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Table 1 Hfect of NAA and BA on induction Table 2 Effect of NaCl concertration on
of adventi tious bud adventitious bud regeneration
BA NAA No. of No. of Percentage of No. of No. of Percentage of
(mg* (mg sted " e NaCl (%) tod iy
1 I- ]) tre ate regeneration regeneration treated regeneration regeneration
L™ leaves leaves (%) leaves leaves (%)
0 0 30 0 0 Control 0 5 83.3 a
0.1 30 0 0 0.1 0 66 73.3 a
0.2 30 0 0 0.3 0] 2 46.6 b
0.5 30 0 0 0.5 0 15 16.6 ¢
0.5 0 30 0 0 1.0 0 3 3.3d
0.1 30 4 13.3 Duncan ,
0.2 30 14 46. 6 ’ 50,
0.5 30 7 2.3
Note: The data were tested with Duncan SR, the same
Lo v 0 0 letters indicate diff le, different 1
0.1 0 13 83 etters indicate differences are unnotable, different lerrers mean
0.2 0 18 6.0 differences are significant at 5% level. The same below.
0.5 30 10 33.3
3 Y
2.0 0 30 0 0
0.1 0 10 3.3 Table 3 Fffect of ¥- rays dose on advertitions
0.2 30 25 3.3 bud regeneratim
0.5 30 12 40.0 v
4.0 0 30 0 0 ¥ rays dose No. ((;f No. of‘ . Pfcrccntagt?o-f
0.1 0 3 10.0 (kR) tre ate regeneration  of regeneration
leaves leaves (%)
0.2 0 6 2.0 Control 90 75 83.3 a
0.5 Sl 5 16.6 3 0 71 78.8 a
1% 5 [*9] 49 54.4 b
Note: The data in table were analysized with double factor 10 0 31 34.4 ¢
variance method, differences are significant at 1% level. 15 90 13 14.4 d
2.2.2 ¥ Y ,
MS+ BA 2.0 mg*L” '+ NAA 0.2 mg*L' ,
3 5 kR , 10kR
, s S5kR v
2.2.3 SkRY MS+
BA 2. 0mg* L™ '+ NAA 0. 2 mg* L™ '+ NaCl 0. 5% \
NaCl R
, NaCl , “
7 , 0. 5% NaCl NaCl  MS+ BA

2.0 mg°L” '+ NAA 0.2 mg°L ' , 0. 5% NaCl



5 : 471

0.5% NaCl , 4 Nadl
0. 7% Table4 Effect of NaCl concentration on adventitions
’ ’ bud variant fre quency
NaCl 1% NaCl
) ) :‘rdys NaCl  No. of No. of Variant
, 0.5% NaCl weatment (%) freated yarint f;q';y
NaCl s Conirol 0.5 900 21 2.3
0. 7% 1% NaCl 0.7 00 10 1.1
1.0 00 4 0.4
¥ 5 kR 0.5 900 31 3.4
0. 5% 0.7 900 24 2.6
0.7% 1.0% NaCl 4 1.0 %00 20 >z
’ ¥ Variance analysis
, 1. 0% ,
0.44%, Y 2. 2%
2.2.4 0.5% 0.7% 1. 0% NaCl
NaCl NaCl ,
, 0.5% NaCl 10d
NaCl . )
0.7% 1% NaCl , , 0. 5% NaCl
, 75. 23 mg* g ! 744. 83 mg* g !
9352.8mgrg |, K* Na' Omgeg | 41.25mgrg 88. 93 mg*
g ! 525.66mg g 2383.5mg g ' 33.25 mg g ' 0.708 mgeg ',
, , K* Na*
1 . / . , 1987, 5 (3): 34~ 36

, 1999, (6): 2~ B

Selection of Salt tolerance Variants from China Pink
Wang Changquanl, Song Hengl, Wang Xifeng2, and Wang Feng2
( 'Department of Basical Construction, Zibo University, Zibo 2550005 2Landscape Architecture Managment Bureau,
Zhangdian Distict, Zibo 255000)

Abstract: We induced adventitious buds from the leaves of China pink, MS+ BA 2.0 mg* L™ '+ NAA 0.2 mg®
L™ " was the best medium for adventitious bud regeneration. ¥- mys were used as mutagens Lo select sal tolerance variarts
from adventitious buds, the variants tolerated to 0. 5%, 0.7% , 1% NaCl was established, preliminary identification
was conducted on the variants.
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