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Estimating of the Origins of ‘Suisho—buntan’ (Citrus grandis Osbeck) and
Pummelo Hybrid ‘90T9’ Based on Self-incompatibility Genotype
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Summary
‘Suisho-buntan’ (Citrus grandis Osbeck) is a pummelo cultivar with few seeds, whereas ‘90T9’ is a seedless
pummelo hybrid. Although both cultivars are useful as breeding parents, their origins are unclear. Therefore
I estimated the origins of these cultivars based on the self—incompatibility exhibited by the genus Citrus.
My findings suggest that ‘Suisho—buntan’ is not a hybrid seedling of ‘Tosa-buntan’ (seed parent) and ‘Ban-—
okan’ (pollen parent), which is considered to be the most reliable; but that ‘90T9’ is a hybrid seedling of
‘Tosa-buntan’ (seed parent) and ‘Suisho-buntan’ (pollen parent), which had the same self-incompatibility

genotype of ‘Shisho-buntan’.

Key words: pummelo, pollen tube, cross compatibility, S genotype



