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LR RAER I KA R0 R AR S, (BES MiRBEE RARSETEEERFK
B, DENEAETHETEEROCETREFHANSKEGRE, T IMEELETY. HEk,
BEEBEBURMEGERZERGEAR, HHEFRIFRT KRR, HEHTRIEHRL, LM
BUHBNEGEERS. ACULLILBEFIMEGADPR, #17T BB, Hitte
iR 4t R H A TR MR R,

1 BRI TT %

e 4T IT 48 (Citrus sinensis (L.) Osbeck)fh L&A THBLH LR, YHKE—F
K/hed, B ERERL, ZB. B4, WRA 1 om K, FTHEMYIMK 0.5 cm KM/ME, FrERM UL
% 5x 5 mm? B/hER, SRR 40 Bk,

BEIERE  UMT REAEFE, REBEARERMMWARKELN BA, IBA, JAA, NAA,
|XNE 16 h, HHFREH2611T.

2 BRE0H

2.1 FRSMEKRFRENNER :

AU ARESMEG: WL, THEM. T, EEM. ZBEMA, EHMBA 1 mg L' MT
Bk L AT, SRME .

SRR —RZEA, WHEMALTFRER, ZARMEEMZF. FRENTAT M, —
BREZENI ALK S | EEAE, B—FREEN ARG E. BREGAR, BARGAH
AEHRGOER, MEAESAE, —BIMEERRHFUN—MTRXEL, ATEMEENE
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CRE

—fyK.

BRE S, B RSMERRA —RHLFES, EERMBFRER, iK97.8%, ZRKZ,
A70.7%, TRERHAARIR I ZERBAR, T FH-XHHF G ).

A RSME R & A 2 Fr i AR, R
ZB—MIEIF 20 d LA EE L 2F, TRK.
FHATERRKONE, XE—EBE LR
BT S EZFRE S B KD,

Bk, BE#TEERREEA. A
T A BB ALRT, THE K LR R LR
RBSFOIPR, AU F R, mWH G F
k.

2.2 SMNEMEMHFHRR
2.2.1 BA REMZ H

FZ29W, BAX1 mg L'}, ERESHH
HRRE95.0%, HHF BARENTE, HF
REZ TR, MEBIEHF, K BA K MT
B E ABENYER (71.1%), B m
1 mg L BAX{th A S KEH, {H5EH BA

R1 FRERSMEGBFEES LS

Table 1 The ability of shoot formation from different .
explants cultured

Sk SMEKBOGR) WHERY%  HEHIRER
Explants Number of  Frequency Days
segments
B 40 25.0 38
Root tip
T4 42 35.7 34
Hypocotyl
o 45 13.3 40
Cotyledon
LiESh 46 97.8 20
Epicotyl
B 41 70.7 20
Stem segment )
oK 42 0 -

Leaf segment

WRERFHE, HIBERAMEER. RGP HWEF, BAN 2.5 mg LB, A #,
JET, Wi BAF+E S mg L' W, KEPSMEKIET, L8R WM BA R OUNHZFOE R, i
HSMERA G AR ERR. ERMEAREOHERT, FEASPRBOBEER, BUTTEK
LSRR, SEMNRBERE, METVRE, SMERE N BA MO R REER.

BMMEGBESFNRR S BAWRES X, 7N BAB, EEERAAH, THmBA fi

HmBANIMEE B ORE (K 2).

X2 KFE BAREXM LERREREAFHER

Table 2 effect of BA concentration on shoot formation cultured by epicotyls and stem segments

L HEH Epicotyl Z Bt Stem segment HANSP AR ERF
: A
Concentration  SMMKB(H) HMFRE(%) ARG  LFE (%) MRR (1)
- Number of shoots
(mg L™ Number of Frequency Number of Frequency R
from single segment
segments segments
0 35 68.6 38 71.1 1-2
1 40 95.0 36 69.4 2-3
2.5 45 55.6 42 119 3-5
5 38 13.2 46 0 STHE

2.2.2 AR FE 3 R 8

PLZBM TR AR, 4 FgFEASH BA 1(X#8), BA 1+IBA 0.5, BA 1+IAA 0.5
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MBA 1+NAA 0.5( ¥y b mg L) MIARERWT.

ZEERETHEMAERMA IBA 0.5 mg L' MIEHETHRARB M BIER, 54510 81.0% &
72.1%, HEE TR (CEE 69.2%, THH 37.5%), 8 IBA dHFEMERER#MEH. IAA
FBRAHE. NAA WIPHEIZBR M ZF, HFEREMNN 22.2%, HerBEGTRMO B FR
(50.0%). Bk, CIREBRKTHEMERITEEEFN, BA1 mg L' 51BA0.5 mg L' 4
A, BRI,

23 ZEEHRHFNRE

RBAF LSS EIEA. B, HFETHMWBAL mg L' MT HHEEL, &8%:
RSN, EAHERLI20 d BE, ATHREREBHER97.8%); MEBEHRM, LAEEHE
BUDNTFINANE, HEHBTAR, BF
RENTHE, XERERMAMOBRERRE X

£3 REMNBRKRHERFOEN
Table 3 Effect of explants from different

(i 3)- Hit, &FﬁWﬂfﬁii%%Ns ﬁﬁﬁiﬁ seedling ages on shoot formation
HENEROEHNEE. SR ThE O SMKKGR)  HIFE(%)
2.4 TEIBHEMIMSMEG RFHIRE S Brplans HIRD Nomer of  Froauensy
Fﬁ%ﬁ%yg 20d %QQEEL%%H@K@% Lt 10 42 57.1
fir, BpFo GEFMu), L3 GEMNg), i Epicotyl 20 46 97.8
ESMH PR3, B TFMT+BA 1 mg L 30 40 87.5
HiwEE., RN, NTAEHE LMK THX &8 40 38 7.1
IR, HiFRH Ny 100%, @HRE SemEmet " s

EEeTIB RN K R T &, X 65.2%, X
E—ERELRBTARIMAIIMEEK, HABEREKTHER.

25 WKIFS

AUBARBFERHAF. ERERFELRKEBZEY, —BRAEERR, 25K EERZEY
MIRE, ITHASEFEKEWERERE, BEE—M—1MALEEFBERR, KETE
vk, RBEW, UMT BEABEFEMMO0.5—1 mg L' NAABUREF, FANAREKE, H
FEARIE LA A KIS, EASH NAAB MT 5% L, FEESER, HAEREKEK WE
AHRERE NAA 352, WA RSTFERS, HESRER, AmlH EHEnadk.

3 itie

BIARBENHAEFEEARERAAREGEHABARBESEREEBEKMNEENEZ —.
G. A. Moore, Leandro Peiia fi| iR B RAF B RS T AR IE LR, XM
— B LIS SM AR R B, AR AT A BRI B XA B AE B LR LR
M, BREIEAY. FABRHAOITRIEMEZERIER, HREBTEENAEEI AR, R

BfET X SEA B e SMEKBUM BB, 4 T8 Sk, BAREMIBERTHFNRER, Il
B AL TR R IF R B AL B R IR B QU5E T &4,
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Rl TR Y 4R 5%

AR B R 3SR B AR, T FrH i 2FRMARME. WA MIHEES, HiA
EMFEX DT HA TR, MELEHRHE REHEREYT &, HERERDORE, 0T
R, FHERIEFRAG, BYENTEMEERER, EHES—SHFR.
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