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Rapid Propagation of Lippia triphylla
by the Explants Adopted Differently
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( School of Agriculture and Biology, Shanghai Jiaotong Univ., Shanghai 201101, China)

Abstract: The impact on the effect of sterilizg, ' control of browned and bud induction by the time and part of plant for selecting
explants had been studied. The result indicated that the effect of sterilize and control of browned would be better if the axillary was
adopted during the 4~5* month of the year, with the rate of pollution under 8.94% and the rate of browned under 7% respectively;
When the new sprout stems located in the 2~3" burl of plant was selected as explants and were cultured in the MS+6-BA 1.0
mg-L™ + IBA 0.1~0.3 mg-L~' medium for bud axillary induction, the buds grew normally and multiplicated quickly, with the
multiplication coefficient being 3 when the buds were transferred every 20 days.
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Table 1 The impact on the effect of sterilize and control of browned by the different time for adopting explants

BCFTR ) ERE SR
Time to adopt buds No. of grow No. of pollution No. of browned No. of the valid stems
4H 100 7 4 89
5H 100 6 7 ' 87
68 100 16 33 51
22 MFE®
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Table 2 The bud induction effect of different time for adopting explants

EUBT e (6] “BRE BEFREE AREH
Time to adopt buds No. of grow No. of bourgeoning No. of the valid seedling
4A 89 229A 170A
5H 87 221A 164A
6H 51 87 C 63 C

#:ABC AL EN P0.01,RFAEFER,
Notes:"A,B,C indicate significant difference level at 0.01 level.
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Table 3 Effect of induction of bud adopted from dlfferent part of plant

EEF TR T W 2 B HYE 52X Multiplication 3

Time to adopt bud _Part for adopting bud  No. of grow No. of bourgeomng coefﬁme,nt valld seedling
1 ZEY 24 55 B 23 ° 21 B
45 2 =EH 24 T2A 3.0 64A
3 KW 25 80A 32 67A
4 EW 16 2 C 1.36 18 B
1 = 23 52 B 2.26 19 B
sH 2 EY 24 76A 3.17 66A
3 ZEY 25 T6A 3.04 65A
4 EY 15 17 C 1.13 14 B

1 A 18 31A 1.7 15 B C
68 %) 14 34A 2.42 29A
3 OEW 13 19 B 1.46 16 B

4 ZEA 6 3 C 0.5 3 C

7#:AB,C A FREE P00 K FHUEFER,
Notes; A,B,C indicate significant difference level at 0.01 level,
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