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Rapid Multiplication of Euonymus Fortunei

ZHANG Hui-ying XUE Yan-xia HUANG Ge
(College of Agriculture, Guangxi University, Nanning Guangxi 53004 China)

Abstract; T he materials were axillary buds of Euonymus Fortunei. It was studied that the effect of cytokinin. different

concentration of 6-BA and different concentration of sugar on buds multiplicating of Euwonymus Fortunei, the effect of
different Auxine on test-tube plantlet rooting of Euonymus Fortunei. The results indicated: MS+ 6-BA 1 mg/ L+NAA
0.1mg/ L were the best Culture mediumare of buds multiplicating; the best concentration of sugar of test-tube plantlet
multiplicating were 8%4; the best Culture mediumare of rooting were 1/2 MS—+IAA 0.3 mg/ L.
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Study on Tissue Culture of Bud Regeneration of the
Different Explants of Lyciam barbarum

GUO Hui', SHEN Ning-dong
(1. Qinghai Nomal University, Xining Qinghai 810008 China; 2. Agriculture and Animal Husbandry College of Qinghai University, Xining
Qinghai 810016 China)

Abstract; Bud regeneration on the different explants grow th regulators and explants growth period in the tissue culture of
Lycium barbarum were investigated. The results showed: when the stem apex of Lycium barbarum was used as
explants. The effect of the bud regeneration was best, the bud regeneration rate was 65.2%. Stem cutting was bet ter,
it’ s bud regeneration rate was 44.2%. The leaf can not be regenerated into bud. In tissue culture, the explants were
taken in May, the effect on the regeneration was best. When BA or KT was put into the medium with separate concen-
tration of 0.1 ~1.0mg/ L and 0.1 ~1.5mg/ L, it promoted bud regeneration. BA 1.0 mg/ L. was the best conentration.
When BA or KT was cwmbined with IBA in the medium. The inducing effect to bud of combination was superior to that
of BA or KT was used solely. The optimum combination was IBA 0.5 mg/ L and BA 1.0mg/ L.

Key words: Lyciam barbarum 1..; Tissue culture; Bud regeneration

170



