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Establishmengt of Regeneration System and Callus Inducement
in Seed of Ziifolium repens Linn

JIN Zhong -min SHA Wei ZHANG Yanfu SUN Wei 1LIU Wenrjing
(College of life Science and Agriculture and Forestry, Qigihaer U niversity, Qiqihaer, Heilongjiang 161006)
Abstract; The seed of the Tifolium repens was taken as the explants and studied the effects of different hormone cwm-
positions on callus induction, plantlet regeneration and plant roots. The results showed that MS+2 4D 2.0 mg/L
were better for callus induction,and MS+6-BA 2.0 mg/ +NAA 0.3 mg/ I, the regeneration frequence was the high-
est, about 61.25%. The rooting rate reached 100%; in 1/2MS+IBA 0.3 mg/ L+NAA 0.3 mg/ L. The best regenera-
tion system had laid a sound foundation for the subsequent regeneration of transgenic research.
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