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Table 1 Different combinations of sterilization

JH 15 (8] /min Sterilization time

Trfjfent Rl 0. 147k 5V U A R A
75%alcohol  0.1% mercuric chloride 5% NaClO
1 0.5 3 6
2 0.5 10 0
3 0.5 10 4
4 1.0 8 6
5 1.0 10 0
6 1.0 10 1
7 3.0 8 6
8 3.0 10 0
9 3.0 10 4
1.2.2 KBEHARGHFF KO KENREFR

BT HEAE & o %2, a0 B ACE L, B4 1
FRIL 20 mL 2247, FR 35 3R 3LV HIBE [ )5, 72 T e
BRSOl © A 3 58 1Y Fp T B B 3RO L A
FEFR LN T 20 R+ $B 8 56 5 s FH & 0 s
K5 % MALGE o A br 12 I A © R WY i 2 25 K e
o MR RAR TR R AR 14 dGRE R ETE 27C,

5 — A5 A 20 5 e A ) AR T R
WEHR R LA MR SE A S A 4l 40 Ab B 4%
o BR300 ) SE BG4 o 3 4 4B
ML, ¥ H B [ 5 5 doe AR A B A5 14 1 7K R R 24
Pl 4B T3CAE b B A 35 3% LN L 20 AR+,
R SE eI B O BORE B 3% AL 4L AR i O

WELE 27C,
1.2.3 &4 H53% 14 d . HEGS A AL
TOKAEF TG A LR A K AE O I Sk A A
LU 1500 3 S e T R
2 BERGH
2.1 AEHEELHEFRESEGARA

B Fh 70 AL RS BE AR B R RO b R
14 da R miGHR K H ., mE 2 M6
b PR ED 75 %K 1 min+0. 1% FF5R 10 min+
5% AR 4 min AHRAEM TR FEA A, i@
FIRFE 73% M HPEEFE R oA D, hFk
TV 5 7 28 B — o B 3k HLVE R ) K 2
X o R 7 2 R AR R AT R KR R 19 35 g 2T

S B B0 VR T . R 75 06 B ORS b B
12

B[R] da < 2% 52 i ) R A £ %L T 500 1 K AL
FR M AT 0. 106 1 TH oK XF Fb 7 1 T8 B A2 B 7 AR

=
=AU

P B AR 2 A 320 A A5 B 9 s 41 4L

Fig. 1 The callus on best sterilization combination
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Table 2 The callus of different

sterilization treatment

MR @i R R

Callus growth Contamination

Treatment  Embryo Callus
rate rate
1 200 108 54 10
2 200 110 55 30
3 200 116 58 20
4 200 120 60 0
5 200 128 64 20
6 200 146 73 0
7 200 112 56 0
8 200 98 49 10
9 200 74 37 0
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Fig. 2 Callus on B; medium
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Table 3 The callus of different medium
i Ak Y Y R A AR/ % PR/ %
Medium Embryo Callus Callus growth rate Contamination rate
B; 200 140 70.0 0
MS 200 123 61.5 10
NMB 200 126 63.0 20
Ns 200 118 59.0 10
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