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Abstract Somatic embryogenesis and plant regeneration ability of Picea were affected by many factors.One of the important reasons for the
difficulty of somatic embryo germination is that somatic embryo does not go through a complete maturation process.The maturation of somatic
embryos is influenced by many factors, including physical factors, sugars, peg, genotypes, plant growth regulators, maturation time, and vari-
ous ions. Through the factors affecting the maturation of somatic embryos,the real mature and synchronous germination of somatic embryos of
Picea were described, which could be used to improve the yield and quality of somatic embryos of Picea and to carry out industrial seedling rai-

sing.
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