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Establishment of in vitro Regeneration System of Brassica campestris
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Abstract
[ Method | Cotyledon with petiole of B.campestris L.were used as explants,two kinds of hormones TDZ and NAA were used in vitro tissue culture.

[ Result ] The induction rate on the 1/2 MS+TDZ 3.0 mg/L. +NAA 0.1 mg/L medium was the highest,the induction rate was 9.8% ,and the most
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[ Objective ] To establish the in vitro regeneration system of B.campestris L.,and to improve the efficiency of biotechnology breeding.

suitable medium for rooting was MS+NAA 0.2 mg/L.[ Conclusion ] This research provided basis for the research on biotechnology breeding.
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Table 1 Comparison of the treatments of different hormone concentra-

tions in differentiated medium mg/L
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AbRG TDZ NAA AgNO,
Treatment code

T, 1.0 0.01 5.0
T, 1.0 0.05 5.0
T, 1.0 0.10 5.0
T, 2.0 0.01 5.0
T, 2.0 0.05 5.0
T, 2.0 0.10 5.0
T, 3.0 0.01 5.0
T, 3.0 0.05 5.0
T, 3.0 0.10 5.0
MR (CK) 0 0 0
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Table 2 Effects of different concentrations of hormones on the differ-

entiation
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Fig.1 Effects of different concentrations of hormones on the differentiation
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Note : A.Regenerated bud ; B.Regenerated plant ; C.Rooting of regenerated bud ; D.Rooting effect of different concentrations of NAA ; E.Domesticated plantlet
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Fig.2 Effects of different hormone concentrations on rooting
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