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RE LFNMBAFOHRMIBAR A FFRAREL, L2080 FHRMBTN A B LG LA,

KR 69 B S o
kI A E; kmle A A; B B TR B

HZ (Rosa) 2t L& DR RS W F a2 —
FH ‘T BRIF” 2F%. f£2003 FEm2Yfe
egih, AFHELH —, 56,8103, =&
LA (3. 4123 00) 2 £, RHFIIRY)
ez E. FE, AEHEREMT-RKEHEZ—.
AN ST, 2003 AR E A FRME TR 7.
L/iw, BEEN19. 840K, e HES S —,
HA RGN E FIF 2 2005) o

Hil1F 19674 D i A Je P 25 27 H 2210
R H P IR L, XA EE AW
REEEHEEMFPRNAH, HEREHEEHEBA
T E 3ANEAGI B (12 Z A R 2003) o Larkin
FiScoweroft (1981) H A ARG FR B LREFRIE K,
PR AE AR GURR kg i ot & (somaclone) ,
AR SRR TC N R AE R (somaclonal variation) .
TR R T R BEAE RS (30%
40%, HEAIE100%, H—HARMIRMZ TR
NO.2% 3%)  BRIET. BHRAT LM TR
TR & (Orton 1983; Evans2%1984; 2k %)%
2003) , PRI T HA 4 i o Pk 22748 S5 AT AR Sy — AR 1)
AR T BORIRAT B AR R IR ECE BB A R &
H2003) o [HEAMRRYE, AATH A 21X J7 TH T
FAT IR B, RS BHBE TR .
1 BEHERTERNESSEERR

— R, RN TE I R R R A A 4
NS R A BTG M R AR A, AR 2

AL W S R

WIS ALY B i — 20 7 BB F A R )2
FRAE 20 (R 2275 20035 1y 9 FALIH 2K 2005a) .
1.1 EIEHEY Lloyd £ (1988) MR. persicafiR.
xanthina FZZ )RR AR, S8 7 (R.
laevigata) FItM35% (R wichuraiana) 755
ANGE ZF, (B ARIRIE 3 % . Dubois 5 (1996, 1997)
DL H [F) K J T B4l B v bRk, D L%
WA, FAZ N 65%100%. Ibrahim FlPierre
(2001) 2433t 1 Dubois &F B 732, ABATTHH 4155
FBEI AR NT6. 5% 93, 5%. EAFHET &
(2004) ELH A A AR RS, BRI 24 4
AR 12 AN ARRERR TN AR, FRAE%N 10, 9%
46. 5%, HAUIERmMEAR N 10. 9% 22, 2%.
R TR ER (2005b) F H Z=U04E M AR CBE E
WO B, /N R A 0 F A 2R 4
951, 8% F110%. Fikgh SRk B B3 A7 A
HZEHRTHN, AEFrmEAERgs, BT
BRI, A S AN 2F R P AR W T 1T G VA K
Kok, XE—EFEE ERFE T BAER (Lloyd £
1988) , A MAEEANGE I EAE. Wi,
N TR G bR P AR A TG R, TR A X AN [ e
HHATIRAIE T, DRI Hm R AR R
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1.2 [E3EB4Y%  Lloyd% (1988) MR persicaflR.
xanthinaZ< A8 Ja B [ A H G S A E 2,
EEB[BERAEGRIMEHHEALNS 3 RSREHEL
F AR /. Burger® (1990) AN J 8 & 774
IR SR A S AR, N B A5 S H A
SEH, PRSI 53%. Rosu 4% (1995) I A i
F2 ARG, RIFHEFHEHHALFAE S .
Hsia Al Korban (1996) PA A Li &5 (2002a) M &
‘Carefree Beauty’ FJI-FI7T A5 3 % B AR 1) &
AL T A E S, FAERREIL53%. &
FIFE AL ER (2005¢) FMATESL I T &
W & A UK IF B AR E SR T
%, RETKMGRKEGHLN . BRHFENE
AL RS F M HARBRE AR, HH
3L R B ) e ma A K, BRI T AR IR AR I R
B SRR AL R (2005d) A 5T A AT B A S
IR 22T &, (R R L B AR
REXEZ, FEREN5 893 MHE R AN F,
AR IRAGATAR BH /N o RO P AR, T T2 A 1
JETE @G HLANAER] T 70% RikK, HLEK,
2 R P A A R AL T2 i DRRD 7 40 fif T 1t
FAR S S AL AT RE A B 1 B B

1.3 {RERBBARGSE  PRYHMIE & A — M B A e
WR5 S 3E 5 R 3N IAT (R &35 2003; =
FIFEFIELTH R 2005a) o« H R0 B IR & A& 12 1)
W%, SRl IR R A IR 1 H Z R
BRI 30 24, MRIIBESHAAE 17T 1.
F R SR 4 i AR I AME AR T A (Kintzios 25
1998, 1999, 2000; LiZ52002a; DohmZ:2001; =i
AL ER 2006¢) « FiIH (Rout % 1991) « #R
(Yokoya%£1996; Van der Salm®1996a, b) . .f£%Z
(Noriega fll Sondahl 1996) . #£#§ MuraliZs1996)
A . JEEEA T B34 (Arene %5 1993) , IR
RAF T AR, HAT, G20 B R AR 1
LN e KGR, HEARNIFEA, CBN
H ZE 5L B R ) 2 B2 AR A R

2 FAEARITERNFS. BENTENES
2.1 EfrEpERESMEENER Pmk
AR TEME R SRR 3 ER A SR R (A
Bl AERKIATE . SMEARSETY ., BRI
TR AN 5 7% 26 A 55 GRIEHEF 2003) «

2.1.1 EFEE (S SRR T R SR
FA MR K . Dubois % (1996, 1997) W 5T H
FZHERAEKRRST, G 24 NRFEERGEE
S, N 65% 100%, A 15 AN AR R
Uf, 5 AT, 4 A4S, AT %5 (2004) EiF S
[l 24 NFERRG, AUA 12 NEEER A R Th R,
HEAERZERRK, 7 10.9% 46. 5%, Lloyd %
(1988) HfF 7L 1 5 AN FE R L, AN 1 AN 5 DR 204 ) 45 1)
AT LA 202 . Kintzios 2 (1999) #H [ 44 i A
#1, ‘Ronto’ F1 ‘Soraya’ kt ‘Baccara’ #l
‘Mercedes” G = E@mfG4l, {NH ‘Soraya’
TR ARG AR, FEr b ZF . fERIE S S,
Murali & (1996) B 7014 22 /N, A 245 fh
TE AR ZHBIE . De Wit &5 (1990) A 7T/ 74N i,
HA ‘Domingo’ Fl “Victory Brown” EABF Ak
41 i IR 1) e

2.1.2 £KFPBYR AKETY AR
ABESFMFAMEEEWHEERZ —, BFEMGH
LUK A KRG 6-BA. NAA, 2,4-D. ZT %,
EEHGHLFE S, HRmHMBRsRE, WA
SIS, T NAA BE 2, 4-D, W5
WAHL. A 2, 4-D HIRE KK, @4
BURER T 51E 2, 4-D IR FE 1K 6-BA
AR T EHALRNFES, H6-BAIKEL R, N
I AR TR . L1 25 (2002b) $RiE, AN
a P ETAE I 2, 4-DIREARE, =A@ HA R
BN G5/ A —FF AHKintzios%% (1999) A
N2, 4-D MH B HR S S .

VAL VR ()75 3 5 43 52 AR KR T P R 2K
RGBSR, — BRI A KA RE
TDZ. 6-BA. NAA. 2,4-D. ZT. ABA FIGA,
G UM RE / EKERES, WA T &
B2 AR AR, AR D) A ) 45 i
IS, MM R RIRE K& 5 5l i i
AR . IEEE TR, ABA A GA, A F T3
e A AR Gl B IR S A . Hsia Al Korban
(1996) W\ TDZ A $2& s e 4 J R 5 5 R Rk A (1 1
F, —& 0 A$em 6. 6% A1 31%, 4k 6-BA 4f .
Li%% (2002b) W\ NTDZ A F T 4440 B IR 1) 7 A2 F g
Ky BHAMNTDZ, MIToH LR 455 42 B
AT FLIE KB, §hFf ‘Carefree Beauty’ )
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PRGH B IRAE ABA FEFH R ITH R 2 AT $ 5 5 £, A
TN ABA X A2 33 4 o A 1 34 B 0 i R 280 SR ¢
¥, Noriega A1 Sondahl (1996) 45, KK FH)
NAA/ZT AR T 75 5 WPk W 45 H 2 1) TR 1
M = 7K P B NAA/ZT WA R T PR+, T ABA Refz
HEWE 0 R, I8 A TR R R R

2.1.3 SMEMRSER AFESMEARIS R R ot
RN FAFAA —E I . Arene 55 (1993) i
FomAh ‘Meirutral’ PIANFIAMERER, Had;
HLEFEFENERE R, HRHI0%, HRAT0%,
AN 55%, 25N 19%, . . 15
ML BT 9 16%, & TR & %
P ZNTE RCRE ST e, b T O TR &
T, HEGHSFEHERIE 2%, TR
G T I A 1A 85%. Burger 25 (1990) tHiIF #H,
B IG 27 d IR A NI RS f R 7 i P AR s 2141
% fe e, Al 53%. Rout 25(1991) LAS:Fh
‘Landora’ ML, FHAEUT 5l T A A AR ik
MR EGHLE SR EIE92%, MYk R
76%. Dubois %5 (1996) HfF 7T A [E] 5B AL (1) i P A R
gs R, mR B E AR N T0%100%,
H- 8L 25%100% .

2.1.4 BRiR BRI ORI S YIRS RIAIRE A
A ERM. Das 25 (1993) FISRIRE H, FpEAIEE
BEXT AR A R O B 22 2B A R 15 3
AT AR IR cHsiaMKorban  (1996) HL2¢ B A1
I PELE AP ‘Carefree Beauty’. ‘Red Sulblaze’
Al ‘Baby Katie’ HMAM KA Z, FRKW, 1£
A ‘Carefree Beauty” "', 111 pmol-L™' Y%
%) WA A T g B AR 4 B 7R 1 A 4 L R R
W R, WAMHI B AG 111 pmol L™ B
BHE AR TSR ‘Baby Katie” JEiAk4n o 7
AL, M a8 T A A AU ORI
iR AW R A

2.1.5 BEFEEARRS AR A AR R
HEHMS. 1/2MS. B, SH %, HhEMg.
Zny T B FEUR R =FH KR, 506 Cu B 1IK
FESE T 10 £, JUA R T s 45 25 R0 44 240 i A 15
S o ARG MR A, $E Cu BT IRE
PR FEAF], HARR R 0 R X K IR N .
AR, WUEE. By, 1B, B R T & A4k

K, MR B R R TR M A, Tz
g AR A IR AR B IR T . Wik
TEPR M 5 T 0k A2 A0 Z0RE A T4
IR R E 75 A 4 B IR R AS & 1 AR
(Kintzios %% 2000) . Rout &5 (1991) #i, 7Ei%ES:
IR R AR NN L FER, AT R A 2,
EABATN A FEAR IR B K 55 TR B2 R B 25 L T
B, A ReEEEARMIERKE .

2.1.6 EFEM KintziosZ (1999) A, 50 1)
5 R R A IR IR e AR K, R R AR T
50 pmol-m*-s™ B, MK ASE R, HAE
BB R FE A B R AN K . IS M R R R
AR F EHR ST RZERMTER, RS
AL RIS S G0 S T RIS, 85 A
E% (IbrahimfDebergh 2001: FFEFH4E2004: &
FIPEFI LI BR 2005b) o Rout 4% (1991) iRFRi&, IR
PERAGHLESC T IRAL A d FRIAR IR I & 4 28 A
0 &= % 12%. Roberts 25 (1995) i, 4°C N
AFE 2 d BRI N 12% $E i E] 24%.
2.1.7 HMEZE TIbrahimflDebergh (2001) & =]
WAL ER (2005b) #h, fERAHLSE S EL,
N AgNO, AR F @G AL IR, (HAE5E S 2
PRR, M FEFR 2 AgNO,. Van der Salm %% (1996b)
i, HRHARABEEE, AR TFREMHR
A, TR A AR5 T T T SR = AR
.,

2.2 IR RTRMER MmAgdRT
PR R B AR ORI AY BRI AR IR Uy
. AR CRET 2003), Hig A%t 8mH
TR MR IE I R R R HRE R D o (L Arene5F
(1993) #il 7RI T E AW E N BMGALR, Hi
AR 21,7 %A SR, (HAMERSE NE T IR
AR, HEREET0%. BHEITRTEES 2
B, I SFAARTRE R B & H A B B
AR, — BT RREL: MEamHR
BRI R G = E A R, HAR R —
PRt o5 455 7 T ] PR SR RN 4 A R IR 1) 18 22 1 W . 1
s

3 MM RERSTEM MR

3.1 ERMIEATRMA HEFMEF G TIRE,
FEHZ= (R chinensis) M&FKHZ(R.
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odorata) % BB G, b E PR H ZEE M AR
Mk B RMEA, At ABEH (Gudin 2001; #34
% 2000) . HEWAMRE, KEWAFEGMHzz
Wa T RIEE R, BM TAERA Fab T80
ARAS, 1 S ™ E R [ N T3 (MR 16 2001) .
= SR RIBON A8 B BT IRAT RS i
Fidr, 90% LA L &mykE. MEE . 58 E R fr 22
BE s R 2001) , KAk E Meilland 24
AT E A S 30%. HAET, = LE
e, R RS AR R Z
bl 2 A BRI AR SR AL DI ACH P, i d
B ZFAR e BRI T B M AR, S T
R, BE UG SRS RE R (B E
FAALE 2004) .

P20 H TE 1 R SR ARV IRAS B AL S R
B H B SRR — R ROR R (R EIE2003; FER
2004), CRNERIAZEMMNAE 147 2
LNk, ENAAEMEANCEHE. M. 5
B KRBBERZEY IR T RER A
Ttk R, HAEPURME. Pridive DL W AE i B3R
W FEERES, NFIEEHEREE, otk
IR R B RECR A KL, Arene %5 (1993)
DLH ZERMEE RS &G TN IMER, &8
A LSS H MR R, KRR S0
1K 21. 7% F1 70, 0%, 25 3 EARIAETEIR B A
TR AN €0 DA R A AR I AR K B b, IRAE LS (1)
FF 4 156 P I I e AR R AR 1T TR 1 .
Li %% (2002a) R A1 152 /> A ZH A bk, 483
AMEMRIECIR T ECE S FEA AR, 16 ME
PREI bR AR, 4 MR, 12 Mol
A5, 33AMIAK IR A E A M, 4 1ME
TR AR A O, e 1 A S i B A4 4
Ji T 1 R AR S AT RE A R AR H ZEE MR A RO
FiroozabadyZ¥ (1994) M\ fiFh ‘Royalty’ HI444H Y
TR EART R R TEE H TR R
Pk % LBA4404. #iitt, Gudin #1Mouchotte (1996)
PN TENE R 5 CBCNIE B H 28 A s
HEZ—, WX RS BRI R R R A
GNP T R
3.2 EFEIRERA M s AR AR R
FEREAL TN 5 5 BT $2 261, Bk Van der Salm%§

(1997) FHAEARVE R Z AR AL, HARETA ik
BRI H2 (Firoozabady 451994 ;
Marchant2$1998; Li%£2002b) BiiAZHMIR (Derks
2:1995; Li%2002b) . Firoozabady2% (1994) i K
JH S0 AR AT BRI R AR AR AT B 2/ Ak S 0 B TR gt
AL S SRR, AR 2 AN AR B PR R X A
DRI A0 2R R S M AN K, T % 5 TR 52 A 1) 9 U
RIS, AT R R A A 2R 3 TR
R, B @A LA 40760 ANRlLT
(3T R IR & A 4H 2. Li %% (2002b) LAKI 2R 4441
WL REAE Ak 3244, PCR FHEN 2 2% 38 VL SA19F 52 B
HE PRI (GUS) IR #R . Derks %5
(1995) ¥ LA 15 /™ A AR 7 4 4L 2R 90 A T i ) A
Y M IR SZAREAT T AT 1 A 315 (1) e BE R 7
WA “‘Sonia’ 1 MR IARANBEIETE R NIE R DL S5
WAL TR, U B AN (] o A ] 0 22 R 383 4% e b 45

TR R Z R . Marchant 25 (1998) F ik 4540
ZUIAT B RAVEI A, LT e SR A R o 3\
HZE35M ‘Glad Tiding” H, 45555 R4 bk
F) S 9 06 28R/ 13% T 43%, IX 2 H RTME— 2
TEREBNIH HERRIIFAHZE, HEHMER
B RUFIE I TR .

4 455

g EPTR, EAERH FEEARY L RS
AP AR 7T EEOR TR K. BB A
M. 22 fE2e . IRFE IR 2 Fh A E A 3R
A7 HARE, HAEEM10.9%7100%, 44 15
AN Tl ot P R A AR R . [ I H 2
PR FRMPGE BB S %, X A R
MR A ECD, AMERERLCEM 1,
A FARIE G H A = 1 S S AR S R R )
MR, AN SRR E AL SR R
WY R AN E B RAEMERBRK, &M 52
29 R TREREAE,

A2 M T 1 2R S AR A SRAS B A e R AN ik
WA Soss, EAMERERWH RS, &
ESE H R4 o ot RANAFAEZ S, 1 HAZ R
R, A NIRRT REE HPiiRE
IR RAR R, EARGRTEH RS BHREAR
FARFNIE B R 3 AT 57 38 B0 7L v R WARGE . 7
HALMEY & P CAE 2 IR H 2. R 4e
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