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FEEE: VA K35 E & (Bromus inermis)é R IFYF oM, 5 AU A B ARG, HARERGALES.
B A AR AERIZ R, A e AR R ek, 4 REAY: MSH mg'L' 24-—F KA TH(2,4-
D)+0.5 mg-L" 6-F R AR 2% (6-BA) A RAER AL F3E R A, 555 468.7%; MS+2 mg- L' A T
(NAA)+1 mg-L" 6-BAA JAESLITFA, 540 %E 515100%; FRARAEATAEY A KB F M T 69 12MS3E 7 A 4
BAEAMITFA LA B A B E L 55 RE3 (VNG AT ¥, 30 5 AR E T £70%~80%.

KR L= A3 B A

Ter 4 Z (Bromus inermis) & A AF}H Gramineae)
EEBZFAETAREY), BA-&5&. &R,
FIHZETT K EERHIE, 2 R 0 A 5 (PR E R A
PUEAZ2001), FEFAEMZ A TIRIE & A X, N
1 000~3 500 mili 355 fa) S AR H E R PRIEATA
KR AR ZE, Hpt R ae R, RN T
Y RO OR [ VD () S B ) (PIVEK 42 552005)

VAR, Bl 77 b 45 A8 U AN PR 8586 2 )
ok, IETCTEE LN TRE AU KK, Fh
FHFRERE LA, W HHT R MR CE
1EJEBEGR = ME552005) . B AEMH AR KR, F)
FH 2 DR TR AT A0 ot Jo 5 1R 2 oAy 3 1 i FH
()T B, T R Dy A7 2k DR e A ) il 2 25
M PREEYHSAE AR, BHETE N E
W H TR ESIR AR LA THE AR R R T
LRz, TR FEE T T RIEEE
(Medicago sativa)%s G FHEY)(Z 15552014, £
852015)0 RABHHLA RS FAEMR RIS E £
oW T2E 28 8 B 5 °F 3 (Festuca arundinacea) (58
P IRA52015; 5 ZE054552009; AR H452009), UK
J& UKL (Agropyron cristatum) (1R 552009; E
75 LEE2005)FYb 5 B (A. mongolicum) (B = %5
2015; PR 98452012), DL W& ) 55 R 5L

(Pennisetum setaceum) M 3232 MR B3 (P. americanum %

P. purpureum) (BLiEFI5F2015; X 3% 7% AR £
2015)5 M . ORASR 4 22 JR O DA e s b A
DN AMEAR S A A8 7R B AR R I AU D A,
i A A I e B R NI 7 2O
P H 1) 15 3 7 e AT IR R B4R IE (BR P2 32 4%
2009), T 38 i A [F) A 40 A 1 P05 10 A 3 2K

FiC LU R A2 7 JE 1548 22 R T AL UG IR AR R R,
MEFAETREFES . ERE D RE
SETT IR AT HRE .

DINPRABT E RERE, B A E 2 TR
PES bR, ASite DAL B ERT N SMEAR, B I A
[ A A AT T W I B B SR R AT L )
e AR, KRR SR BOEHFREE, DU
TR MG IR AR IE R, N RIS
WS SR BRI

1 HRS 73

1.1 8t

HEEM BN TE 1546 22 (Bromus inermis Leyss.)
Sy AR AR, TR N 5 R X AR EE )
ARSI 08 5 . A 1A Dy AL AR ST A B 1 AR
(L
1.2 5%
1.2.1 FFHREALIE

LRI o M T, RN, BT
=M. 75% (VIV) LEERR N 5 1~2 minf5 H
T KL, FH0.1% (m/V) HgCLK# 15 min, L
)35 51 4R3% — M, o T K phska~5ik. K
B E AT JE K IR 24 he DL EERAESFE
i TAES ESERG

ks 2017-10-23  f&FE  2018-03-26
#/Ey o ELE R R A T2 H (CAAS-ASTIP-IGR-
2015-04)Fl i1 g2 2 g MR R Bt Bt 56 A B L 55 2 (1610-
332018020).
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1.2.2 1EFERCH

PAMSPf im0, 0.5, 1. 2. 4 mg-L" 2,4-—4&
K4 L2 (2,4-dichlorophenoxyacetic acid, 2,4-D),
0. 1. 2. 4 mg-L"'% 2 (1-naphthylacetic acid,
NAA), 0. 0.05 mg-L™" NI FF 3 IR IE 4 (kinetin,
KT), 0. 0.5, 1. 2. 4 mg-L™" 6-"% 45 3 g s
(6-benzylaminopurine, 6-BA)4 i #5177 2H 21175 S Al
A 7R FE . DIMSHSINT. 2. 4 mg-L" NAA, 0.
0.5, 1mgL"'6-BA, 0. 0.05 mg-L" KTZ /b5
Frdk. DIMSEL/2MSHE; TR N E R 7R3k . DL
BRI A pHAE 4 N5 .8
1.2.3 BGALRIESFSRKIETF

W KB BT R T A R R A A KR T )
MCLL IS S5 7R 48 b, B b BB R SR AT, 201
A, eI A2 h-d " FRbATE R . S
2.5% (m/V), BN & 70.7% (m/V), £ R
FRIE27°Chi AT . 30 dfaSuit th i (7= A i 41
1) 4 ML AR K42 b AIME AR 2. 504 100%) o

A1 2 (1) 0 223 53 e AT T I 50 7 ) 855
TR AT IR IR, BRI AS, 20 EE, L
HEI 1) S 15 TR IR FE DR FFANAE . 30 dfe & @il 4H.
ZUERAB DL
1.2.4 BRALRH DL

B T 77 A A L) N R T AR
A A A AR T 0 R T LU 1 o f s R 0 B, AN A
N ESHEA AL, 20N EE . A RS E3%
(mIV), BE & E0.7% (m/V), YeIEEEF40 umol-m™s™,
JGHA [ 14 h-d R TR IR . WML, 4t
TH A ER (A8 78 28 1 I 1843 2H 2R H /4 b 1) 1l
AL ST x100%) . Ff A E ZF K Hid~5 em(F) /)
TR 2 N AEAR R IR A
12,5 IREVIFS

W 3 A7 A IR N R NS I TR A A
KB 1/2MS . MSHE; IR 2 B AR,
HHRERE S E2.5% (m/V), BRI & E0.75% (m/V). &
S A ARSI, 171818 & I AR AR RS 7R
1.2.6 B S5H

R H AR FR30 df, B3GR 2 5 2R3
BiF, &3 diia; FTIFRE TR m) 3 I, Ak aiig
Fr3~5 d; Vel ik R R 72 58, B T =il K
HIiE A 52 ECE3: (V)R BT, 30 dfE W
Guitat R,

1.2.7 #ES It
KH Excel 2013+ SAS 9.0%0 /4% X 06 $h 412 3
T8 hr .
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KIS R TR TR SRR R VA SR, —uf
FUGA A H S A . 45 RR M, AREY AR
TG LG M S FR I A AU S B —
EEFE(ED. HPRIMNAAKY <Y, JE R L&
P 20 23 AR R, T E T L RS I BAR
(F1-A). PA2,4-DYE A K R BCHI 55 77 £ AT A
IS A (K1-B). 2,4-DISHL6-BAR I
FRE(Y ~Y )15 5 HE AR 15 T-2,4-DISBCK T 1x
?%%(YWYQO KT 6-BAWKE — i, #n1.0
mg-L" 24-DIFIY, Jo Y B 92561 H R 5l 5 Y,
Y &Y, YREEESR. HY,~Y, LA H, 24-D
WS A0.5 mg LI, HH @ 3 pE6-BA K (138 i
T+, M6-BAWKE £24.0 mg- L', A 444
. M6-BAVREE 0.5 mg L', H @R ARE2,4-D
W T B B (Y 1 ~Y 15) e B SEFRIETLLY
BB R G, HSBRY FM A Ak 2 A 2
FRE. FIRZEFRRIIMSH mg L' 2,4-D+0.5
mg-L" 6-BARFFRILAE N @5 4405 545975, 30 d
Ja F A N68.7%, WA Rk s, Fitk.
2.2 BRRLRAR S 21k

EREA R, RGO EKR
SRIFMEGHS, SNGRREE R R IR 24130 d,
WA R FW I 2 (K2-A). ZEHEMERS N
F ~Fo {115 77 2 rp AT 20 (b 85 92 9 G it b R (R
2). KrF30~35 d, WA HLUE BT A A
ZF(E2-BAIC), Z G ¥ S ZEFIn(E2-D), J&
B NR A (E2-E), s &K (F2-F). 4558
T, ININ6-BAIES 772 3 (L R 4 7E85.9% LA I,
BE T UINKTR R 7R3 . AT, 6-BATE LT 4
F PG AR R R EEAE A . N
0.5 mg'L" 6-BAKI3ANES F7 3L [ I AL R I 6.3 22
Fo WIN1.0 mgL" 6-BAMIF ML R 5F,. F,E &
EFEF . YUNAAWEE 2.0 mg L', AEHFZ H
ARG, o DAF 3G IR L A H i % fx
o, AL FEFEAR . R FEMS+2 mg L NAA+]
mg-L" 6-BAR; FREAE NI B 77 3




HE: Tt A

pan|

7\

Fi IR AR R ST

785

Rl ANFR A A AR P B E EExt T 14 2 A AL S I B R

Table 1 Effects of different concentrations of plant growth substances on callus induction of B. inermis

KRS 2,4-DIKJE/mg- L’ 6-BAWKE/mg- L' NAAWKE /mg- L' KT /mgL" H R/ % AL
Y, 1.0 — — 0.05 60.6+4.3 FLEE, HR
Y, 2.0 — — 0.05 48.0+3.5% Rk, FitE
Y, 4.0 — — 0.05 42.0+2.6° I, Bt
Y, 0.5 0.5 — — 36.0+3.2° FLHEE, KPR
Y, 0.5 1.0 — — 44.0+2.1° W, YUk
Y, 0.5 2.0 — — 64.9+2.5% HHR O, R
Y, 0.5 4.0 — — 0 P T
Y — — 1.0 0.05 0 R, @i
Y, — — 2.0 0.05 0 R, @i
Y, — — 4.0 0.05 0 R, @i
Y, 1.0 0.5 — — 68.7£1.6° Rk, FitE
Y, 2.0 0.5 — — 52.6+2.9° I, Bt
Y, 4.0 0.5 — — 49.8+2.1° W, YUk

[l — R bRl AN RN S 7 R IR RS Bl 18] 22 57 9. %5 (P<0.05), R I

K1 YA KT Y RNAA 52,4-DIE S 2 5+
Fig.1 Induction difference between plant growth substances NAA and 2,4-D
A: TRIINAAT 53758, B: IR IN2,4-DIN G IR 5L . KR =T H)28~10 do

2.3 FEEFEITERNEN

SR B RE R S BN 12MS . MSHERR
BrFRAEh, E AR ARG L. 25 RO, MR
TE P R85 IR 2 R SRR 2R AR, AR R ATIA100%. JL
L R AN FEMSHE 75 58 Hh AR S AR R, 5 AR AR
FEE, £57710 diRHKAN2~3 em (K13-A); MR %E
/b, KR40 dJE AR AE AR RS ~8 2% (3-C). FiE
B AE 1/2MSH: 7 B b AR HUH FEEMS B 77 B, 10 d
I AR ©38~10 cm (E3-B); 40 d7e 454 H AR
CL 22 AT T M AN R 77 R ISR, L A AR e AifE 4 i
Z, RAFE KRG RIF(K3-D). f&ik A 1/2MSE;
FREAE N MR R

24 EHRIMLEBFK

YR K A 5~6 em A A B R4 KR IAT,
MATEFREEREREN, ZEkEHE OBREE
B IR EINES3~5 d, MAREYE N AN . KR
VeV AR B ) 1 77 2 5 K LB R R HE TR L, RE AR
2 OREMERA B A N3 (VIR F, 5556
FAF IR0 A dn, FeRe B PG 7 R M T7 gk 2k
9%, 20 dJ5 s 3 0] 18 70%~80%

3 118
SH 27 B 3% T A A R 1A S ST LD R R A R
THISERE . K2 BRI B AR AR R A2 R A L 4h
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Fig.2 Callus differentiation and plant regeneration of B. inermis
A BAAAL B: EARALU I C: AR E S D: AN E MR IR E: TR MR F: /NS o
F2 AR FE R A A T TR I Bl X T 1 4 27 A9 A 203 A R 5 T
Table 2 Effects of different concentrations of plant growth substances on callus differentiation of B. inermis
gL S 6-BAWE/mg' L' NAAWKZ/mgL'  KT#E/mgL' A% AsE KA

F, — 1.0 0.05 38.742.5% KRN, AE D

F, — 2.0 0.05 41.5+4.8° RN, A E F R

F, — 4.0 0.05 36.143.6° KRN, AE D

F, 0.5 1.0 — 85.942.6° R, NEFRE

F, 0.5 2.0 — 91.1+1.4" AKIRTE, e FEZ, it

F, 0.5 4.0 — 90.5+1.7% AR, AEFZ, i

F, 1.0 1.0 — 94.3+1.8 AR, AEFRE

Fy 1.0 2.0 — 100.0+0.0" AR, NEFE

F, 1.0 4.0 — 92.6+1.4" AR, AEFE L, i
MR, — DM@ ARG TR M TERSMER, EA R A K5 B b

SE (1) J Uk R 284 J2 AP AR 1) 25 B (Przetakiewicz 55
2003). AAFHICE [ 2 415 77 T A AR X RO,
BT IS I AR A — HOEOM N M (Wang 55
2001). PLRGEFh-FAE N AMEAR ST HL R R AA
WME G A2 TR 2B 5 ORI .
H 1 &4 B3 (Saccharum arundinaceum). %1t %
# B (Lolium multiflorum). /NIEHESE (Puccinellia
tenuiflora) 5 R ARFHICER FH M1 9 A 14
FCDIEESL T B P AR AR R (TR EAE2017; 8K KA
2017; EHTF5552014). AR FUiE TG54 22 et

(B IR LR B IR, (AR RIS T A AR R,
HMW @A AT T 2B H A NERE AL 16~18
JE i8], T — P BB R IR AR it T BRI
AR TR RE T, YA T R AE
HAl R m e . AR 0 A 13 2 &
WAFAEZE S, A TRBOR = BRI Y 412
B RS . BT A KRS
W05 (A FEE T B AR SRS R P 21 23 8 5 T R 1A 5
M 35 Ay B S GEX T 452011) 0 72 R A RHE A & 45
AT, 2,4-DIEF & doE (F - EY A K
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K3 MS51/2MSE TR AR 72 5
Fig.3 Rooting difference between media MS and 1/2MS
A MSIFRIEERRMCAR (5710 d); Br 1/2MSEFRIEAARACRGHFR10 d); C: MSEFRILAAMRACR (F5 5730 d); D: 1/2MSEFRIEAARACR
(13430 d).

WY, XAEVKEE . & 5 SR AR (E
75 302004; FRILGRE2015)H #RAG B [HIESE . 4E0%
Y255 (2010) A T 4 K W, 2,4-DIE/ NIRRT F15H
5T (P chinampoensis) A7 L1115 5 I 484X
Rl s EEEH . AP R KL, 18
TR EZ AL F R AR RE LR, F
TEARIN2,4-DI R IR B b A A H 24 B, TS
IOINAAREE FR B G153 A 2. e [FIFE
(112,4-DIR FEKF R, 235 S % h6-BAI N
NI TE T H6-BAMKE I (4 mg- L, 152
HNO. #LidE(2010) AT FL e R R, £ 5FH
2,4-DRy¥EFRE A M /D 5 1) 6-BARE T it 27 7L
(L. perenne) @AM S, (HEGHLR T F=H
b6 5 6-BAMR R TH i T B, VA R 8 s 4 1) 4 FH
[ RTE

NAAE YL 77 i FH A K R KA
ARz —, RZ 0 AiiRkiEE ENAAFF
T H LG S, e T a2
IS A 2 (B 75 32008) . AHIT T & B, 24
NAAWRE}2.0 mg L', IR H MK TIE/E6-BA,

HAo b 202 s i, ] IWNAAXT T2 4 22 i
AL EH . HARIINAAFI6-BAF
B B RAR A FR B, Ik 85% UL b, B
6-BARKTH & H T 15 8 & B M 1k

TEREAE B (Stylosanthes) 2H 23 5% 7% A1 B I 41 fo K%
FRHIBTFE T, ERENAA 5 YK 6-BARE &l
FHBH O T A A o A AR R R, Rt
T AR R (R E #HE2010) . X1 15 B s A
UL TR TR AR, M1 24K 6-BA, KT
54K ENAA R LR /N A R T 28 19 040 (8
#eZ£2007).

PR AR T A SR R R AR 1)
—ANEIDPE, CAFAUESE, NIRIE Y
KT R R R G T AR AR, K
1/2MS$ IR ) AR R B i, HooT DAS 25 1
o R0 s Z (TR AR A 20115 BEIL452010) . AHIT
FUXF AN TS D0 AR 4 A K T T A R T MES B 7 R A
1/2MS K 75 HE (1 AR AR A AT T i, RITE
12MSHERRREFR I, TG54 27 P AR T AR AR TR TR
HAR R RIE, AREE1E100%.
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Tissue culture and regeneration of Bromus inermis

HUANG Fan'?, LI Jun"?, LIU Lei"’, SHI Wen-Gui'?, LI Hong-Yan"?, LI Zhi-Yong"*"

'Institute of Grassland Research of Chinese Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Hohhot 010010, China
’Key Laboratory of Grassland Resources and Utilization, Ministry of Agriculture, Hohhot 010010, China

Abstract: Tissue culture and regeneration of Bromus inermis were established using the seeds as explants. The
optimal induction, differentiation and rooting media were selected for subsequent transgenic experiment. The
results show that the optimal medium for callus induction was MS+1 mg-L" 2,4-dichlorophenoxyacetic acid
(2,4-D)+0.5 mg-L" 6-benzylaminopurine (6-BA), and callus induction ratio reached to 68.7%. The optimal me-
dium for adventitious bud differentiation was MS+2 mg-L" 1-naphthylacetic acid (NAA)+1 mg-L" 6-BA, and
the differentiation ratio was 100.0%. The optimal rooting medium was 1/2MS. Regenerated plantlets were
transplanted into the culture matrix with vermiculite and perlite (3:1, V/V), and the survival rate was 70%—80%
after 30 d.
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