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Effect of Mediums and subculture time on callns induction and bnd differentiation of tomato leaf

BI Jan - shui', LI Cui - cui’, XU Li - li* (1 Laiyang Agricultural Bureau, Laiyang 265200, China; 2 School of life
science, QAU; 3 School of Plant Protection, QAU,266109)

Abstract; The optimal mediums and subculture time of two tomatoes species ( yinghong, JO7) for tissue culture were stndied
in this article. The result indicated that the explants of yinghong leaf blade were induced to buds directly stronger in modified
MS medium adding 1. Omg/L 6 — BA and 0. 1mg/L 1AA than other mediums and browning was lighter taking 12d as subcul-
ture time; the optimal medium for explants differentiation of JO7 leaf blade was modified MS medium adding 1. Omg/L 6 -
BA and 0. 2mg/L IAA and optimal subculture time was 20d.
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