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B Al o LM R E F SR ERN T, 29 SMEAE WPM+ZT 2.0 mg/L(# 4
Fus)+IAA 0.5 Fm B 30 g/L, 355 4 g/L,pH 5.0 #9325 & L% § &3k 83.33%; Btk kK32
F ik 4 WPM-+ZT 0. 8+NAA 0. 05+ & #5 30 g/L+ 3585 4 g/L,pH 5. 0; % i& A3 £ 5 WPM
-+IBA 1. 0+NAA 0.5+ ##30 g/L+385 7 g/L+&8 % 3 g/L.pH 5.0, 24 % %4 93%,
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SCHEFE BY (Rhododendron facetum Balf. . et Ward)
Skt BEAERL AL B AL B B AL B W R H R EA B /DT,
NAHBEEARE, & 2~6 m,WIEMRE, HERE, k=,
£ 9~24 cm, 5% 3~6 cm, i Bk 15~20 X, HHK 2~
2.8 em, SVRGTEIERFTRA B TE 9~14 %, R
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15 min, JCEE K W 8E 5 WK, A K B B4 108 4K % T 44 ) 1
BI7K 4 R AMEE YT 0.5 em, 7y 1 MIZFRYZERL
1.2.2 RNEFHHES SMMEEERD 1~6 SiERE
FEE bR 1 N AMERR B 45 d T RS
. HBERREFEL WPM A K, MR E
WENAEAKE IAA MR a R E ZT, B s
30 g/L. 378 4 g/L,# pH £ 5.0,
1.2.3 HEFEZH BXEBS h,pH®mE 1 200~
1 500 Ix, 85 R BE(23£2)C,
1.2.4 #6038 FWK 2~3 cm, AIEEYIE], /M
B 7~17 SHEFE,50 d 4 1 WK IEFR LM b, gk
RIGFRE L WPM hZ AT 57 5, B I A ) % 9 A=
K& IAANAA Fi 48 s R E ZT. KT, 45 BEH
30 g/L,3508 4 g/L, ¥ pH £ 5.0,
1.2.5 ARIEFR MEEERN 3 om DL LA R
ITHRRIESE RS 18~28 BSIEFR A, 15 45 d FWME
SIS IR A MR E . EARIEFEE L WPM 2
RAEE SR, B0 R E 4K E IBALNAA
30 g/L.BHE 7 g/LEMER 3 /L. pHIAZE 5.0,
1.2.6 ZE5HFE B 0.5 cm b, BIAT
W, AEEEEZENESEFGTHRE 3 4. HETR
HARY LR PHENIERE BRBIE R+ Bt
T UDRYEFEF B 75% R 20~25C R1E,
2 GR5HW
2.1 ANEBERENASEFHERHER

TR &, CHAL RS SMEREE R ED
10 d TR 3K, 23 d I 1 SR IFuE, emt
RNEHEBIFHEER 2~3 MAAZF,45 d FHE3 cm
(B 1, E 3 XL EBFret, SO A RS S 4 7 L)
WPM AR MBI ARBEREN 1~6 S5
FRESWHERIN,E ZT 0.5~2.0,F ZT W E
R, ERRE FFAHE.ZT 2.5 L LA XD
BERREL EANBEGEGE D, CHMHBREEAHNE
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Bz oy WPM+ZT 2. 0+ 1AA 0.5 H i
30 g/L,5g 4 g/L,pH 5.0, S %X 83.33%.
%1 ARABERBERNAIEBFEFESHRIE

BRES BK/mg- L1 BRE/E BRIUE BEER/X%
1 ZT 0.5+1AA 0.5 30 12 40.00
2 ZT 1.0+1AA 0.5 30 15 50. 00
3 ZT 1.5+1AA 0.5 30 22 73.33
4 ZT 2.0+1AA 0.5 30 25 83.33
5 ZT 2.5+1AA 0.5 30 20 66. 67
6 ZT 3.0+1AA 0.5 30 21 70.00

2.2 ARIEEHAESHATEFHEZRE

CREA B AR IE R BB S IEREN 14 SHERE:
WPM++ZT 0. 8+NAA 0. 05 # AR 30 g/L, B8
4 g/L,pHIE 5.0, FHARKEE . ESEE HERK
ERRFEA~SE. AW LGS, FEE ZT A3
L, REABEHAMNETF WMERBEXR FHTHE

Bl YRHBIEFES

2.3 ARBEAAX EREFHEE

#£KZE IBA 5 NAA B F¥ Al 344408
EAR,IBA B MEMRT NAA 2 MAKZRESHEH
S B R BN RN IR B E., AE 3
AN, CHEALBSZE 24 SR RBEPAERYREL. B
FR . WPM 4+ IBA 1+ NAA 0. 5 ¥ in % 6
30 g/L, BB 7 g/L, W& ME#% 3 g/L,pH 5. 0,45 d &R
Rk 3%,

%3 AEAMEAATERENRMT

B2 XEABAEREF 3

W ES IBA/mg+ LTI NAA/mg+ L7 B¥/#k  ERE/ B ERE/N

18 0.5 0 100 46 46
19 1.0 0 100 53 53
20 1.5 0 100 57 57
21 2.0 0 100 69 69
22 2.5 0 100 47 47
23 0.5 0.5 100 55 55
24 1.0 0.5 100 93 93
25 1.5 0.5 100 87 87
26 2.0 0.5 100 78 78
27 0 1.0 100 23 23
28 0 2.0 100 25 25

3 &it5itit
S fEZE WPMAZT 2. 0+1AA 0.5 BRIimpess

BOBRTATERBEREREL , AR TREME
e, MR 2AEH,EXHEABSHERERPLZT
BBRMETF KT, E2PRBRTHE 4 SEFREPHRK

BRSO AL B 2 .

2 AAREREAESHLAEFESHEM

HHES  KT/mgeL-! ZT/mg- L™! NAA/mg+ L7} s
7 0.3 0 0. 05 *
8 0.5 0 0.05 *
9 0.8 0 0.05 x % %
10 1 0 0. 05 *
11 0 0.1 0.05 *
12 0 0.3 0.05 * % %
13 0 0.5 0.05 M
14 0 0.8 0.05 PE—_—
15 0 1 0.05 * % %
16 0 1.5 0. 05 * %%
17 0 2 0. 05 * x

Heox 5% » BB, % x x By % % x By x % x ],

TRAES 1 2 EEREE

30 g/L. 55 4 g/L,pHS5. 0 EHE LiBEFEA
83.33% ; B RS IT R E N WPM+ZT 0. 8+NAA
0.05+RE¥E 30 g/L+388 4 g/L,pH 5. 0; BEAR
IR WPM+ IBA 1. 0+ NAA 0. 5+ ¥
30 g/L+ B8R 7 g/L+TEER 3 ¢/L,pH 5. 0, R R
$}93%,

CHEAL S GAIE R ES GES RS AR NE
WE,JURAERAFHNEBRI, & 15~20 1%,
BREENEFRENS I, FETH, RELB TR,
FESHERBENTEESERIFHME 4~5 15,
WA ZE R 3 Ayt BT O peE EE AR SR A (B 3) 28
ERIFEA.
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E=ISSRPCR R MIEZWEILSRHL

x| FEL,EFOE,MRE, KR OH, 2 EHE, DR E

(L PRI IR S, PO AR 61003152, PO R0l Bl Be BEZBT5THT, UJI[ ALER 610066)

H EAAERRTE5LBAFL4%, 278 2 ISSR-PCR & gtk % P 4 H 4% (ANTPs,
IR M Tag DNA 488 /7HAL RS, & R A DPS R4 #ATH M. S RAN. 8 H
k3 PCRERMAREY h, L+ Tag DNA RS BAFR BN ARK; HAETERBEAEY
RA4EKF, 23 E 2L ISSRPCR #9 % & & B4 & (25 ul) 4. dNTPs 0. 2 mmol/L, 3| 4
1.0 pmol/L Mg** 2.5 mmol/L..Taqg DNA R &8 1 U,

XA B2 TR0 ISSR-PCR; VAR & 5 IEAC I

P ESIES .S 682,31

27 R E Z, 2 8 (Orchidaceae) 22 &
(Cymbidium) ¥ , BL1EF 22 (Cymbidium goeringii) .
B2 (C. faberi), 3 % (C. Ensifolium), 28 2 (C.
Sinense) \F& £ (C. kanran) .FE 2= (C. tortisepalum) F
F D (C. tongibracteatum) 7 M #™, BER BRI LT
MEFMMENE. EERMNTELENEMHT T KE
B IR E B T IR BB & (B R {UEIE 501 A Brdbn
HESRLIN I X Fr B A AT A B U R E M RIE %, R
TRA I

S PR E AR T LIZEIR KR L oRME G K BT s
HERIERAG, TN A TR SN LT . ISSR(Inter

F—EEB A I8, k. RE,HRAFTEOA LTSS
F A%, E-mail: yblf1987@163. com,

TS . FHA962), . L B R . FALFTOALWLFEL 5
FahE,

BEETH. w 4HH LR 788 9ZCL745) ;@ B F
FIRLEATHRD N EMBUT EAEAFAE
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Simple Sequence Repeat) B f&f B8 FF 5 & & X [5] . LR
Inter ISSR, & 1944 % Zietkiewiez %5 & BH ) — i 4y
FrricsAY . HEAFHEEA SSR & 5'5 3'fin k-
2~A NV ER, fF PCR RN P 5/ ENS I L
B XSS Y E RN B A R M HEF] SSR (15— B
HF4H DNA FF AT 3. ISSR 5l ¥ik it b &
B, EFHE SSR Wi B DL F 3. 1 SSR Fric 4
R R R 5 RAPD ML ESAHEE ALY
RFLP WM EHEX. MARLW T4 HE. HA.
ISSRixicE S e A THE S EEY BEE
B RHEE MY B SR A R A A
e, BREHTHERMNERE T PCR, HR N &H
K5 %R Mg™ $E4K . Tag DNA BE5 8. .ANTPs DA K&
SRR TR R MR, B LT B A XA ) 4 fb i
TREERM . ZPFRAER R MR E LR
S A B X ANTPs, 51 4 & Mg®" DL K& Tug
DNA RE8 4 MHEEH#ATMRE, X E 2= ISSR Ktk
AT IRAL , IR 1BE & F [ 22 ISSR N i B AE 1A
£,NE 28 ISSR 4 Fhrid iRt —EM S %,

Study on Tissue Culture of Rhododendron facetum Balf. f. et Ward

CHEN Ping-fen', LIU Jia-xun®, LI Xing-gui® , GAO Fei®* , LIANG Ming-tai’
(1. Kunming King-Keys Flower Limited Company, Kunming, Yunnan 650213 ;2, Institute of Horticulture, Yunnan Academy of Agriculture
Science, Kunming, Yunnan 650205 ;3. Kunming Institute of Horticulture,Chinese Academy of Sciences, Kunming, Yunnan 650204)

Abstract; Taking the semi-lignification stems segments of annual Rhododendron facetum Ball. {. et Ward as explants
and WPM as the basic medium to study on the effect of different hormone concentrations and combinations on bud
induction and rooting of Rhododendron facetum Balf, {. et Ward, The results showed that the best medium for
explants induction was WPM-ZT 2. 0+1AA 0. 5 add sucrose 30 g/L.,agar 4 g/L,pH 5. 0. The stem segments of
Rhododendron facetum Balf. f. et Ward on inductivity had highly reached 83%. The best multiplication medium was
WMP+ZT 0. 8 mg/L+NAA 0.05 mg/IL. add sucrose 30 g/L.,agar 4 g/L,pH 5. 0. The optimal rooting medium was
WMP+ IBA 1. 0 mg/L+ NAA 0.5 mg/L,add sucrose 30 g/L,agar 7 g/L.+ activated carbon 3 g/L,pH 5.0,
rooting rate was 93%.
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