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Effects of Medium and External Hormone on Inducing, Gowth and
Clorophyll Cntent of Ginkgo biloba Callus -

CUI Gang, TANG Lei, WANG Wu"
(State Key Laboratory of Food Science and Technology,Jiangnan University, Wuxi 214122 ,China)

Abstract;In this manuscript, the Ginkgo biloba embryo was used as explant for callus induction
experiment, Calli were induced from embryos on MS, WS and White medium supplied with
various hormone combinations of 2, 4-D, NAA, KT and BA. The induction, growth and
chlorophyll content of Ginkgo biloba callus were systematically studied. The results listed as
follows: 1) MS medium was the best inducing medium for the Ginkgo biloba embryos; 2) The
effects of external hormone on-chlorophyll content were different and the order is KT, 6-BA,
NAA and 2,4-D; 3) 1/4 MS medium supplied with NAA 2 mg/L and KT 3 mg/L was the best
medium for its highest chlorophyll content.
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HERGXHE PREXRSGHERAIBRPER
WG RE RO 1R A BB R e A 08 & 4 A o R R O
A. HYGRERS5HAAEH RENBEAREF
MRS, HT =B EE. SRR, v
REMWERTHMESBZAFE—EXR. #im,

EABERERSBRPARMEAMNILEH

BAFYRRZEMR, HREE AR ERELLE
PFEERERER TR R RN T B HE—
PREEF-BRAEEEN. HEEHZEH
AHREREZ, ERENBREN PR EOH

FLMBRFFEMEYSEHR R BEERGHL

HBEESENZMGRRME. 1£5FM A MS 5
FHE WS HEFFE, White R ER N M EY K
R WMERKR:LLZRAEAZIRC,.4D) . E LR
(NAA) s RS R - 6-F B IR EIS (6-BA) (M B K
KDHEGER, BFERKRNABRIRRAGE
—BFEFIMAEB L. RBRHGHR. R LR
HERMBHHAAPHEZRETBOY M, Bit— P’
RETEGHLSOEE YR LT,

1 #HEF*

1.1 ##

BAERTF 2005 4 10 A B H LR KK A
B, BEXLGYNENHRERESNET (KL
WAL ILHEARIAR , L ERAR A o4,
1.2 RGALNES

BEHFE—-TAEHM TR IEEBRN P
FE. A T0OYMIEEERTEE 2 min, BAS 1~
2R 80 B S K ERMHB W I E 5 min, A
EEAMGE 2R FHEEELAR FREILEZTK
SCEXEAEGT AR HNHAH I IFRER, R
HRE, U1 BT o o R B A B M E 2, 4-D,
NAAKT.6-BAMIAREEEMN MS EFE LFESR
FHAEA,

B3 sA5.25 °C, X M8 14 h/BHE 10 h, B RR

B 2000 Lux, %S 15 d, 5 HH I 25 d.
1.3 AGALHNFESENEKENIE

M7 dEHERGHLANET R, AGd
HHFESFR=HAAGHRWIE AL/ EHER
SRS X100% ., WHRE=WKMRE—WKSE
HE '
1.4 HEETEUE

FRELO. 1g 5%, L 80 % IR B, 3% Arnon Jf
ERERHZE 2 bHERED, UV2000 & % 5
A W43 66 B R I, 43 B FE B K 663,645 nm &b
WERKED) ,HTRHE-HRERERE
(mg/L) =ca+cb=20. 2D + 8. 02Dgq; s H G {4 5
ENSE=0ENREXERBERXHBEMAS/
BEMEE,

2 ZX54#

2.1 BFERAMNAGAAES EKEHER
SENEm

HTHRBEFHIMEEBREERKTE R
BEFRZH HAIHART -—SREEMNIZERE,
Bp MS, WS #1 White 3558 2, Bt dy SME S E MR,
#1% NAA 2 mg/L +KT 3 mg/L. &2 0.3 1,

HEL1IATJHAMSESHREREF, WSKZ,
White i H BRI R RBE. HHX 3 MEHREN
YRR RREMS BN S BE HIERR
B&.% 3550 mg/L ,ij WS, White £Hl: &8
&, BB &4 5% 645 mg/L 1 368 mg/L. MS,
WSHREPAMMEANASAAR KN
Fe; SO, « 7TH,O f1 Na-EDTA, Jif White ([ H &
2. BEEN Fea(SO4)z B, WS THE®.

HIEER REAHGARESRERKRAE G -

FEPENE TR FHRBREAX . EE5AR
REMEKETRAN AR RELEKE R,
MHERHELE, BEA MSIERUTHERN
BRI,

1 EFRENOGEAAFS EKRHEXRSENER
Tab.1 Effect of medium on induction, growth and chlorophyll content

ERE/ % R

olkd e b mg 5 5 8/ (/) E KR

1—1 MS+NAA2+KT3 100 826. 6 0.070 [T R R A 4

1—2 WS+NAA2+KT3 50 610, 5 0,068 8 . 88%, . 5%

1-3 White+NAA2+KT3 30 564. 5 0. 049 B.3F 56
2.2 MSRERENRGEBAEFS . EKEHEER BWRERFEREREN 1/4.1/2 1 BB/ 1/4MS,
SEHEE 1/2MS 1 IMS #5355, HE R MR, A £ 5 MS 3%

REAFREWEER MS B ERBTEK

FEGEREMBRECHALAHZRIENEW.
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BRJF 5~10 d, BB BLAHL, AR — M AT
BRBERRAB, HF 20 dFEREERR, 25

dERFBHHATREHBE. MS RHERENK
HHRAER ERKEMHZESREHOEmILE 2,

%2 MSERREXNBGALES EKEHERSRNER
Tab, 2 Effect of MS concentration on the induction and growth of callus and chiorophyil content

BHREFHK #E ;3.3 LE-F 3

i FBA I/ (me/L) %/% me FRAB (/) MR

1-1 1/4MS+NAA2+KT3 95 1226.6 0.095 BHRE.NER, R0
1-1 1/4MS+NAA2+4+KT3 95 2829.5 0.112 BHim, KER, R
1-1 1/4MS+NAA2+KT3 100 1311.5 0. 101 BEHR. KEE. 56
1—2 1/2MS+NAA2+KT3 85 2110.5 0.078 BB, NERL RS
1—-2 1/2MS+NAA2+KT3 85 2242.4 0.077 BBE,NER L ER
1—2 1/2MS+NAA2+KT3 90 35716 0.075 BEE, KB . RE
1-3 1MS+NAA2+KT3 95 864.5 0. 059 LS8 N b AL
1—3 1IMS+NAA2+KT3 100 726.6 0.064 BEE, /MR RE
1—3 1IMS+NAAZ2+KT3 80 747.4 0. 068 BEEDFR BB

H13% 2 AT, 1/4MS+NAA2+KT3 414 9%
SEEH,EKBER, 1/4MS+NAA2+KT3S 4
ERINAGASH G ETERR . FTHRES I
3 1.03 mg/g, & 1/2MS+NAA2+KT3 il IMS+
NAA2+KT3 T & B A 134 {570 1.61 4%, &
HAGFREHEAT HERESBHEE MSEF
HEFEREMEMTREMRE, BT ERE 1/4MS
HHRENEMBRE, :
2.3 M ERENBGELEFS EKEHERES
Enm

BB EEREMARIBEOER
AUESEGAL.BERESHRAMEKENAR
NBEREFRRETF" L UTXRRALRKREMN
mMPSHEAE.

2.3.1 KT.2,4 D@4 aREF . LKA

BELITHYE BHAIE, THEFEEX. B

. PERBESHAGHAWIEERE—RAL

FHAZHER AEEFTRERE . BEEL.

ZPSMEE O JLUERREERHAGHER, ERE

BESONXUL., BFEEER TdEHEESE.H

RAEHAGESFEREMR. FRUNAGAR—K

FGE REE., AR EKHR, LA

GBI, BBE, BiE 3 TH,1/4MS+ KT
5mg/L+2,4D1mg/L AL ESERE EEM

BREHE A KBER. 1/4 MS+ KT 5 mg/L+
2,4 D2 mg/LAEHBGHAIHBREIEES,

EREBHEH.

%3 KT 24 DEAHEHEARES EKEHEXREBOXW
Tab.3 Effect of KT, 2,4-D combination on induction and growth of callus and chlorophyll centent

BHRETHE #"

ERE/ iR

il FRAIE/ (mg/L) /% mg R 5 8/ (mg/) R

1—1 1/4MS+ KT142,4—D0.5 45 1226.6 0.079 BHE, /NI, GE
1-2 1/4MS+ KT1+2,4—D1 95 884.7 0.058 Bmth . kBN, B%
1—3 1/4MS+ KTi1+2,4—D2 ©95 716. 8 0.075 BHiR /DR RE
1—4 1/4MS+ KT3+2,4—D0.5 55 2 230.5 0.074 BEE, NI, ARG
1—5 1/4MS+ KT3+2,4—D1 45 830, 3 0.098 BH, RN RE
1—6 1/4MS+ KT3+2,4—D2 55 737.6 0.061 BBE, DR RE
1—7 1/4MS+ KT5+2,4—D0.5 65 455.3 0.070 HEE, MRS
1—8 1/4MS+ KT5+2,4—D1 100 3214.6 0.076 AT KPE, AR
1-9 1/4MS+ KT5+2,4—D2 40 2324,8 0.116 B, KEH .26

BEXAHERBE - HRGHASIHGES
B¥ gk KT>2,4D. BHEHE:1/4MS+5 mg/
L KT +2 mg/L 2,4-D,

2.3.2 KT.NAA4SHEBHAZFEF LKA
A4 ¥¥Ym FRURAML, Z4ESRE,
BHEHBER  ERFEFER, EKBK, BG4
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dFFEBR b, BGEALH L, EHEE L BIG
., 1/4MS+1 mg/L KT+ 2 mg/L NAA.1/4MS
+ 3 mg/L KT+ 2 mg/L NAA,1/4MS+ 3 mg/L
KT+ 3 mg/L NAA,1/4MS+ 5 mg/L KT+ 3
mg/L NAA B AEREFHEFRE, K 1/4MS+ 5
mg/L KT+3 mg/L NAA & ESRGAREBR
GOREENEFHFRE,1/4MS+ 3 mg/L KT

T 1mg/L NAA A K BB R, £ H MR %
. RUASRRER 15 dEEEKBERR,20
dURAERKERRE, 25 d BAASHARFRE
#72, 1/4MS+1 mg/L KT+3 mg/L NAA #
R HEZXFHERBE HAHHAAFHEES
BYW KT >NAA, B#EH4:1/4MS+ 3 mg/L
KT+ 2 mg/L NAA, L% 4,

4 KT NAAAAMOGHARTS ERKEHERSRHE W
Tab.4 Effect of KT,NAA combination on induction and growth of callus and chlorophyll content

BFEPHMAK ik

EkE/ MR

we B R/ (mg/L) /% mg BB/ (me/) ERHR

2—1 1/4MS+ KT1+ NAAI 35 1847.8 0.083 HE, BB, SR
2—2 1/4MS+ KT1+ NAA2 100 4 020.3 0. 068 BHm, KPR, &6
2—3 1/4MS+ KT1+ NAA3 75 2290.9 0.074 BN, KER, &0
2—4 1/4MS+ KT3+ NAAl 35 5 396, 0 0.087 B, KR, 86
2—5 1/4MS+ KT3+ NAA2 100 2 294,0 0.129 BHn,. KER &6
2—6 1/4MS+ KT3+ NAA3 100 2 705.3 0. 066 BHn, KER, &6
2—7 1/4MS+ KT5+ NAAL 75 2 207.7 0.067 BHm, KB, 26
2—8 1/4MS+ KT5+ NAA2 60 2 004. 6 0. 068. BN, KER,. &6
2—9 1/4MS+ KT5+ NAA3 100 2192.8 0.092 BEE, KFH, 56

2.3.3 6-BA 2,4DALHBHALREF . LKA
HoELENYn HARAESAGHARNR, B
i 2 d FERFREX ok, BHEEE, U
REAAE,LPEIRGAE. AHALNHEK
PEHEHARE. 10dEATREEAK,15 d
EAEKEEME,20 d B AA AR FEER
2,25 d W&, 0 1/4MS+2 mg/L BA+0.5
mg/L 2,4-D, il A LUE R BIFMARBER

F. 1/4MS+ 1 mg/L BA+0.5 mg/L 2,4-D i 4
XAERH. 1/4MS+3 mg/L BA+0.5 mg/L 2,
4DFEFAGALARE,. BIEEF - REENFES
BEFEE., 1/4MS+ 1 mg/L BA +0.5 mg/L 2,4-D
HWEKBRA,REEMAREHRE. AETHH
ZRBHMEESEMNEMEARN 6BA>2,4-
D, B&{FEHAE:1/4MS+1 mg/L 6-BA+0.5 mg/L
2,4-D, %S5,

£5 6BA2ADAAHAGARES A KEHEXSRHEM
Tab.§ Effect of 6-BA, 2,4-D combination on induction and growth of callus and chlorophyll content

ol RER L oL 2% o REAR tmg/e ERWER

3—1 1/4MS+ BA1+42,4—D0.5 85 4954.3 0.084 BEN, KB, &G
3—2 1/4MS+ BA1+2,4—D1 35 2 475.5 0. 058 BEE, /NI &S
3—3 1/4MS+ BA1+2,4—D2 95 2 655. 4 0. 060 BHH, KB, %%
3—4 1/4MS+ BA2+2,4—D0.5 65 3781.7 0. 044 L3R /AN ik A )
3—5 1/4MS+ BA2+2,4—D1 45 1632.5 0. 058 B, NER, S
3—6 1/4MS+ BA2+2,4—D2 55 1764.8 0. 062 BHH, KER, &6
3—7 1/4MS+ BA3+2,4—D0.5 100 3998.7 0.036 Bon, KEH &6
3—8 1/4MS+ BA3+2,4—D1 45 2 374.6 0.036 BEENTR.EE
3—9 1/4MS+ BA3+2,4—D2 95 2 334.1 0.028 B, KPR B

2.3.4 6BANNAAUGASHEBHAREF. LKA MABGARFHREETRBREF. 1/4MS+ 1 mg/L

HRELEGOYR SH3AHK.BESMEKE
R.BGALRGHR, EABREIRRE, AHAK
BREFTdEREKEER,20d UEEKEE
HWig.25 A ASHABRE.BHEESEE
FARK. 1/4MS+1 mg/LBA +1 mg/LNAA R

BA + 3 mg/L NAA.1/4MS+ 3 mg/LBA + 3
mg/LNAA HHERFHFE R, REHNESHH#
#,1/4MS+3 mg/L BA+ 1 mg/L NAA £ K B &
O REEMARERE, '
HMEZHHEREH . HAGARDHZEES
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BE WY 6BA> NAA; BAEMA N 1/AMS+1

mg/L BA +1 mg/L NAA, L% 6,

%6 GBANAAAEURGELER EKRHEREGENES
Tab,.6 Effect of 6-BA . NAA combination on induction and growth of callus and chlorophyll content

B EPRER #

ERE/ L

®5 R I/ (mg/L) #/% mg A (mg/e) LKW

4—1 1/4MS+ BA14+ NAAI 90 3387.1 0.092 BEE DB, &R
4—2 1/4MS+ BA1+ NAA2 50 22 751.8 0.076 g, KBE, &R
4-3 1/4MS+ BA1+ NAA3 100 2622.8 0.083 B, KB, &R
4—4 1/4MS+ BA2+ NAA1 50 2 049.6 0. 082 BGR, KPR, R
4—5 1/4MS+ BA2+ NAA2 80 3678.8 0. 079 BERE. NGBS
4—6 1/4MS+ BA2+ NAA3 65 3332.6 0.074 b, KER, &S
417 1/4MS+ BA3+ NAAl 70 6 409.5 0. 065 gEm, KER, B&
4—38 1/4MS+ BA3+ NAA?2 45 2323.8 0.078 Bn, KB, 26
4—9 1/4MS+ BA3+ NAA3 100 3391.8 0. 081 Em, KB EE

2.3.5 KT.6-BAME&HEALT, K 2,4D %
NAA st=+ 2 A& F6 %9

g 7 WAL EMFEM KT.6-BA R T, % m
NAABIIMAHARP HERVFHEELEM
24-DE P AGHERRTRBER LT
R AEKE2,4AD M NAAWMAGHARADHEES
BN NAA>2,4-D, )
2.3.6 2,4-D.NAAAR#H AT, k& KT 4

6-BAst-t %24 WY ARAE HESTH MM
# 2,4-D. NAAER T, % KT BEHAHAR
THEEFHESERBM6BAR . BREE—4
(0. 077 mg/g) W&k F & 0 6-BA (0. 079 mg/g) LA
AhETHYE TFHEM 6-BAHE, Bk L, B
SHHEKT 1 6-BAXRGARFHEEZTERLW
3} KT>6-BA,

£7 KI.6-BAHREMATHE2,4DH NAAKHERSROTW
Tab.7 Comparison of effect of 2,4-D and NAA on chlorophyll content with the same concentration of KT and 6-BA

- ERE
2, 4D FEEWE/ HEERESE/ NAA B E/ R R R B/

HER (mg/L) "(mg/g) (mg/L) (mg/g)
KT 0.5 0.071 1 0.075
1 0.078 2 0.094
2 0.079 3 0.076
6-BA 0.5 0.057 1 0. 084
) 1 0. 055 2 0.078
. 2 0.033 3 0.074
FHE - 0.062 - 0. 080

#£8 2,4 DNAAHRBMATHE KT M 6BAXHERREBHBAER
Tab,8 Comparison effect of KT and 6-BA on chlorophyll content with the same concentration of 2,4-D and NAA

: M RE
3.3 KT REKE/ HERAE S/ G'-BA FRKE/ s ERE S/
(mg/L) (mg/g) " (mg/L) (mg/g)
2,4-D 1 0.074 1 0.055
3 0.077 2 0.041
5 0. 084 3. 0. 050
NAA 1 0.079 1 0.079
3 0.088 . 2 0.078
5 0.077 3 0.079
FiyE - 0. 081 - 0. 064
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EEENEWERE N .KT>2,4D; KT>NAA;6-BA
>2,4-D;6-BA>NAA, W RAIMAHNERERKEY
WEEK., AEANKHEEAGALNRESR
HEWHEREN KT>6-BA; A K EMNBAAHAS
HEESBENEHBE N NAA>2,4D, Z&UE
ERBHSIFEENREVGHAAHZETRNE
WHEE % KT>6-BA>NAA>2,4-D,

3 & &

-z

WRTERVAGASERKEMEN SR
MAER, HERFLTUEH,  ERMEBES &N
AL BB L ERRE ES AR RARMH
ERK. AEFEHBLRTUF S, BHLARK
BREKTEMEERERENTIE, FrLlEA
MS#EFHE. HAMS REREMAGHHARES.
AREMGRTENZWLRANY VLK EH
FRERSY. RGHRE 1I/AMSEFEER
MSEFEEAKMNE HERFEDMH. 1/2MS
BFEETEREET . AKRF BHEETER,
ERKMEERTHRRERMEE. 1/4MS 5
HEEKBEE—-R BRGHATHEXTERA.
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NEBEREFEPRARPLHOXEYE, &
AERS BEMMHERGHALANESERE
BEEAVL,EPUARENARIUERITE A,
M BEREMEHARBER ARKREHERSEY
EWEBRPIUEL KERRERTBAR, £X
BOBEAGHANBAT, BHAKPHEES
BHEE X 0.129 me/g, REAR S & (0. 028 mg/g)
MsE. EENXENABERENEREBEXMT
HE . BHIFRENRETAGHALAHZERSEN
P wWBEE X .KT>6-BA>NAA>2,4-D,

PDBSRENEERE SEMERELALR
£, 1/4MS+ 2 mg/LLNAA + 3 mg/L KT,1/
4MS+5 mg/L KT +1 mg/L 2,4-D.1/4MS+1
mg/L KT+ 2 mg/LNAA %, UAKEBENEER
¥,1/4MS+3 mg/L 6-BA+ 3 mg/L NAA B&
HAKBEEN 6407.5 mg, UNHREZERK
KEERE,1/4MS+2 mg/L NAA+3 mg/L KT
HEESTRER,KE 0.129 mg/g. HEFTE LR
3SAHEBE:1/4MS+2 mg/L NAA+3 mg/LKT
HAERAARENAS R BRNEKE . BHMY
HEESEAMREREENERE.
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