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A:MS + KT'2 mg + NAA 0.02 mg + PVP 100
mg + ¥ 35 g;

B:MS + 6-BA 1 mg + NAA 0.02 mg + PVP 100
mg + ¥ 35 g; ,

C:MS + KT2mg + 6-BA 1 mg + NAA 0.02 mg
+ PVP 100 mg + ¥% 35 g;

D:MS + KT 3 mg + NAA 0.02 mg + PVP 100
mg + ¥ 35 g;

E:MS + 6-BA 1.5 mg + NAA0.02 mg + PVP
100 mg +¥% 35 ¢.
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MS + NAA 0.1 mg+ ¥ 40 g.

FRARFREY S ¢ RAMEL, pH 5.8.
1.2.2 3¥5&4 BE26~ 28 °C ;8K 2000
Ix,10 h.
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Tab. 1 The multiple comparisons based on the sum

of arc sin variation rates in 5 treatments

LLE: Ty Ty TpT; T T, Iy T,
A 581.29
B 672.17 -90.88
C 444.25 137.4% 27,2
D 89%.52 -315.23" -224.53™ -452.27%
E 638.61 -5.72 34.16 -193.76™ 258.51™

CDEFERBEM (L.S.Dygs=114.40; L.S.Dy g = 151.52

g —Fp b B IESZE ) P R 8 &4t
HEREERNFHBETHRSH N A 23.65%, B
30.64%,C 14.29% ,D 49.70% ,E 27.29% . K/NEJF
H:D>B>E>A>C. NEMBIE, BMEKTA
FRWE . A DKM EKTRE (KT 3 mg/L), 4
SHEWME R ;4 B(6-BA 1.0 mg/L) 543 E(6-
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Tab. 2 The chlorophyll (mg:g') of
differentiated bud in 5 treatments

B w(MERa)  w(HEED) H[MHERE(a+b)]
A 97.29 50.32 147.61
B 187.29 74.22 261.51
C 174.43 14448 316.91
D 162.13 134.05 296.18
E 160.81 132.96 293.77
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Z24dHEERBARRBERERZ 24 4,3t
BULRBL S HENW, F=9.83"" it A =7
REE BHTHEEHERY, SFLEIAZE 18 .
A EEHR Y BBE N A 43.72,B 46.39, C
38.33,D 19.28,E 30.16. K/MNREFHA B>A>C>E>
D. ZHHBRERIFE 3.
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Tab. 3 The multiple comparisons based on the sum

of foot number in 5 treatments with promoting rooting 24 d

4bxd I, TyT, Ty T, Te T, Tp T,
A 787
B 835 -48
C 690 97 145
D 347 440™  488* 343
E 543 244* 3927 147 - 196

DEAEFRZEME L.S.Dygs=181.39; L.S. Dy = 241.03
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Tab. 4 The multiple comparisons based on the sum

of individual seedling fresh weight (mg) in 5 treatments

43 i Ty T, TyT: Teli Tyl
A 1643.13

B 1470.42 172.71

C  1400.42 242.71* 70.00

D 1228.00 415.13™ 242.42*  172.42

E  1367.65 275.48" 102.77 32.92  -139.65

&A% H ZEAH.L.S. Dy = 185.50; L.S. Dy =245.71
K5 SHLEBREEYTRE(mg) 2MEELEY
Tab. 5 The multiple comparisons based on the sum of
individual seedling dry weight in 5 treatment

A7 T; Ty T, Ty T, IcT; Iy T,

A 136.33

B 124.19 12.14

C 125.02 11.31* -0.80

D 95.49 40.48™  28.70™ 29.42*

E 109.44 26.89™ 14.75 15.58 -13.95
1) & F £ FRFME:L.S Dyos=16.62; L.S. Dy = 22.01
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The Effect of Different Hormone in Sugarcane
( Saccharum officinarum L.) Tissue Culture

CHEN Biao', LIANG Jia-xian', CHEN Wei-dong’, WANG Run-hua’
(1. Biotechnology Centre, Zhanjiang Ocean University, Zhanjiang 524088, China;
2.Dept. of Agronomy, South China Agricultural University, Guangzhou 510642, China)

Abstract; PVP was added to different media to prevent the tissue from brown-tumning. The comparisions were made among

the hormone on the planted number, variation rate, root number, fresh and dry weights and chlorophyll content. The result

showed that mixture of KT and 6-BA with high concentration not only favored the shoot differentiation but also improved

the quality of plantlets.
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