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DIFFERENTIAL RESPONSES OF TOMATO CALLI TO
Pseudomonas solanacearum AND ITS PLATECULTURAL FILTRATES

Wang Guoping1 Wu Dinghua1 Zeng Xialnming2
(1 Dept. of Horticultures South China Agric. Univ., Guangzhou 510642
2 College of Resources and Environment, Sonth China A gric. Univ. )

Abstract

The responses of calli derived from five tomato genotypes to the bacterial suspensions and the
platecultural filtrates of Pseudomonas solanacearum were studied. The calli from resistant
genotypes w ere sensitive, w hich brow ned rapidly and collapsed heavily, in comparision with that
from susceptible ones. The invitro resistances showed a tendency to be contrary to the resis-

tances infield.
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