These
details were used to determine the potential conservation and research application
of collections for each species, and to identify plants to support micropropagation
research trials.

Following this data-collection, we asked gardens maintaining documented,
wild-collected living collections of each study species to provide cuttings from
their plants for use in micropropagation research trials. To our knowledge this was
the first attempt to micropropagate any of these species.

Institutions providing cuttings were asked to collect at least 6 inches of new
growth from each parent plant in the spring of 2011 following this protocol:
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1. Take cuttings in early morning when the tree is well-watered to ensure shoots
and leaves contain as much moisture as possible when they are shipped.

2. Identify one or more branches of new growth for a total of at least 6
inches of plant material per plant.

3. Use sterilized pruning shears to cut the stem of selected branches about
2 inches below the new growth at a 45 degree angle.

4. Place cuttings directly into plastic bags with moist paper towels. Cuttings
from one tree can go together into one bag; place cuttings from different
trees in separate bags.

5. If possible, repeat steps 2-4 for old growth material. Old and new growth
cuttings can be placed in the same bag for each tree.

6. Seal plastic bag and write identifying information using permanent
marking pen.

7. Ship material overnight to the Center for Conservation and Research
of Endangered Wildlife (CREW) at the Cincinnati Zoo and Botanical
Garden.

In total, cuttings from ten plants for each species were collected and sent to

CREW for micropropagation research trials.

Micropropagation research trials

Upon arrival at CREW, samples were evaluated for the developmental stage of
the buds/leaves. Twigs with emerged leaves were immediately surface-sterilized
in a 1:10 dilution of commercial bleach (diluted concentration approximately
0.5% chlorine) with 0.05% Tween 20 (a surfactant) for 10-15 minutes with
stirring, followed by rinsing with sterile, purified water. Following sterilization
they were placed into culture following protocols below. Twigs without emerged
leaves were trimmed at the base, placed into water purified by reverse osmosis
and maintained on the lab bench under ambient light and temperature. They were
checked daily and when buds began to leaf out, buds and young leaves were
removed, surface-sterilized as above, and placed into culture following protocols
below. In a few cases, buds did not leaf out and these collections were not cultured.

To establish micropropagation trials, all media were gelled with 0.25% Gelzan
(Caisson Laboratories, Inc.), unless agar is indicated in the protocols below, in
which case a concentration of 0.8% agar (Sigma Chemical Co.) was used. For this
research, two approaches were used: 1) Bud culture using young buds left intact
on short pieces of stem to stimulate axillary shoot growth; and 2) Leaf culture
using young leaves excised from buds to stimulate somatic embryogenesis.

Bud culture. Buds were cultured on six media: two concentrations of
benzylaminopurine (BAP) — 0.89 and 4.44 M with three salt formulations: 1)
Gresshoffand Doy (GD) (1972);2) Woody Plant (WP) (Lloyd and McCown, 1980);
and 3) Murashige and Skoog (MS) (1962), all containing 3% sucrose, Gamborg’s
organics (Gamborg, Miller, and Ojima, 1968), and 100 mg/L of the fungicide,
benlate (benomyl; methyl 1-butylcarbomoyl)-2benzimidazolecarbamate; Sigma
Chemical Co.). Culture tubes (25 mm x 150 mm) were used with translucent
polypropylene closures, approximately 15 ml of medium/tube, with one bud per
tube. One drop, approximately 0.05 ml, of a solution of filter sterilized antibiotics
(5 mg/ml cefotaxime and 0.25 mg/ml vancomycin) was added to each tube
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before incubating. Cultures were incubated at 26°C, with 20-30xmol/m2/sec
photosynthetically active radiation (PAR) under CoolWhite fluorescent lights,
16:8 hr light:dark photoperiod. Buds were transferred every 3-4 weeks onto the
same media (lacking benlate and antibiotics) until the fourth transfer, when all
were transferred to WP medium with 0.89 pM BAP and agar, and subcultured on
that medium thereafter.

Leaf culture. Young leaves were cultured using three procedures reported in
the literature for somatic embryogenesis in other species of Quercus (described
below). All leaves were cultured in 60 x 15 mm disposable petri plates, with
approximately 15 ml of medium/plate and 3-6 leaves per plate. Leaves were
cultured whole and the initial length of each leaf was measured, with sizes ranging
from 0.3 to 1.2 cm. Leaf cultures were incubated in the conditions described for
buds, except that in some cases, as indicated, leaf cultures were incubated in the
dark. Benlate and antibiotics were added, as for bud cultures, to the first medium
of all three procedures and omitted thereafter.

Procedure 1. Using a modification of the procedure of Hernandez et al.
(2003) for Q. suber L. leaf pieces were cultured on MS medium with half-strength
macronutrients plus 1% sucrose, 100 mg/L benlate, and 0.25% Gelzan for 7-14
days in the dark at 26°C, and then transferred to a medium with Schenk and
Hildebrandt (1972) macronutrients, MS micronutrients, 3% sucrose and 0.25%
Gelzan with 10 M BAP and 50 xM napthaleneacetic acid (NAA) for 30 days
in the dark. Although leaves expanded on these media, very little callus and no
somatic embryos were observed from these tissues, and they were not cultured
further.

Procedure 2. Using a modification of the procedure of Toribio (2004) for
Q. robur L., young leaves were cultured on MS medium with 500 mg/L casein
hydrolysate (CH), 3% sucrose, 100 mg/L benlate, 0.25% Gelzan, plus 2.5 uM
BAP and 20 #M NAA in the dark for 42 days. They were then transferred to fresh
medium without benlate and with growth regulator levels reduced to 0.5 M BAP
and 0.5 yM NAA and maintained in light, as for buds, for 30 days. Embryos and
embryogenic cultures were then transferred to MS medium plus 500 mg/L CH,
3% sucrose, 0.25% Gelzan, and no growth regulators, in culture tubes, as for buds.

Procedure 3. Using a modification of the procedure of Pinto et al. (2002)
for Q. suber L. leaves were cultured on MS medium with 3% sucrose, 100 mg/L
benlate, 0.25% Gelzan, plus 4.5 uM 2 4-dichlorophenoxyacetic acid (2,4-D) and
9 uM zeatin riboside (ZR) for 3 weeks in the dark. They were then transferred to
the same medium except with the growth regulators decreased to 0.45 uM 2.4-D
and 2.25 yM ZR and cultured in the light for 8 weeks. Embryos and embryogenic
cultures were then transferred to culture tubes with MS medium plus 3% sucrose
and no growth regulators. In addition to leaves, immature staminate and pistillate
flowers were cultured with this procedure when they were available.

Results

Living Collections. We identified a baseline of 18 Quercus acerifolia, 9
Q. arkansana, 22 Q. boyntonii, and 20 Q. georgiana plants in curated living
collections in the United States. These are not sufficiently genetically diverse,
secure ex-situ conservation collections for any of these species. However, the

98 International Oak Journal No. 23 Spring 2012



species that had the strongest collection for conservation was the most threatened
species; Q. boyntonii. This is because it had the greatest number of wild-collected
plants with full provenance known (91% of the 22 plants identified, curated at 8
gardens). The species with the weakest collections for conservation was Quercus
arkansana, which had only 10 identified plants in living collections at 5 gardens.
Of these, only one plant was wild-collected and of fully known provenance. This
limits the research and conservation application of Q. arkansana collections, and
for this species, collections of unknown or horticultural provenance had to be
used for the tissue culture trials.

Bud Cultures. Table 3 summarizes the results from the bud cultures that
were initiated from these Quercus species. Among the four species, 0 to 9.5% of
uncontaminated buds initiated shoot propagating cultures, with an overall rate of
1.4% (5 of 350 buds initiating shoot cultures). However, of these 5 buds, 3 were
initially grown on WP medium with 0.89 uM BAP and one other on GD medium
with 0.89 M BAP. In addition, half of the remaining buds that were alive after
6 months but not producing shoots, were initially cultured on this medium. Thus,
of the 94 buds that were cultured on WP medium with 0.89 xM BAP, the culture
initiation rate was 3%, and this medium was used for all later transfers and
maintenance of these shoots.

Of the 569 buds (i.e., explants) cultured, there was an overall contamination
rate (predominantly fungal) of 38.5%, but rates ranged from about 9 to 84 %
depending on the source material (Table 3). Quercus acerifolia explants showed
the highest rates of contamination, but of the 12 genotypes cultured of this
species, contamination rates were highly variable, ranging from 0 - 100%. Shoot
propagating cultures were successfully initiated from three of the four species
tested (Figure 1).

Leaf Cultures. Table 4 summarizes the results from culturing immature leaves
from the four Quercus species on three media protocols, directed at stimulating
somatic embryogenesis. With Procedure 1, leaf tissue enlarged more than with the
other two protocols, and this enlargement occurred on the first medium lacking
growth regulators. When tissues were moved to medium with growth regulators,
some pieces produced callus, although somatic embryos were not seen using
this protocol. Most explants in Procedure 2 produced callus, and by 5-6 weeks,
embryos were observed in one line of Q. georgiana and what appeared to be pro-
embryos in lines of the other three species. After transfer to medium with reduced
hormones, embryos became more apparent, and embryos from Q. boyntonii and
Q. georgiana were moved to medium with no hormones for further growth (Figure
2). Leaf tissues in Procedure 3 also developed somatic embryos by 5-6 weeks,
with embryos from Q. arkansana and Q. georgiana developing further. In both
Procedures 2 and 3, some embryos enlarged on media lacking growth regulators
and germination of the radicle was observed in some cases. In both protocols,
some cotyledons became swollen and yellowish-orange in color, suggesting
accumulation of pigments characteristic of acorn development. Overall, while
cultured leaves in these experiments ranged from 0.3 - 1.2 cm in length, those that
developed somatic embryos ranged from 0.3 - 0.8 cm in length. Somatic embryos
also developed from some tissues of immature staminate flowers using Procedure
3 (data not shown).
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Discussion

Exceptional species such as oaks that do not produce storable seeds pose
significant challenges for developing ex-situ collections, which provide a true
safety net against extinction. It is not clear how many species fall into this
‘exceptional’ category, but it certainly includes species like oaks with recalcitrant
seeds, as well as species that do not reliably produce viable seeds. Work to
achieve the Global Strategy for Plant Conservation and ensure 75% of the world’s
threatened plant species are held in secure ex-situ collections (CBD, 2010) must
take exceptional species into consideration and develop methods to develop
effective ex-situ collections. For species like oaks, it will be necessary to not only
more effectively coordinate and curate living collections for conservation, but
also to develop effective methods for micropropagation and cryopreservation.

In using four threatened oak species as a model for developing ex-sifu
collections for exceptional species, we see that there is potential to grow the
conservation and research value of living collections in the United States by
focusing on building more robust, collaborative collections that are wild-collected,
of known provenance, and genetically diverse (e.g., multiple individuals from
multiple wild populations grown in multiple locations). Current living collections
can provide some conservation and research value as-is (for example, we
identified 20 of 22 identified Q. boyntonii trees at 8 institutions from known wild-
collected sources). However, this is not the case for all four species; only 1 of 10
identified trees of Q. arkansana at 5 institutions was known from a wild-collected
source. For all four of these species, and no doubt most ‘exceptional’ species
currently found in living collections, there is a need and an opportunity to develop
collections that provide much more conservation value with the same resources
by phasing trees in cultivation from unknown or horticultural provenance to fully
known, wild-collected material.

As the conservation value of individual collections is grown, it will be
important to ensure these collections and expertise are connected, available to
conservation practitioners and researchers, and ultimately able to be used to
support research and conservation application. While it is not known exactly
how many plants are needed in living collections to effectively capture genetic
diversity in wild populations, a graduate student in the Longwood Graduate
Program at the University of Delaware is currently working on one aspect of this
for Q. georgiana, and similar research has been conducted on other exceptional
species like palms (Namoff ef al., 2010).

Our results ultimately illustrate the importance of expanding our ex-situ
conservation options for oaks, particularly for micropropagation and ultimately
cryopreservation. Without this it will be difficult and cost-prohibitive to capture
and conserve the genetic diversity needed to support potential reintroduction
efforts should anything happen to wild populations. Fortunately, these results
demonstrate that micropropagation procedures can be developed for at least
three of the four species targeted in this study. Q. arkansana, Q. boyntonii, and
Q. georgiana all show potential for both shoot micropropagation and somatic
embryogenesis. Q. acerifolia did not respond, but also was more developmentally
advanced than material of the other species when it was cultured. Leaves of Q.
acerifolia were expanded to 2-3 cm in length, whereas, with the other three
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species, only leaves 0.8 cm and smaller were responsive in the somatic embryo
procedures. It is possible that younger tissues of Q. acerifolia might be more
responsive, and this should be examined in the future.

These results have also identified procedures that should be useful in
optimizing methods for these species in the future. One of six media tested for bud
culture and two procedures for somatic embryogenesis gave the best responses and
could be modified in the future to improve results. Although propagating cultures
were established for three of these species, the rates of establishment were low
and not every genotype responded. Reports of work with other Quercus species
have also indicated low rates of culture initiation, particularly with material taken
from mature trees (Vieitez et al., 1994). However, our studies have suggested the
importance of the developmental stage of explant tissue and have highlighted
media that appear to be more effective than others in stimulating in vitro growth.
Further work with these species can focus on optimizing those two factors, with
the likely increase in the number of responsive genotypes and species.

In order to fully implement micropropagation and cryopreservation as tools for
the ex-situ conservation of these species, procedures for rooting in vitro-propagated
shoots, for converting embryos to plantlets in vitro, and acclimatizing plants to soil
will need to be developed. Methods reported for other Quercus species can be used
to guide this work (Martinez et al., 2008; Vengadesan and Pijut, 2009; Vieitez
et al., 2009; Pintos, Manzanera, and Bueno, 2010). For long-term germplasm
storage, cryopreservation in Quercus has been reported for embryogenic cultures
using vitrification methods (Martinez, Ballester, and Vieitez, 2003; Valladares
et al., 2004). Apices from in vitro shoots have been successfully cryopreserved
in other tree species (e.g. Betula pendula, Robinia pseudoacacia) using slow
cooling and vitrification methods, suggesting their potential for Quercus species
(Ryynanen, 1996; Verleysen et al., 2005). With a coordinated utilization of these
tools, multiple genotypes could be stored long-term as a resource for Quercus
conservation in the future. As a group of species for which traditional seed banking
is not an option, Quercus can serve as a model for the use in vitro and cryogenic
techniques as alternative methods for ex-situ conservation.

Quercus boyntonii at the Hinds Road Glade, Gadsden, Alabama.
photo©Guy Sternberg

Spring 2012 International Oak Journal No. 23 101



"BIS1090) UI SA)UNOD

anuerd 19A0 sadofs s1oSuE ©131090) #1 ur suoyerndod YeO PuUD13.1023
A1p ‘sdo1oino oyuein paioourpuy € ‘ewreqe|y olow ‘eweqe|y ©131000) snouanQy
Ul PaId)eds
‘soureld puejdn jo sjios oumxe v.oSEm:Oo
IoMmO[[eys os[e K[qIssod AJUQ ‘SBXdT, JeQ
: paroSuepuy SEX9], ur poyedinxa Ao nuojudoq
‘SW0J10q Y93I UI S[10S 1D . o ‘ : 1504 pues
A[reani) BUIRqR[Y BUWEQR[Y Ul A)UN0D snosangy
Apues doap uo $35910J s,uojukog
eo-ould jo 104e] qnuyg duo ur suopendod
1 ‘ Moy A[uQ
spoos a SEX9],
BUBISINO]
SNONPIOAP Ul SWEAS o o (14 ur Q1
©I31000) YeO DUDSUDY.AD
Jo speay Jeau sadofs J[qeIdUINA €D . suonerndod Ayesy
BpLIO[] sesueyIy snosangy
Juraer 1oddn 10 spuejdn . jsowr) 007 1AQ
Cero K R sesueyIy
[0 Apues 10 Apuesg .
BuIRqR[Y
sneoje(d "JoBo S[eNPIAIPUL
Jo sa8pa Ayoor 4 [enpiaiptl JeO D1]0f1120D
“s08pa 1[0 pue paraSuepuyg 1D sesueyIy JO S,001 Md3J seopordepy snoond
Ot puv "895p9 i & AJuo ‘suonendod 9
s93p9] ‘spoom uad( :
1e)qeH ISITPIY EYREN PRSI PIIM Ul snye)§ ey dureu sarddg
-danjeN uowrwo))

*suondrIosap Je)Iqey pue ‘SYULI UOTIEAIISUOD ‘UOINGINSIP “P[IM Y} UT SNJe)s ‘saroads Apnis uo uorjewIojuy T I[qeL,

Spring 2012

International Oak Journal No. 23

102



0T (%8) 1 (%SL) S1 (%00) ¥ 1 vup13.1023 "0
(44 0 (%6) € (%16) 0T 8 nuoudoq "0
01 (%0€) € (%09) 9 (%01) 1 S DUDSUDYLD "0
81 (%6¢€) L (%9) 1 (%99) 01 S p1]0f1429D "0
AALILINAAI [PANIL0Y umouyun umouy suonnnsur sapadg
SINVT1d 10 Umouyun douvuaaoad ynf  2ouvuaaoad ynf ‘ON
TVIOL sjuepd *oN sjuepd pajddqod  syuepd paydd[[0d
PIIM "ON PIIM "ON

"UMOUS 2Ie UISTIO [BINI[NOTIOY JO umouyun Jo sjued paynuopr se [[om Se ‘umouwun
doueuaaoxd [[nJ YIIM PIJOJ[0D PIIM ‘UmOUy ddueuaA0Id [[NJ YIIM PIJOS[[0d Plim 2Ie jey) sjue[d paynuopr Jo Ioquinu SOpNoul :aseqejep
[oIeaSUOpIL) 9U) JUISN PayIudpI saroads Apnis 1oy oy) Jo suonoo[[od SUurAl] SUIp[oy Sojel§ pajru[) ay) ul suonmunsur jo 1oquiny ‘g dqeL,

International Oak Journal No. 23 103

Spring 2012



LAl 6°0 S 0S¢ S'8¢ 69¢ 9¢ [ej0L
0 0 0 I€ 9'€8 681 4! D1]0f1420D "0
S°6 08 (4 1T 091 ST L 1uojudoq -0
80 9°0 1 €1 SPe €91 6 DUDSUDYAD ()
I'I 01 (4 SL1 6'8 61 8 vup13.1023 "0
$9INJ[NJ JOOYS $I.INI[ND JOOYS pajenur paamynd
Suronpoad Suronpoad $9aM)[Nd spnq pajeuruIB)}u0d spnq sad£)ouds
spnq ued %, SPNq e %  J00YS JO 'ON UBJI[D JO "ON % Jo ‘oN 1e10], saadg

OI}IA UI Syjuow / Id)je saroads snotondy
Inoj jo spnq woij pajentur saxmnd Junededoid jooys Jo roqunu pue UOT)BUTWIERIUOY) € [EL,

Spring 2012

International Oak Journal No. 23

104



@@L 6S¥ ©v IST @€ €51 0o SST 14 s[ej0,
0o 0L
0o y01 0o €€ 0o LE 0o 123 I1 1]0f1.120D ")
@1 IS o LT (OR} 91 o 81 14 1uoyudoq -0
Sor 861 M1 89 o 9 o 99 L DUDSUPYAD O
©s 901 (X €€ (K4 9¢ o LE ré DUDIB.1023 ()
sourf S sArads aad| sour S uo saul| 4S saul| 4S
Supenmur  paamnd |supenmul  paan)n) |Supenmur paamyn) |supenmur  paanyn) paimnd
soulp Jo (9,)  sdA®I[ saulf jo SIABI sauiy jo SIABIT sauly jo SIABIT sadAjouds
‘ou [B)0, oL | (%)ON  jJo-oN (%) "ON  JO'ON | (%)'ON  Jo-oN [ej0], saradg
S[ejo ], € 2Inpadoad 7 2Inpadoad T 9INpado.ag

‘saImy[no g Sunenrur saurf Jo (sesayjuared
ur) Judd1ad pue Joqunu Se UIAIS ‘souanbas eIPIW JUAIAMIP 92IY) U0 PAUMND $IABI] SUNOA Wwolj (4S) SISQUISOAIqU dIBWOS *§ J[qBL,

International Oak Journal No. 23 105

Spring 2012



References

BGCI. 2009. Global survey of ex situ oak collections. Botanic Gardens
Conservation International, U K. Available at www.bgci.org/ourwork/oaksmain/.

2011. PlantSearch database. Botanic Gardens Conservation International,
UK.

CBD. 2010. Global Strategy for Plant Conservation: Technical rationale,
justification for updating and suggested milestones and indicators (UNEP/CBD/
COP10/19). Conference of the Parties to the Convention on Biological Diversity.
Available at www.cbd.int/doc/meetings/cop/cop-10/official/cop-10-19-en.doc.

Curtu, A., O. Gailing, and R. Finkeldey. 2009. Patterns of contemporary
hybridization inferred from paternity analysis in a four-oak-species forest. BMC
Evolutionary Biology 9: 284.

Fernandes, P., E. Rodriguez, G. Pinto, I. Roldan-Ruiz, M. DeLoose, and
C. Santos. 2008. Cryopreservation of Quercus suber somatic embryos by
encapsulation-dehydration and evaluation of genetic stability. Tree Physiology
28: 1841-1850.

Gamborg, O., R. Miller, and K. Ojima. 1968. Nutrient requirements of
suspension cultures of soybean root cells. Experimental Cell Research 50: 151-
158.

Gonzalez-Benito, M. E., R.-M. Prieto, E. Herradon, and C. Martin. 2002.
Cryopreservation of Quercus suber and Quercus ilex embryonic axes: In vitro
culture, desiccation and cooling factors. CryoLetters 23: 283-290.

Greshoff, P. M., and C. H. Doy. 1972. Development and differentiation of
haploid Lycopersicon esculentum (tomato). Planta 107: 161-170.

Hawkins,B.A., S. Sharrock, and K. Havens. 2008. Plants and climate change:
Which future? Botanic Gardens Conservation International, U.K. Available at
www.bgci.org/usa/PlantsClimateChange/ (Accessed May 2010).

Hernandez, I., C. Celestino, J. Alegre, and M. Toribio. 2003. Vegetative
propagation of Quercus suber L. by somatic embryogenesis. II. Plant regeneration
from selected cork oak trees. Plant Cell Reports 21: 765-770.

Kliejunas, J. T. 2010. Sudden oak death and Phytophthora ramorum:
a summary of the literature. 2010 edition. Gen. Tech. Rep. PSW-GTR-234.
Albany, CA:. U.S. Department of Agriculture, Forest Service, Pacific Southwest
Research Station. Available at http://www.suddenoakdeath.org/wp-content/
uploads/2010/03/psw_gtr234 .pdf.

Lloyd, G., and B. McCown. 1980. Commercially feasible micropropagation
of mountain laurel, Kalmia latifolia, by use of shoot-tip cultures. Proceedings of
the International Plant Propagators’ Society 30: 421-427.

Martinez, M. T., A. Ballester, and A. M. Vieitez. 2003. Cryopreservation
of embryogenic cultures of Quercus robur using desiccation and vitrification
procedures. Cryobiology 46: 182-189.

Martinez, T., E. Corredoira, S. Valladares, L. Jorquera, and A. M. Vieitez.
2008. Germination and conversion of somatic embryos derived from mature

106 International Oak Journal No. 23 Spring 2012



Quercus robur trees: the effects of cold storage and thidiazuron. Plant Cell Tissue
and Organ Culture 95: 341-351.

Murashige, T., and F. Skoog. 1962. A revised medium for rapid growth and
bioassays with tobacco tissue cultures. Physiologia Plantarum 15: 473-497.

Namoff, S., C. E. Husby, J. Francisco-Ortega, L. R. Noblick, C. E. Lewis,
and M. P. Griffith. 2010. How well does a botanical garden collection of a rare
palm capture the genetic variation in a wild population? Biological Conservation
143: 1110-1117.

Oldfield, S., and A. Eastwood. 2007. The Red List of Oaks. Fauna & Flora
International, Cambridge, U K.

Penaloza-Ramirez, J. M., A. Gonzalez-Rodriguez, L. Mendoza-Cuenca, H.
Caron, A. Kremer, and K. Oyama. 2010. Interspecific gene flow in a multispecies
oak hybrid zone in the Sierra Tarahumara of Mexico. Annals of Botany 105: 389-
399.

Pinto, G., H. Valentim, A. Costa, S. Castro, and C. Santos. 2002. Somatic
embryogenesis in leaf callus from a mature Quercus suber L. tree. In Vitro
Cellular and Developmental Biology -- Plant 38: 569-572.

Pintos, B.,J. A. Manzanera, and M. A. Bueno. 2010. Oak somatic and gametic
embryos maturation is affected by charcoal and specific aminoacids mixture.
Annals of Forest Science 67: 205.

Pritchard, H. 2007. Quercus seed conservation: a digest. Unpublished
document prepared by Dr H. Pritchard of the Millennium Seed Bank, Royal
Botanic Gardens Kew.

Ryynanen, L. 1996. Cold hardening and slow cooling: tools for successful
cryopreservation and recovery of in vitro shoot tips of silver birch. . Cryobiology
3:32-39.

Sanchez, C., M. T. Martinez, N. Vidal, M. S. San-Jose, S. Valladares, andA.
M. Vieitez. 2008. Preservation of Quercus robur germplasm by cryostorage of
embryogenic cultures derived from mature trees and RAPD analysis of genetic
stability. CryoLetters 23: 493-504.

Schenk, R. U., and A. C. Hildebrandt. 1972. Medium and techniques for
induction and growth of monocotyledonous and dicotyledonous plant cell
cultures. Canadian Journal of Botany 50: 199-204.

Toribio, M., C. Fernandez, C. Celestino, M. T. Martinez, M. C. San-José, and
A. M. Vieitez. 2004. Somatic Embryogenesis in Mature Quercus Robur Trees.
Plant Cell, Tissue and Organ Culture 76: 283-287.

Valladares, S., M. Toribio, C. Celestino, and A. M. Vieitez. 2004.
Cryopreservation of embryogenic cultures from mature Quercus suber trees using
vitrification. CryoLetters 25: 177-186.

Vengadesan, G., and P. Pijut. 2009. In vitro propagation of northern red oak
(Quercus rubra L.). In Vitro Cellular & Developmental Biology - Plant 45: 474-
482.

Verleysen, H., P. Fernandes, I. S. Pinto, E. V. Bockstaele, and P. Debergh.

Spring 2012 International Oak Journal No. 23 107



2005. Cryopreservation of Robinia pseudoacacia. Plant Cell Tissue and Organ
Culture 81: 193-202.

Vieitez, A., E. Corredoira, A. Ballester, F. Mufioz, J. Duran, and M. Ibarra.
2009. In vitro regeneration of the important North American oak species Quercus
alba, Quercus bicolor and Quercus rubra. Plant Cell, Tissue and Organ Culture
98: 135-145.

Vieitez, A. M., M. C. Sanchez, J. B. Amo-Marco, and A. Ballester. 1994.
Forced flushing of branch segments as a method for obtaining reactive explants of
mature Quercus robur trees for micropropagation. Plant Cell, Tissue and Organ
Culture 37: 287-295.

Acknowledgements

This work was supported by a grant from the National Fish and Wildlife
Foundation and a Challenge Cost Share Grant from the United States Forest
Service to BGCI U.S. Particular thanks are owed to Larry Stritch, Sara Oldfield,
William Carromero, Raakel Toppila, and to the institutions that contributed
information and, in many cases, plant material from their living collections to
support this research. Involved institutions included Starhill Forest Arboretum,
Morton Arboretum, Missouri Botanical Garden, Arnold Arboretum, Cornell
Plantations, Charles R. Keith Arboretum, United States National Arboretum, Mt.
Cuba Center, Morris Arboretum, University of Washington Botanic Gardens, State
Botanical Garden of Georgia, Sarah P. Duke Gardens, Atlanta Botanical Garden,
North Carolina Arboretum, State Arboretum of Virginia, and Scott Arboretum.

Quercus acerifolia at Brown Spring, Magazine Mountain, Arkansas.
photo©Guy Sternberg

108 International Oak Journal No. 23 Spring 2012



