FEYLERZEIR Plant Physiology Journal 2012, 48 (10): 993~996 993

MERRAIRIERR 2 & RIEHBE

BEE TE3F, KA BEE
SRS L, WL 1443002

WE: AAE AR (Euptelea pleiospermum Hook. f. et Thoms.)Fr-F 4 J& A X 3e A4t *HARAARAR @ fOAE 6 &L A BATT AF5,. 4
R R R A1.0 mgL' 2,4-D+0.5 mg-L" 6-BA+3%E45+0.8%IF M5 4AMS3E IR A ETi5F h A 2047, Q45 2040 i
0.5 mg' L' NAA+0.5 mg-L" 6-BA#)3Z R A £ T sk tm R, ARAEAE B 20,5 mg- L' 6-BA+0.05 mg- L' NAA+0.1% PVP#
12MS¥:Fe Ak b A K Z 3G 74 35 s AR NESEAS B TR A AT AL A& KB A 69MSE AR b, 39760 d, T AR B ALk
FBRIR: AAA LI IR RRE G R A

Somatic Embryogenesis and Plant Regeneration of Euptelea pleiospermum
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Abstract: Study on somatic embryogenesis from immature embryos in rare endangered plant Euptelea pleio-
spermum Hook. f. et Thoms. was achieved. The results showed that the best medium to induce the callus was
MS+1.0 mg-L" 2,4-D+0.5 mg-L" 6-BA+3% sucrose +0.8% agar. The callus could transform to somatic embryo
on the medium with 0.5 mg-L' NAA+0.5 mg-L" 6-BA. A great quantity of somatic embryos could proliferate
on 1/2MS+0.5 mg-L" 6-BA+0.05 mg-L"' NAA+0.1% PVP medium. The somatic embryos could develop to

seedlings after 60 days on the medium of MS without plant growth regulator.
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Table 1 Effects of different plant growth regulator combinations on callus induction of E. pleiospermum
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Fig.1 Somatic embryogenesis of E. pleiospermum
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Table 2 The proliferation conditions of somatic embryos of E. NAAH6-BAHGHITEWT, P AEAY WIE. ET
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