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2 1 I XT B R 72 44 40 A BE A #A 5 HE & B =2
=xWF, Rk
MO AR5 T TR, 2 Bk 9 VE B RA 5 R GE b, 267 I3 655011 )

o OE WP LA A 2R I BLEE S PEG (6000) S35 3% R, BRUT T AN [R132 38 7065 11 46 1A 48 A e %
B RS RS S5 SR FRIAE T IR B IR @ A S FP 2 MS + 2,4-D 0.2 mg - L'+
NAA 1.0mg - L'+ 6-BA 2.0 mg - L™+ TDZ 1.0 mg - L' +EE8E 40 ¢ - L'+ & BEMK 100 mg - L+ Y EEIE 3
g« LUAYRE IR 3L b IR0 IR & A R IK 66.21% , BIRECHN 79 A5 7% HERE AT 6 1A 20 it IR a2 35 i ik
64.36% , [7) 0L T 45 125 22 1 T IR TE 1 5 2% 22 2000 + 2% 111 BL T + 4 % 1 AR 2250 A 490 J6 R i 28 % ok 85 36
88.89% , B JL IR A9 51K ;30 ¢ « L'PEG 5535, 1A 40 i sl R B i, o4 82.35% ; F T 301 1) M4 400 i IR e 15 328
B IR IRET & 35K 90.58% , 52 A I 15 3745 B B R 4N iR A AR 3 f i, ol 87.47% , X IIEL
SFAE A4 MR B B T e SR TR T RIAT I T R .
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Effects of penetrant on maturation and germination
for somatic embryo of Sophora davidii

WU Lifang, WEI Xiaomei

(' Center for Yunnan Plateau Biological Resources Protection and Utilization, College of Biological Resource

and Food Engineering, Qujing Normal University, Qujing 655011, Yunnan, China )

Abstract ; To discuss the effect of different penetrants on maturation and germination of somatic embryo of Sophora davi-
dii. Sucrose, maltose, sorbitol and PEG (6000) were used as penetrant in this paper. The development, maturation,
and germination of somatic embryo was determined by different penetrant comparation. The results were as follows; the
rate of somatic embryogenesis reached up to 66.21%, and the total number of embryos can achieve 79 when embryonic
callus from hypocotyl of Sophora davidii were cultured in MS+ 2,4-D 0.2 mg - L'+NAA 1.0 mg - L'+ 6-BA 2.0 mg -
L'+ TDZ 1.0 mg - L' +sucrose 40 g - L'+ glutamine 100 mg + L' +plant gel 3 g - L. Adding 7% sucrose could pro-

mote the maturation rate of somatic embryo to 64.36% , meanwhile could also increase the development of polycotyledon-
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ous abnormal embryo. The maturation rate of somatic embryo went up as high as 88.89%, and the proportion of abnormal

embryo the lowest, when somatic embryo were cultured in 2% maltose + 2% sorbitol + 4% sucrose combination

medium. The maturation rate of somatic embryo was 82.35%, when the concentration of PEG was 30 g - L. Torpedo

embryo was suitable for transported culture, the formative rate of somatic embryo was up to 90.58%. The rooting rate of

mature somatic embryo was high, for 87.47% from three sugar combination culture. This study provides a theoretical ref-

erence and a feasible scheme for the development of somatic embryo seedling of Sophora davidii.

Key words: Sophora davidii, penetrant, somatic embryo, somatic embryo maturation, somatic embryo germination

TV LH LR 3% vh R A VR % AR R AR R AR A 1
AR ROT 22—, T ARG IR e A BB
22 R YR T B Y D A6 VR M A0 B | 35t 1 AR X AR
FE BRI SERE A A Al AR O AN IR R R R A 2
TRZE4 5 (Gupta & Pullman, 1991) , © 5y 35t 1% ok
R A 25 7 19 JURE R D R P 56 RS
AR 7= T e B i (BT X e B, 2014) B
VU3 I R 4 LR e A ) B SR - Steward (1958)
F1 Reinert(1959) XF#H 85 N AR A9 8% 7%, bifi J5 7F — &
FAAE ) b AH 4K 15 5% KA BB, RASAE P il T AR
KAEABFRE ASE OSSR AR KES,
AR A Wy 1A 20 LV i i A i A 2R AR A RR 7R T
FURGHE P, E B G R A0 A i A T O g
AR R R AAG ) 180 2B, EAMXTAR)E
(Quercus L.) . #5 J& ( Populus L.) B = #2 (P.
abies) A= AZ(P. glauca) A= HA2 (P. mariana) 5§
WIS IR A 4, H AL TS Pseudotsuga menz-
iesit) KIENN ( Pinus taeda) FRETHS (P. radiata) |
IRz 2 ( Picea abies) JK UM ( Fraxinus mandshu-
rica) (7 38K HE MK ( Liriodendron hybrids ) %5 {4 21 ifd
JVR 14375 5 R A R AR B I T AR R S R
FEEAT w Ol AR B B R AR 72, ¥ (Eucalyptus ca-
makdulensis) L3]S Wk ( Liriodendron tulipifera) .
KRN s ( Larix decidua ) 35 A1) 24 40 f iR &
ARER ST B L B A R RS (R 4
45 .2003) , #RIM, 8 2 HETA 1R, FRIAE (Sophora
davidii) 47 575 T RIS i )8 25

FIRIAE ( Sophora davidii) 29 2 Fk L & v& -
A VG B W 30 R b DR L T R X R K £
PRIFIY S T (2207 22 58,2009 £ 156, 2007 ; fi]
HFIAE,2018)  FHBIERR 25 M 4B RRP 2 a)
AZ BRI T FRA 2 R ot 3 i 25 T Ak

(BREES,2009) . MMEBZ HE EHFRLR
MEIRAY M RA T N FSFOTH” (FE,
2005) . FEH AL W IT A R A % B, 5 RIE
BIRITAERZ , 45 96, (B iy TR 1 B 52 ( R
J74,2014) i B iE K EE M 2E HRAT PRI (=
W J7 5 ,2018) , BT LA ARARAS T 4l i 2 R ke s
15 AT BR ) 1 4 v A AR B E T A RE S A
AR K A SR AR BT A AR, I TG B R i
PEEFH R 2 1A R AR 2 —, SR, JE A i
XFERIAE B F 58 % B, 1A 40 IR 5 R AR AR S S
AR A RARAE (AL, R, AR F 5 7 i F 2
Senh b, LLOC AL F 0022 R 4 VR 8 38 2 B AR
U B JSCSA I B A, 4% 385 i (A R A rp AR R
2 By R E U R T L, O R T R R B R R A B X
PRI K AR AR A 1R) AL, 30 9 9 B R B b Y 8 B
JEe 5 57 5 P9 1) 2EL 80 o oK 1 7 1 A o 7 P P s
TR E SR ORI S B DR R, DAY O S B AE A
20 NV B I R SR AT AT T R

1 #R5 7%

1.1 #F
TERTHAE 7% S b 1, DL A R AE T ISl 7 MS+
2,4-D 2.0 mg - L"+TDZ 0.5 mg - L' +6-BA 0.5
mg « L'+EEHE 40 g - L'+ & B 100 mg + L'+
BE 7 g« LS 5L 155 00 W1 43 21 800 O it
AR
1.2 BRIk H R IE S
PR A2V 4 % MS + 2,4-D 0.2 mg -
L'+NAA 1.0 mg + L"'+6-BA 2.0 mg - L'+ TDZ 1.0
mg + L'+ 40 ¢ - L'+ & WEAZ 100 mg - L' +4H
WIBERE 3 ¢ - LAY 3 k35 57 2 |, pHS.8,
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20 pmol - m” - sTEFREFE LK 14 h - 41 I
JEHN 25 C, 53740 d 5, GEIT RN & A
AN [R5 SR 5 b g o i o A 2 2 (A 240 B I S K
FUAS[R] & B 40 0% 4 240 if A

A 40 1t IR & A 23 = 7 A A A RS 7 A 4 4 21
B H A I A SR AME R X 100% 5

2 240 e R 5 (B o A 05 2E SU0E B A 4 i R
B, A - o) = RN IR B s A A T
1.3 BRI 1L 20 B AR B BB 55

W 100 A6 AR 40 it e 3 b 855 37 45 31 19 BROE ik 32
Fofr 44 200 L Ve o A3 95 5 I R 5 O L AR
WE(2% 3% 4% 5% 6% T%) , 7% 2F W (2% 5% .
T% ) +TERE 4% , I BLEE (2% 5% \T%) + M 4% ,
% ZEHE 2% + 110 BLE 2% + EBE 4% , PEG6000 ( 20,
30.40.50.60.70 g - L") ,ABA 15 g - L ,NAA 1.0
mg - L', 6-BA2.0mg - L', TDZ 1.0 mg - L™, ¥ 4%
i 100 mg - L7 MEWEERE 3 ¢ - L 36 MER 2 ¢ -
L ARG 3557 L g A 34 10 R, B0 B2
4~6 MENE,20 umol » m? - sTHE TR, LI
14 h-d'IRE25+1)C, 1597 45 d i, WA AR
BUAEE F7 (R IR A KR B E B, 0 5% R IR AR 2
HH,

1.4 BRI TEA AR R AR &

W Bk 1.2 3535 AR 8 0 AR & & R 20 g
Ry S Bb TR IR B 4 15 95 3k b B LK B3R 3k N
1/3MS, 2 288 2% + L B4 2%+ 1EHE 4% ,2 ¢ + L
WGPk, 3 g - L7 AH ¥ & I, pH5.8, 20 pmol -
m? - sOETF R 50 d I, LB R IR A i AR B
SN W= N A S R I - g = R N N £ = N
£ JVS R 1 T

AR 240 b IR 1 A 23 = i BT 1 T AR T/ 2 1Y)
HEX100% ;

A MR B 1 0T 5 (mg ) = 1A 40 Jf VR g 1 f
L — B R U A £
1.5 BRIEERIEFSEKBE

ARSI 70 15 3745 21 0 B2 4 i IR 5 A A=
B g% B i — D B R, AR B RO 1/2MS +
NAAO.2 mg - L'+2 g - L' IG PR +1EHE 30 g - L'+
BlE 7 g - L, B 23R4T 58 B AE IR, I )5 0 4l i B
WA RRARER(EE T - B A=2: 1)1

FE4H .30 d J5 Ge iR AR B R
FEAR 6 26 = B AR BTG AR Bk ( Bk ) /B 3R
SHREL (FR) x100%

2 ERE A

2.1 ARIEEABEENIES

WP AT R Z MS + 2,4-D 0.2 mg - L'+
NAA 1.0 mg + L' +6-BA 2.0 mg - L' +TDZ 1.0
mg + L'+ 40 ¢ - L'+ & WL 100 mg - L' +4H
WIBEIE 3 ¢« L' ARG FRIES BT 10 d 9] DL A
AR RIS, FEORLIR (B 1. A) . BEE S
FEOF[A] ) 3G <, 1 AR T IR B A, O 55k, 30 d
LA SE BRI M (K 1:B) A 41/h iy ik
IR A B (E 1.C), K538 40 d J5, ol LIFS
) = 0 R A 0 R AR 20 IR L EROE IR 00T
R T RIS TR, S8t R e &
HHH 66.21% , 5 vi @05 241 1 ARAT 1) B IRk
79 A4, A BRI IR 52 A4, DB IR 18 A, i E i 8
A IR 4 A B F R A UA 1 R
T, 12T, SN TE R IER
2.2 BIEFIXT B % T 4 2 A AR R B H9 82 0m
2.2.1 FEAE ST G R FEAK 0 B AR R 3 09 %ol ERE
TEAE YY) 5 1A B 5% i B ml DL (6 BB U, S RE R 21
BB EIER , UL 4% W TERE A F ST 0 BE . AR
1A LU B A A v B8 1% 38, 1< 200 i B s
G, RENEVR N 79 ), AR 20 VR A R I g 3k
64.36% ; TEWHIR A 2% i), R 41 it B 1l R A AR
12 35.58% , MAFFE LA 2, A% ok B 1) 1R W% A v
e BE Y AN R T IE W R AR R B, IR
FERT 4 41 M iR 3525, 33 BH K5 IR 1Y) 3 5
IR AR5 755, BT S AU T 5 e VR B RER T, 2
W T IR B, ELA 7 26 1R 28 oL B 7 1 IR 1 5 3
[ R N 3 e S N 0 7 N i e 2 = I
AHRESE A (0 REB U BE ) 5% ~ 6% , M JIRHDIT i K
TR
222 Ao AR IR LIE R I Hm  F
ZEWE TRERE A 1L AL EE A [R] 415 % 1 ) AL A 2
BRI IR 2, N 2 T LA, FEAS TR
W BE 22 2R S5 e 2 G v, A 200 R i 2 o3 i
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Table 1  Effects of sucrose concentration on somatic embryo maturation of Sophora davidii
TREAH MR L TR IR B R
Sucrose Somatic embryo R 20 B iR K R 5%
concentration maturation rate Somatic embryos development
(%) (%)

2 35.58+2.70a TE BRI BB 1, I 3522 K BUIRRIE W, 5w fk st T
Somatic embryos are pale yellow to white, poor growth, water stains slightly transparent, brown-
ing easily and dies

3 41.84£0.96) T2 A R R AR 11, 7 P Tl A 38 4 2K DL B 3 4
The somatic embryo is white, hypocotyl elongation, some somatic embryo vitrification

4 50.00=1.79¢ PRIRIR BT T, RSO, IR RARL, A 5 IR, 227 ISR A 5 07 1
Somatic embryos are pale yellow to white, enlargement, thick hypocotyl, there are monocotyle-
donous, polycotyledonous and normal dicotyledonous embryos

5 54.21+2.38¢ PRBEIR TR 1, (RIS R R RHL, X i iR
Somatic embryos are pale yellow to white, enlargement, thick hypocotyl, dicotyledonous embry-
os

6 58.16x1.09¢d PRIRIR BORS 1, PRI OC, IRl R L, 0 iR
Somatic embryos are pale yellow to white, enlargement, thick hypocotyl, dicotyledonous embry-
o0s

7 64.36+4.16e PRNER B 1, IR RHLH A I, 2 7 o R IR IR

Somatic embryos are pale yellow to white,

abnormal embryos

hypocotyl is stout and elongated, polycotyledonous

T AF/NG PR R 22 5238 BFE MK (P<0.05) . T,

Note : Different lowercase letters resperesented significant differences( P<0.05). The same below.

* 2 EAEMEX BRI T4 40 B AR R # ) #
Table 2 Effects of different sugar combination on somatic embryo maturation of Sophora davidii
s , - " IR B R . "
Wik A B WA (TR W IR
Different sugar Number of Number of mature > Smbryos Number of abnormal
. . . maturation rate .
combinations globular embryos somatic embryos (%) somatic embryos
2% 7 HWE+4% TN 54 31 57.41+1.83f 7
2% maltose+4% sucrose
5% R+ 4% R 53 37 69.81+0.92de 4
5% maltose+4% sucrose
7% % 2 W+ 4% FEWE 51 44 86.27+2.55ab 10
7% maltose+4% sucrose
2% LI BLBE+4% FEHE 56 29 51.79+1.79g 5
2% sorbitol+4% sucrose
5% 111 B4 [ +4% FEWE 57 41 71.95+1.75d 4
5% sorbitol+4% sucrose
7% (LB + 4% T 55 43 78.18+0.53¢ 8
7% sorbitol+4% sucrose
2% % ZERE+2% LI BLRE + 4% HE B 54 48 88.89+1.71a 3

2% maltose+2 % sorbitol+4% sucrose

BRI E A I b, M E T
T V20 BV AR I 5, 38 86.27 % , FH L 1) Wi
TENE K A R B i, N 22.73% 5 2% ZE MM 2%
I R IR R H57.41% , I IR 5 A s IR 19 1
Bl 22.58% ; 2 ZEMER N 5% ), I W L 461 £
%, A R10.81% , TEIIFERE S RERE AL G, i

AR VR S 500t 2 B 2 1 B e B %) 3 o i 34
Ty 2% 910 BLEE 55 R4 A I 1R 40 IR R 2 R
A, AL 51.79% 57 % WY FENE IS, 1A% 240 it I ol 328 % e
=, N 78.18% , I JE R LUAGI A 18.60% 5 111 B4 Ky vh
EWRIE 5%, R0 IR BRGR A 71.93% , B E 1k
WRRIAR, }9.76% , 1£ 2% 7 2 WE 5 2% 1L AL



8 1] SN 5 5+ B35 RN 1A A6 A A0 VR S B i 2 1 S 1111
& 3 PEG Xt BRI 7E & 28 L AR B 24 B 22 0
Table 3  Effects of PEG on somatic embryo maturation of Sophora davidii
PEG ¥k J¥ - " IR , 5
o T A A AR (TR W K
. Number of Number of mature - © embryos Number of abnormal
concentration lobular embryos somatic embryos maturation rate somatic embryos
(g L) i i Y (%) Y
0 54 27 50.00+1.79f 4
20 49 29 59.18+0.78d 6
30 51 42 82.35+0.99a 4
40 52 39 75.00+1.65b 5
50 50 33 66.00+2.65¢ 5
60 54 30 55.56+2.11e 5
70 53 22 41.51£1.07¢g 7
x4 TEELEHEEMERELZENHIEE
Table 4 Comparison of germination ability of somatic embryos in different stages
4] NHA A &
s B . FEAMHBIE 57 5 W
. . 3R Somatic embryos S T
Somatic embryo Number of somatic L Seedlings weight
Plantlet number germination rate 1
type embryos (%) (mg - plant™)
IR 86 60 69.77£3.59a 81
Globular embryo
LIERR 79 57 72.15£1.10a 87
Heart-shaped embryo
e 85 77 90.58+4.32b 103
Torpedo embryo
ERaNS 83 61 73.49+0.94 a 89

Cotyledon embryo

Fl 4% HEREAL A H, A5 321 (10 U 40 A IR AR BOR f 1
h 88.89% , Wi I LU 9 5 1K, AN 6.25% X 156 W b
VAR 110 o 24 % e % A 40 AR o 228 6 AR R T RS 1) L
(R AR Y
2.3 PEG Xt B %Il 7% {4 2 A AR B 24 RO 32 T

PEG fE J 15 38 73 # fe 5 | /K 43 Wi, {40
L PN R A A RS2 I, AN 43 S 3z B i A4
MM EH . 23 NARFEWKE PEG XF (il 76
TR0 MR B ISR 45 S . B3R 3 AT, PEG ik
JE R 30 g - LB, MR 40 M R 2R I &, ik
82.35% , Wi JE R L B4V 9.52% 5 1fii PEG ¥ B i
130 g+ L7, A 20 IR B R N IT B R R, 2
PEG BN 70 g - L7 AT, 1A 20 i IR AR ALy
41.51% , M W5 TE IR L4910 8 ik 31.82% .,

2.4 BRI T4k 48 B AR B HE &

o PSS B A [R] T 0T A4 A A0 U 4 Rl
TAEALTHECER 1 HOR 0] % 5 77 48 b R 40 g
IR & BE A — 2, BOE IR MR /& e g o e
W, WA T, R T IR E R E
4hHT,40 d 2o, O I TRLR HE Rl A 4l R 3R
59, DIERREIRI HA T Yo kA A I
o35 5 R B 3R I R O A IR B 2 e
AR IR 8 2 5 8 IR S e AR AR T AL 5 T £ IR
FRAERY 10 d J5 W 728 0 1 ik, 5~ i 22 T
B e B D g @, IR B I, R R R AROT 0 4R
K,20 d 7 A, Al UL/IN &0 OB, B P ) B B
A RO 3 EA I S s W N U R 21 R
Wi A feT1 WA 4, 40 7 I PR 7 2 BB ) ey
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5 C. 7 VR 40 M VR 52 A= 14 18 495 21 21

Note: A. Embryonic callus are cultured for 10 d; B. Embryonic callus are cultured for 30 d; C. Somatic embryogenesis from outer embryonic callus.

B REE A K

Fig. 1

Growth of embryonic callus

T A AR I AE RS IR ;. B (RIR A C. AR RE

Note: A. Rooting culture of mature somatic embryos; B. Rooting of buds; C. Regeneration plant.

Bl 2 AR AR i A AR

Fig. 2 Rooting of mature somatic embryos

990.58% , UHH A AR 103 mg, T BRIE 91 Y
TRIRT % M e A%, X 69.77% , i it 4y A 1R
81 mg,
2.5 BRIEEREFSEKBE
ANIRIB 35 70 455 75245 B 1) A AR 40 i IR 5 A

TR R IR (K 2. A)  Z IR @%H#?l%‘
414 B 37 Y R IR AN B IR AR AR R g
87.47% , B FMA i Ah A L/ NI A 5~6 MR,
HUF RSO ARHDH: a2, B) s AU
ARG FRE b AR A (O 77.51%) AN A0 i)

BL A% NAE PEG M85 5 5L L3352 AR 4l i i, 2B AR
R TWH 20, K 82.13%, ¥SB 14 (K
2. O TER R EFIIESL 7 d J5 , BREREAA
5 HT 20 d NOREFIE EETE 80% LA |, sk fh i 2L FH
JEHE A, 30 d RAH A AERIE 92% L) I,

3 it

T GG 7 U0 BB A REWE | # 4 hE
ORI  E d NTE S R N K
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FRX S AE AR 240 I 2 B R ) R Wi 1113

P2t C H .0 N SEZIT RN, iR B 5
MIVERT . TR W 2 A 4 B 35 B i 0 T R B 2, —
FBEAST IR BE A 2% ~ 5% , R SR 15 9% UNAE 25 5 4 IR K
T T B8 1 10 TR W R DT X R 4 B VR ) e R
FIEZAEH, 40 M55 37 70 A R 20, A T
R IR W A K R A, bR AN, 8 7 B A e b
5. VFEEFESE (2017 ) TEPUIA A 2 H 90 IR B 14 20 ifL
W) 2 T RIS 2 F 5 rb A 22 28 0 5 A X
b, 75 60 g » L7 22 20 HU e M 5 58 BB AR AL
ARG IR 2 B RS, 5% 7 HEAE (2004) X 4EdL
S BE Y R W], 3% # F S 4% 1Y PEG
(4000) AU & FLRERE 5 PEG (4000 ) 2H & 8R4,
A 200 f AR o8 280 000 3 g, A AR A AR R GE 57.89%
A 20 0 RS B AR T RERE AT PEG4000 214, 1|
S5 (2018) XA 0 A 5 v B, e M TS 2 A 5
Mg JU TR A P P A 6 AR S i X AR M R R
R P A R R v ANl I S i A K, AR 5 AS [
I8 B L0 A 359 5 il A A0 TR ) BB, R — 1l
TEHIR R 5% ~ 6% , I J 1 1% 200 Jif I AELH: i K
R A e R v B AT R R A
P20 BRI R (L 23 1 T e R R 1 LU A5

PEG 1}y 32 7 V8 75 770 42 32 14 40 e 28 A
HRIE , HJRUH R T | R A0 R 2R K 8 A0 P B i
JEE A 0L 5, A RO 1 R B i K, IR
(2009 ) Xif 7K H1 A0 P4 200 A P B 2 K% 1 % 10 1F 5 v
BN T70 ¢ - LAY PEG X K il A0 1) 4% R i 3 A
A PR EVE T, B 98 IA 0 38 1) PEG 1] 2 3 {4
2 6L IS 1 A AR T R B Y PEG S T 2 4K 24

U B R ARG AT 38 o e JE U B 9, 0 A L D TR

Al AEJEE Y PEG 3 51 /K 43 Wrif | BE % ff 240 fy
PN IE 19 R 1A Az B T R N S S — 2 i
SE: A D= e B IR AW LB B o R
JLEA 53 24 IR ) & T 5 44 A A R B L SO 4
il LR B B 2 (R R, 2001 )

FHIAE R IR ad IR v A 4 205 5, FEMS +
2,4-D 0.2 mg - L"+NAA 1.0 mg - L' +6-BA 2.0
mg + L'+TDZ 1.0 mg - L' +E4H 4%+ @ WMz 100
mg - L' +HIYIEEIL 0.3% MR 55 i SR 40 i &
Az, AT A 20 R A R R 66.21% 5 IRERE VR BE 23
2 T 2R 240 R JVR ) AR B8 T s T R 1 91, 29 3

ZEWE+2% L1 BL T + 4% TEBE 15 77 058, A 40 Jf IR i 2
HKELIA 88.89% , 30 g - L'PEG AJ i {4 41 fifd i ik 24
3K 82.35% , 10 75 M 240 M R e 42 e 5 3, 4 i
SR AR . 235 92% , A BIFSE 45 ] Sy s
PRI AE R 4 VR 7 B e A RN B A W Ay
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