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Study on rapid propagation and germplasm conservation
in vitro of five species of genus Gynostemma in Guangxi

YAQ Shao-Chang'. XIE Yue-Ying'*, HUANG Xue-Yan'*, YU Li-Ying'*"

( 1. Guangxi Botanical Garden of Medicinal Plant , Nanning 530023, China; 2. Guangxi key Laboratory

of medicinal Resources conservation and Genetic Im provement ,» Nanning 530023, China )

Abstract: Using stem with buds as explants, experiments were conducted to observe the effects of different concentra-
tion 6-BA and NAA 0.02 mg ¢ L" on induction, differentiation, proliferation of Gynostemma in Guangxi,in order to
establish their rapid propagation systems. Meanwhile, different concentrations of the mineral nutrition, sucrose and
plant grow inhibitors (CCC,ABA.PP;;;) were researched. The results showed that the best induction medium was
MS medium supplemented with 2.0 mg * L' 6-BA and 0.02 mg * L' NAA. The suitable proliferation medium for G.
compressum was MS+6-BA 2.0 mg « L' +NAA 0.02 mg » L' and MS medium supplemented with 1.5 mg « L' 6-
BA and 0.2 mg * L' NAA was best for others. The rooting medium was 1/2MS medium with 0.02 mg « L' NAA,
accounting for 100% of rooting rate. 1/2MS medium and sucrose 40 g « L' were the most suitable for the conserva-
tion in wvitro of all species. Plant grow inhibitors could slow down the grow speed effectively,and the best kind and
concentration were ABA 1.0 mg * L""and CCC 1.0 mg * L', Several species were inhibited by CCC 1.0 mg * L"and
the survival rate was up to 94.5% after being conserved 360 d. PP.;, was not suitable for all species to conserve in
vitro. Vigor testing showed that the ability of propagating and rooting of the plantlets didn’t fall down.
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R T ML KR (Gynostemma) YA 17
i, Fe ™ 14 B2 A2 B o 9 Bl G R E SR A B
(Wu et al.,2011) ., ZHOC A 25 D&, 5 Ak
100 P i Bl 2 IR A 2 M i s T R B K
S 1M AR A OGS o R AR I P a4 K - SE 4 20 i 7 i BT
W57 P AL P S5 AR (Samer e al., 20063
Shang et al.,2006; ¥ B 4%, 20060, HETH T B
245 OB i At DR Y T R AR 7 B R
BT S N 1 T A 55 . S8R AR A A v
FEG T TG A PG R X )T A A T
M AR TamA. ) . BB (G, pen-
taphyllum) FEMH B HE (G laxum) T o,
R & (G, compressum )T V8K K% (G.
guangxiense) MK LK (G. longipes) B H )™
VO A Bl B R R (BR 5 & 55, 2009) .

L R A AE AR AT UE FR AN &
Dy e 1 By 5 R Jm W) R 2R A2 3 BORh BB 1k
(XVEARAE,2001) o N A2 25 2 Jim o S8 JBCE Rl v
54,2000 Chen et al.»2005) ] P44 e s (X1 1 %
Z,2012) , KAHEZ K % (G. pentagynum) (X 4
55,2007 A —EWFFE AHIZ AT AR WG M SRR |
R W R A 5 I 4 A 4 B DR BT T A F 5
B, 20 el 50~60 440, HH Y H L5 R HORTIT IR
L I 15 BN W 58 35 R0 R T B AR PR A7 (con-
servation in vitro) il i ) A1 2185 SR H R ST P
JoT T R 14 S b AR A . TE 25 TR W) o 5 B AR AR A7
Shy i A 1 B A A TS e RN R B S i
I, WA 2% FH RN 55 30 7 9 VA A o 30 6 3 o 9 o 0 5
TR AR SHS TR A A o 4 S A ] ik 45 L 2008) FiR il
T 1 2B K I T 12 Ok A K Ak A 1] B 1) B ] R0 ik 2> 4k
AR U E 0 )™ P A 2 (A2 T4, 2007) B RCR
(ZFEEESE.2008) VBR B A it (LK B AF . 1999) 450 A
MF 58 AE B D N7 B T R AR ) A 35 R R
LA b R R BRI A= R0 i R B SR LR B
325 B IS AIARL ) A6 A o] 50 s 2 40 Bl B R
TP AR P A B PR A 1 B 3R BRI O, Dy 2 B B
PR P IR A 5 T2 A 4R BEAR G R $8 7
2L JBCHE Ja e W b B AR B LR AT

AR

1.1 ##

ZX I OCM LR L SR BB )T A

FI A 28 WS L AMIE R Y T 2010 — 2011 4ER ATV
2l I 90 7l ¢ I o I A A7

1.2 ik

1.2.1 BARBREHR

(1) TG T B RE I AR A < 76 5 4 1 R AOR BBl &
(R REH: RO 5 A R 7K ip e T34 5 7 8 v TAE & itk
TR@E, H 5%l RE 10 s JF, %A 0.1%
HeCLIER T HE 6 min, G /K ik 5 8 5 6 41
BRI 1.5~2.0 cm 77 MEF BCI0 28 19 25 B, #2 A
CURAE e T

)P FE F 2L B R 8 MSH R A 6-
BA+NAA0.02 mg « L' WRIRKE 73 1,50 i/ 4b
L1/, MEE SR S E 0L, 30 d BF ST 25 S
RIS A A WA AT S i R

(3) AR ARIG 55 F% B WIS I8 AR 0 2 2 1)
TEAAZE R ] MSHOR[FEHE 6-BA+NAA 0.02
mg « LAY 4k £ 55 35 56 b #E 47 14 50 5 5%, 20 R/ Ak
B3 2R/, ML SR E ARG 20 d BF 48
THWLEE G B 7 85, JF T 8 4% ) ol A4k A3 5 1Y) e AR 1
IR,

(DOEMRIESR ARZEE SR E 2 om DL EEF A
BRI A 2F R B ARG R 5L 1/2MS+HNAA
1.0 mg « L7 11,20 i/ Fh, 2 2F /0. WA A
EAFH RSN .20 d IS AERR R,

)R FRAAT 5 R BEM M M 30 g « L. 308
5g+ L', pH{H 5.8, WM (26L£2)C M
FRE 3 000 pmol » m ? s ' JEHEARFE] 12 h/d.
1.2.2 & ARAF AR A4 50

(1) AS [a] JG ML R e B X 4% 77 19 52 i . 43 531 A
MS.1/2 MS.1/4 MS.1/6 MS KK 35 5, AW AL
AT AR o K DA ZE ) B i — o0 i B — 3 B
TEVEATHERN L 20 /AL P, 3 2F /0. 15 5% FE R I e b
30 g L', B 5 g+ L', pH {4 5.8, ¥ 180,
270,360 d, LA [R] TCHILER R BE X DR A7 1Y 52 1]

(2) 7 [] R e 8 %k DR A7 I 52 < SR 1/2MS
K REFRIE R BIM 0.20.40,60 g « LAY RERE, A
IR IAT AT A= A 5 500 o K DA 28 D0 B I — o 8 JE —
BB ZEHEATHE RN, 20 /AL B, 3 2/ . B 9R BRI
nEENE 5 g« L' pH il 5.8, 3% 180,270,360 d,
LU 5 A [R) T AR I B X6 R AT 1 B

(3) N[ 4 4 A K 3 2 390 % DR A7 I 5 ) < DL 1/
2MS SRy B AR 5 3R HE L 43 B 0O [ vk BE Y st R
( Chlormequat chloride, CCC). £ % M ( Pa-
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clobutrazol, PPys;) I lit % 2 (abscisic acid, ABA),
A N ZED) B I — 0 8 B — B B 2 AT 4 A 20
/b3, 3 2F /L K% 5L IR 40 g ¢ L7 BiAR
5g+ L', pH{H 5.8, 13 360 d LAY 4 K
B 2 FR) 6 DR A 5 1 5 T

(DOPRAF A XS E R i FEIRE (20 £
2)°C JEMEBRIE 2 000 pumol « m ? « s ' I RE}E]
10 h/d. %R 90 d WERGE AR bk Az K1 0 L AR AR
I R AFTE R,

C5) PRAF T A4 345 3 R I - 45 DR AE 360 d 4735 11
A Ak B 2 ) A4 A1 84 B R A AR 3R 3 b LR R R
Ko .

2 HRH4M

2.1 SNBEGKREMR

2.1.1 AR F R 1 AT AL R RREE Y 6-BA 1y
REfiar M 2E 25 BEIA S AR ZE MR IE S R & 7.
RiFR 7 d Ao A 4 il R 3% R 00 4 O 4R o B
Bl gy, HCE IR R B K. KR 9% 10~15 d i,
EM RSB EA 4~5 DMNFERAAEZE, Y10
Ab R D B A BN T R 2E . KR AR 20~
25 dBF B 3~5 em @ AAZFEA ., 2 6-BA R

2.0 mg « L'BF A ZERIE S Rl i BR T 09 &I
WA LT WA SR 5k 100% , BT AR (4 B )
B ZEA R, TE A I S . (1Y 6-BA Ik
W MmE 2.5 mg « L'BL,iESRE T KRG
B TTVE B AR AT S T R B A I A
Kk MS+6-BA 2.0 mg » L' +NAA 0.02 mg « L
JE X RN P 8 B A RIARE SR AR I

2.1.2 ARG BRI IR A DA ZF ) A B
F KA1 em EEL M THM 0.5~2.5 mg » L'
6-BA 1 0.02 mg » L' NAA [ MS ;32 5, 1 5%
20 d Z5 KW (R 2) 45 4b RS BE A2 2k 2F 394 7, ] —
Wb a5 b B ) 14 22 5708 ) B 3 K (P <<5%0) . 6-
BA MR 1.5~2.0 mg « LI FEACTR, 490 Fh 119 384
B R B 6,67, Frh g e i e (14.24) 4
6-BAWKEEN 1.5 mg » L' B RGBS, B H)
PR BIRAS R m IS R B 1. A-E) . 4 6-BA
WRER2.0 mg « L7, i SR 40 AR A5 d5 v 1 19 4 R
$0(10.86) , & Wy A i 38 5 R BRI BEAR . Y 6-
BAYKEEN 2.5 mg « L', & W) Bl i 184 58 22 40038 i —
B, Wik, MS+6-BA 1.5 mg « L' + NAA
0.02 mg « L' 2L MM DGnt g Bk ) 79 & 8 i Fn
FAH 2 I 3 B 1Y) A Ol 8% R BE L T MS+6-BA 2.0
mg * L' +NAA 0.02 mg + L3 T i R 45 .
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Table 1 Effects of different concentrations of 6-BA on cluster buds inducing on five species of Gynostemma

6-BA M (mg e« L") NAAWE (mg- L") 2E5 5 % Rate of buds induced (%)

Concentration Concentration Sk e e B i 2 1 N EY T [ 25
of 6-BA of NAA G. pentaphyllum G. laxum G. compressum G. guangxiense G. longipes
0.5 0.02 83.33 66.67 50.00 40.00 31.54
1.0 0.02 100.00 80.00 63.33 66.67 53.67
1.5 0.02 100.00 86.67 83.33 76.67 86.67
2.0 0.02 100.00 100.00 100.00 86.67 100.00
2.5 0.02 100.00 93.33 96.67 80.00 71.33

2.1.3 AMRESR LREEMEYIRE RS AR,
B S AP A AE 1/2MS+NAA 1.0 mg « L'y
R gk RO, AR 2 R A K, 43
Xz, it RoF ks, A8 T8 ok (& 1.
F) . IR 22 8] A AR 5 T BH b 22 5]

22 BEMRAREAR

2.2.1 RE) ALK SR A G F o0 AR
Wy A KR R LR L WK & R4S W R T G HIL
IR R AR —-H R R D, RE
180 d W), & W Fh#E MS Fl 1/2MS X P F AL 1
FRIKE T W ORAERUR 22 5 AN K AR MR A KA R R

W 2, A BT AT R I AE 90 %0 LA L T Y TS AL
b B 5 1/4MS Fl 1/6MS B, 45 9 Fh 15 R B
FEAREF 40, i % 8 BRI T- LR . kS 2
270 d 5 360 d.MS Fl 1/2MS 45 17 1% () HE bk . (5
WAFIE FKF 1/2MS X R AF B b

2.2.2 R EAEREMNIKAG T A NEKIBEH.A
I 7 o e TR v R ) B SR TG S 2 1) B 2 TR B A
JEE B INAE IS R 35 R TG T R A R A, 2
W PE R 40 g o L' BHMEAE 180 d #3K 3] T fe i AU AF %
F100%) ARLARIEE 270 d 5 360 d W), FEIH R —
BRI . YRR B I F] 60 g - LAY, &Y
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x2 FARREKE 6-BA XL AR IEE T F 48 M & - 5E Y 72 0T

Table 2 Effects of different concentrations of 6-BA on cluster buds inducing on five species of Gynostemma

6-BA VKRS (mg+ L)  NAAVWE (mg- L")

185 28 Proliferation coefficient

Concentration Concentration

LR e 2 B i it SR 28 IEd AT 2 e W
of 6-BA of NAA G. pentaphyllum G. laxum G. compressum  G. guangxiense G. longipes
0.5 0.2 3.92¢ 1.67¢ 3.16d 1.67e 1.00e
1.0 0.2 6.50d 3.40d 2.53e 3.33d 6.33¢
1.5 0.2 14.24a 10.54a 6.67b 12.16a 8.67a
2.0 0.2 13.18b 8.67b 10.86a 10.47b 7.67b
2.5 0.2 7.33¢c 6.98¢c 5.12¢ 8.00c 2.80d

T RSB R S TR R 2R 22 5 B (P<<500).,

Note: Data followed by different letters within same column are significantly different at 5% level.

D.I" & BRIE

E. KIELRRRIL

FOQRIEESERE

B1 2B T T iR ) A AR 2 B S A AR

Fig. 1 Cluster buds inducing on five species of Gynostemma

Tl ) AR R 08 /N I (0 Ve 2o T L I 2% S B A 40 L AR
R T B 76 TG RERE I RE 3R 58 I A bR R/ Al
55 AR R 8, 180 d P BR B A FRAE TS,
W, BB S5 5 AN (6] 40 B A O A7 35 5 i vh Bl
M RERE B Ry 40 g« LT,

2.2.3 HMHAEREZANNSRAG TR LY
K JE 22 55 b B 14 A R EE oA Ab B Y AR K R B G DR
6 TE R TR IE 25 7 i MS 55 35 38 b bR Kb,
WK AR & R R EROT G & 2B AR AR AT
12,270 d GEit & ERIET:. K 4 F/ R R PPy
FENE 2RI PP, VR EE 11 38 0 35 A B 2 &5, B CCC Al

ABA W BE BG4 Sede m B R B 2 CCC R EE R
1.0 mg « LB, AS [ 9 Fh (4 A A 35 A2 K 2818, 5 (R)
B g ARG A, P R R O SR A
JTVE SR AE 360 d IAFTE Ik 100% . 4 ABA
WREN 1.0 mg « LB, N [R] 4 Fi i) bk A K 2212
M Sk AN E MR AL 2 fEIE RAE 88 4% KL b WM
PP, BAA W AE I 22 A W A K, H )2 5 CCC,
ABA M R 35 22 R AR 1 ) B8 08, AR R 2 B
R A W T KL I R 4 4 LT 3, AR S B R L AF
R AK, FI, 1/2MS+ ABAL.O mg « L' feifi
G ARG R A B M R AR E L/ 2MSH CCC
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Table 3 Effects of different concentrations of the mineral nutrition and sucrose on
conservation in vitro of five Gynostemma species
TETE & Survival rate (%)
fob 3 2R 2 R ik TUVE R A 2
Treatment G. pentaphyllum G. lazum G. compressum G. guangxiense G. longipes
180d 270d 360d 180d 270d 360d 180d 270d 360d 180 d 270d 360d 180d 270d 360d
JTeHLER MS 100 68.3 6.8 100 57.3 9.3 100 51.8 13.7 100 36.7 0 100 42.5 16.7
Mineral 1/2MS 95 75.6 13.6 95 60.5 26.7 90 53.6 33.6 90 47.3 11.6 95 53.5 23.5
nutrition 1/4MS  74.5 33.6 0 66.8 0 0 67.3 0 0 56.4 0 0 58.2 0 0
1/6MS 56.3 15.7 0 33.2 0 0 27.5 0 0 34.6 0 0 35.7 0 0
TE B 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sucrose 20 94.2 0 0 68.2 0 0 75.9 0 0 77.1 0 0 65.5 0 0
(g+ LD 40 100 46.8 25.6 100 56.7 31.6 100 57.3 35.2 100 65.3 37.5 100 54.2 33.6
60 87.9 32.4 13.3 78.2 48.4 17.2 88.2 50.6 20.5 82.5 38.4 18.4 83.1 36.8 15.7
& 4 CCC.PP,; ABA MEREBEMEYEERENF N
Table 4 Effects of CCC.PP,;; .ABA on conservation in vitro five Gynostemma species
i B FEVE % (360 ) (%)
H : ati ” ~ ~ . P
FiZR Tvpe - Concentration el s S el it 2 M i Tyt Kok 0
mg* L G. pentaphyllum G. laxum G. compressum G. guangxiense G. longipes
X} 18 (CK) 0 0 0 0 0 0
0.5 37.3 33.4 38.5 40.2 36.2
CCC 1.0 100.00 100.00 86.9 100.00 97.4
2.0 95.4 90.7 74.2 93.5 88.6
0.5 31.7 36.6 42.3 43.5 35.3
PP, 1.0 58.1 69.2 66.7 56.2 74.5
2.0 69.4 87.3 71.2 68.3 83.6
0.5 72.5 77.0 80.0 75.3 88.1
ABA 1.0 90.3 88.4 94.5 86.3 91.2
2.0 85.6 91.7 80.3 78.5 83.1

1.0 mg « L' ¥R B AR R A RIOR .

2.2.1 BAF R FE NN AKNHEYFL 360 d B
TR AT o HIG 58 R B A AR BE 1 ¥ R 32 B 3%
AR AR AR R R K. AR R L 8~10
d dRREE FR IR IR ARG B5 5% 20~25 d. 45 ) Fil
(RS- 35 2E 08 4~5 cm, BB R BN 3~4, BB 2k
155 R kARG 35, 15 3% 20~25 d B, B4 2 85 5~
6 cm . WEFE R EAE 7.4 DL L iR B TR R PR A A Y 3
BEIKF . ARG 4 B AR AR R IR LS L A AR R IR
100% . B, ABA.CCC BEH FL ML 5 ATH
Wy B R 5 1 v AR A

3 itk b &

NAA 0.02 mg = L' H T 28 ik 0 A A 2875
G R BEHE (XA %, 20125 SR %5, 2005) , AHFSE
gEL R L 6-BA W E (1.5~2.0 mg « L), HM
AZETE T 6-BA VR B WG S TG A 0 AR AT BCAF Y

VP R THACR . oAb, B AR 0 i i 1 1 B 3R 4L
BAK (8.6 T4, How U Fp iy 4 5k 10, Hoh A2 5
(8 e (14.24) o RO I T /i 78 28 0 i 20 2 85 5357
ARG EE R R(6~8) , BLHIZJE YA 6-BA AL
RO 7 — 5 Y0 1R Y Y R R 6-BA VR B AT R K 4R
o 28 JE s TR AL 1) e B AR R

W) A R BRI 3R o R 4 SR 5% 4y
HER AR A A K 208 R R AR /N . R B AR B 57
FE P % 43 7K T AT 80k 30 ) A0 A K 38 B AR A
NS IE AR F R N U N A o
KEFR /AR TE 1/2 5373 LORAF 360 d A71 )
1K 67 % (RHE A% ,2007) . 7848k B A7 Mk B AR A7 o 72
s B T LA B4 R R AR 1999) . AR BESE
WAERH T 1/2MS K 5 32 L Mg @ 5 A AS W] 4y
BRGRAF R Ar R g 5

TE B RO A7 b B b OB 2R W BB T T R AL R 5%
YA A7 AR T B B VR L 8 BT R T 8 3R B B
JE . 55 IR B B R s, n] 0 8 3R 4 R 2R
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K G B BLAE L 1995) o FE — 7 0 [l N, TR AR Ak 2
R TR A (R4, 2008) . FER AN
BEWE R AE AR, il (Kartha, 1981) 8k Bz 47 sk (b
K A . 1999) 55 R A I ] B0 (RS 1 3R T 22 5 IR
T — 5 e B FERE IS L A8 W S A T R R, KRR
LG R ARSI SR N R B, 5 A R A T
PIRER, BB T fE M 40 g « LR
R WA KA, 360 d IHAE 3G R AT535 25 %05 RERE Ik
BEK 60 g o LU, I H 4k 4, ik gk, A
AT RE AR W B M S B R MBS K,
TR T UK R X S U I IR S R TR AR AT
TE 5% 37 5 v AN INGE 24 09 A= K 305 RE s 2] 9
il TR AR R RO A K B IR DR AE B IRD 205
U R BT AR A A S R S QO RO
2006) . AWFFEAREINA KA H 7L 8557 270 d B
AT, W 1.0 mg « L' ER CCC 1§
ABA B, 5 MR AE 360 d J5 A7 TG RILES6.3% .
JEA AT fEJE CCC 5 ABA REA 540 il 40 i {4 A= K
T AP R A0 s  ZE AT AR KL o AT A28 4 PR AE R[]
AT i A S A 5 AR [ 4 P e 41 21
R 5B R ORAE L i B R LB U7 L & IR e SR A
WEMEAT AN [F] A1, HL T 0 2 w8 AR [R] ) B 7% 3 i
i AT R B AR AE Ul W (R B A [F] AE )
Z AR T 25 AN BRAT (14 F 5% 41 38, 3% B A 48
JREHE AR R I R A TR LR 5 L R T S
ARWFFELE AL, Bk, AW 5% 45 38 T DL T 48
SRR AR R S B IRRAT .
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