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Abstract; During the study of molecular biology research in cabbage by using SSR technology, The first step was to ex-

plore much more SSR primers suitable to cabbage(C genome) and screen the optimized the PCR appropriate PCR condi-

tions. In present study,we collected 78 pairs of SSR primers developed in different Brassica crops and explored the gen-

eral use of these primer sets in cabbage with 3 random selected materials. Results showed that 11 among them had

difference,and 5 pairs of primers showed no difference but had clear bands.
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A Preliminary Study of Prunus mume in Vitro Propagation

TAN Zhi-gang' ,CHEN Hong' ,ZHANG Lv-ping® ,CHENG Xiu-zhi'
(1. Research Institute for Fruit Resources of Karst Mountain Region of Guizhou University, Guiyang, Guizhou 550025; 2. Pomology Research

Institute of Guizhou,Guiyang Guizhou 550100)

Abstract: Using better single plant (Qian Li NO. 1) from Prunus mume as materials,explants sterilization, and prolifera-

tion culture of axillary buds were studied. The results showed that the optimal sterilization time of explant was about 8
minutes with 0, 1% HgCl, ,and its survival rate was 75%. The basal medium of of axillary buds was WPM. The best
medium for and proliferation of axillary buds was WPM+1. 0 mg/L 6-BA+0. 5 mg/L. NAA+1. 0 mg/L. GA; ,and its ef-

fective multiplication coefficient was 1. 51.
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