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Abstract. Medicinal plants are an important part of traditional Chinese medicine and the demand for me—
dicinal plants in our country is tremendous.Tissue culture is a breakthrough in the traditional propagation
of medicinal plants which enables medicinal plants with low or no sexual reproduction to breed new plants
without the restriction of time and space.lt can provide resource seedlings for large—scale and standardized
production of medicinal plants to prevent variety degradation and optimize varieties preserve endangered
medicinal plant germplasm resources and prevent species extinction as well as to protect biodiversity. This
article summarized the current situation of rapid propagation of medicinal plants tissue culture of rare and
endangered medicinal plants and discussed the development direction and application significance of me—
dicinal tissue culture.
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