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Effects of Antibiotics on Callus Induction and Shoot Regeneration
From the Leaves of Pear cv. Comice

LIU Shufang"*, TANG Haoru’s HE Yongming'
(1. Liaoning Agricultural Vocation-technical Collega Xiongyue 115009; 2. Forestry and Horticultural College of Sichuan A gricultural Universi-
tys Yd an 625014)

Abstract; Effects of Ampicillin, Carbenicillin, Cefotaxime, Kanamydn and Neomycin on callus induction and shoot regen-
eration from the leaves of * Comic€ were studied. The results showed that when the wncentration of Cefotaxime was at
S00mg/ L, the rates of callus induction and shoot regeneration from the leaves of° Comice were 93.33% and 51.48% re-
spectively, which were not significant difference from that of CK. Ampicillin hadnf significant effects on the regeneration
of the leaves of Comice ‘within concentrations at 30 ~100mg I, but shoot regeneration from the leaves of* Comice’ was
greatly restrained when the concentrations of Ampicillin at more than 100mg/ L. The concentration of Carbenicillin was at
50mg/ L, the rates of callus induction and shoot regeneration from the leaves of ¢ Comice’ were 85.56% and 25.00% re-
spectively, which were significant difference from that of CK. Redifferentiation of the leaves was thoroughly restrained
when the concentration of Carbenicillin was at 200mg/ L. Kanamycin thoroughly inhibited shoot regeneration when the
concentration of Kanamycin was at 10mg/ L. Comice’ was all dying when the concentration of Kanamycin was at 60mg/
L. Redifferentiation of the leaves was significant restrained when the concentration of Neomydn was at 10mg/ L. The
concentration of Neomycin w as at 40mg/ L, redifferentiation of the leaves was thoroughly inhibhited.
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