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TR TR R T (Roberts, 1973) , A K, R B RE ek 435, —&
TAEH G xt e REpF o R AR BT T B (EBIES%, 1991 a. b; Chacko et al, 1971;
Corbineau et al, 1988; Patil et al, 1986), B}k ft 8 B b F 2 B K B AL, B A%
R, T RE LB MEREELSFHTFHEMEAERKAXE (Austin, 1972).
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12 MFEKE ZFLERHEKBHNAE

BIBMFIIRGE, T 105C BAEPHRT 4h RABUSERITESKE. ¥ 10 5 f
TEMBEKZE, HTERE(IScmx9cmx5cm) H, MEMWAT 28 ~ 30 CH # &
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10 BLAPF A F MR 25, FIR T FARKRR T REAKS, SLEIFRE, B hy)wstE,
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W F 4B R, T AR, RAGHFAER A, RAETEHRETURERA
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1.6 FTAMEARSBYIE

# Bradford(1976) F .
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WHARE “BEFEE HFETFEHEREA, H0.1% HegCl, % 15 min, BF 52 C #ik
AL 15min, BARFERIER, RERFFHFEEAS, AXRBEKKL 05h, BEMHFRE
K4, BRBOKGE SR F A, RABHESG, EER/EF21HRZ0.2~0.4 mm K/
L, FI5C K, £— R RIENERFRFREYESHE, FERH FERPHATR
HAMEHE.
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80% “BKE"F THEMBRLFERENRTRMIBH AR, ~LHFHREZERK
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“EHFFERHFHEKETE 110 ~126 DAA(EERE) ABTHEGEED. 110 ~120
DAAMM T RFRME R GGG HEE B LA, RYMH T4 120 DAANE X EL2 M
. 126 DAA AR LB FF IR Bk bR £ AR IER.

£1 “‘BEFEEHFRESEBISAKR. EFERFLEHESENTH
HRERE/d

100 110 120 126

KIFEHE % 90 90 100 100

HIEBEE /% 0.54 0.31 5.83 5.90
EKE /% 73.7 61.4 48.8 46.1
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R =
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B 7E 100 ~ 110 DAA FREEBEHERK, =
Wi BT 4 K & B 7E Sk A 4k R K H
110 ~ 120 DAA £ # 3 & K R 4 4 K1, - :
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D. TR, #FEeRRn, REKSBRETHEEEL S RIFIEM.
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“RFET"MTIE 100 ~ 126 DAA I, RIHF o — EREESE, BRABFTERE
FasREE.
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KRBEUERARREH EFHEE"HFTER Q8 ~33C )P BT, BAREH X
KEEURAE. 7ERCT 8 RN, FHF S KETRRERGE2) .M TRFRUES KRN TR
AR B FEAE (3R 3) . HURFHREE 50% WK R VIR BOIE&/KE, W 100 DAA 8
Pl R BFES KB 40% ~ 53% Z [, 110 DAA ) # F 2% 31%, i 120 DAA #1126
DAA M THEAK, 404 30%. TR, REKRT B F 73 B A SREAS R, &3 E
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£2 TRAREMPBN EFET" HTESSRTIETEXKBROEN

TEE A/ BT RH /d
0 2 3 4 6 8
100 73.7 55.5 53.1 40.4 27.3 31.4
110 61.4 39.1 35.2 31.3 18.5 15.7
120 48.8 34.2 31.1 30.0 28.1 19.2
126 46.1 35.9 30.2 28.9 20.6 18.5

£33 TRAREHHEN EFETHFESSBETURREFRNEN

HEFEK/d bE X% /d
0 2 3 4 6 8
100 90 100 70 30 0 0
110 90 90 80 50 0 0
120 100 100 90 50 0 0
126 100 70 50 20 0 0
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BREZEHRBARREN EFHFLE M FEL 0005% ABA 43 24h 5, A E B K
W FhFREER, ARKERT, BAXBEKAL 0.5 h, BREFFREKD, R BHEM
HRHFERT. R AIAL ABA BMEMFF. FREY, ABALEAFFEAKERERR
JITRRAR, AR A BRI R F KR K, 4 ABA 4b 3 /5 BT 6 XY 100,110 A0
120 DAA B FF 2 51E 60%, 10% B 10% By & ZE3E, T R R A K Sr) xf BB # ) 58
LRRAETS (F34).

F4 TRLEHBN EFET HTLABALBERTZSHTEERPRFXZNEYL

165 Fx/d HTRE/d
0 2 4 6 8
100 80 70 60 60 0
110 88 63 50 10 0
120 100 100 90 10 0
126 100 100 40 0 0
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FeEETIERF (BKEN 74.7%) B R4S P4R R 1w, B 466 8 Sk 4
HHEAT, WEESP BT RITE, 10 Rl Wi & RE & 2.7%, B # N BE K, TR
HEEREF. ERPIEHAMMFEFHRTKN, HBETHEERK, BAFAEY, SHHE
THE. BAFELERMFINHE. RETRBHEEI, BF 20% fhTHE (ES).

RS WEHEFET WHTLEISCT TTEREPREHBR

TR /d REEH % YEsE /g TR KR %

0 100 4.78 0

10 100 4.54 2.7

30 100 4.07 12.4
180 94 324 276
240 80 311 399
270 75 278 54.2
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EEHMFEXENENERFBEREARN SR, HHE SR & Rt ol ER7E B
KTREEREE, BERF—LRKTRE2RAE, RIS TR (EFEERRSR). KE
AR SE AR, R E R ROKE &, B E A R U N (Bewley et al, 1985). Farrant %5 (1988)
AR THRBIBT, ST KRS TP, AT FBORP T K4 o 34K 8 L4558 ha.
S5EFEHRMFAR, “HFEFEHFETRAN (120 DAA), IBRHEORMEHKSE
BmHARBER KT, XETAS5/HFH ARG A AR Bk, i EFF
TR TRERANERE ECFHEWS. B AFFEHTFEBN AT IR PR
PRAELSRERE, BRA Bo - MBS, WERARELER L0 HRTFiTH SR
HRMARRS (Bewley et al, 1985), Bk, BR‘EFFE HFERBN BT 5H30H X
BB, HE R RBE RN, M FHALBRMETR. HERERINEFEF
TR TREBEEABRE S, B EERG MK HERT, el F 386 48 b BUA 1
R, #H—BSRAFRITEESESH LB, HREEREERBR ARG T T4k 55817,

HHFHEE"HTIAR, KRE"FMFERBARELSEET AR AR, HR
PP LEATRBERFHE T HRHE, ERBERNTLZTIRELBER (FREE
W) .

ABA IR EERF FH R LB, AXEREY, ABALHEBRKEFFLE T
(B 5 R LR B AR ) B JIR /K SRR A , (36 B3 30 o) S 2 b - 1 R T BRI o - 3 6 K Y R
. Hit, R ERM TR BRI S HESR EFRT SHIIHXH - SEE A
WAE XK, X—5 5 Begak 5 (1984) 7E0 # 4 i B M Rp 7 L BTG 4504 0.
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CHARACTERISTICS OF DEVELOPMENT AND
STORAGE OF MANGO SEEDS

Wang Xiaofeng' Fu Jiarui?
(1 Dept. of Biology, South China Agr. Univ., 510642, Guangzhou;
2 School of life Science, Zhongshan University)

Abstract Germination percentage and fresh weight of seedlings of Xiamao mango’
seeds increased markedly between 110~120 days after anthesis (DAA) during
development. This showed that seeds maturated at 120 DAA.During this period,the
bound water and soluble protein content of the seeds increased and these changes

were related to the start of seed germination.No cell division of radicle cells was ob-
served during development and this showed that the germination process did not fin-

ish on the mother plant. However, seeds could continue germinating under condi-
tions of no supplemental water supply after being separated from their endocarps.
Vivipary was observed in the seeds of ‘Autumn mango’. Desiccation sensitivity of
mango seeds decreased after treatment with ABA. It was inferred that the reason of
recalcitrance of mango seeds was that seeds began to germinate after maturation dur-
ing development on the mother plant.
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