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AR B, R AR AR R B A vk R N IE LG R
SR AMEIR R AOCRT . R EFEE R R
2.0mg/L 2,4-D+0.5mg/L 6-BAJE AR 1 5L
18 (Medicago sativa cv. Gongnong No. 1) fig {F % 5 @
Ui R . AR ERI 1.0 mg/L 2,4-D+
0.2 mg/L KT J& % i 4 5 % 6 B 75 (M. sativa cv.
Caoyuan No. 4) i1 T AR WE . BEIA TR 10
A& A R AR A AR AR 2E S . L R
5E 5 5 A1 AT 140 A AR A A T R R 2R e
W XN B YRR R AR E R
B

BT BIR A HT AR 56 1R U Sk 32 H AE 0
R AR 25 SR SRR BT AN R AR A T A Y
e A AT P A R TR T FRE LY, AN (] AT AR o 1 20 241
AR, O 3R AT 00 28 FE A ARl RO B Ol S A
NHMERTE S B R ERE L, A E R A
UL SRR R N FFh BTk R PR Rt ie 2%
1 #EATTE
1.1 X4

Y A= e 6 AE AR EOH R A R T R W g
& A VA EL AR L AS P R
1.2 BRERS GI&UAREFZFHE

A B B IO A B SRR 1/2 MS By AR Ak

1.4 AGAEREFS

MS $5 3% 5L T ML R & 5, JO T VS N £ 1 A AL
BEE i o PR A R B S B T MS O B AR R FR 3
I G R Y U R AR R
TR R W, % $£2,4-D 5 6-BA KT, ¥ H Wi i
B & (0, BB TS IR B R B T T 10 R BE R
F(RD . BRI Tk ok AR 25 5 4 R
F L0 FR 3 b L4040 3 A S A E R L

W15 g/ L EERER 8 o/ LBilg . A AL HA
B F5 5L MIS K5 3R LU 0 30 g/ L HEME A1 8 g/ L Btk
B IR pHH A 2 5. 8, 2 A B A an £ 0, 6 i 1R
KB 121 CRH 26 min, 58 8K B 5 B0 A 8
He ARG U 0 C A R A

H K% 2,4-D (2,4-Dichlorophenoxyacetic acid, 2,
4- "B IE LR ) NAA (1-Naphthaleneacetic acid , o
ZROTR)H I 95 % RYIRE 58 R I , 28 K E 2 o
40 e 43 2L % 6-BA (6-Benzylaminopurine , 6~ 3 [l 12
1) KT (Kinetin, # 3 % ) {#i >4 1. 0 mol/L NaOH
VW E VR 2R TROKGE B o B TR o S BC R
1.0 mg/mL W& W W I & & TG TIEG T,
ot TR WE AT 0 08 K TR, KBS IV W T 4 CIORAF
1.3 SMEGRES

Ve K B R (0 A T T Y A S Al
16 Bl o K Pk L 0 R A D R B R iR
15 min, #{PE T 4, BTA 55 CIE B #UK FIR L 6 h(#uk
HARVE A 2 %), S A IR 4 T Fh 1~ R 10 K ), 35
T 1/2MS (55 0. 8% Bl (300 BEME ) I8 {4 K5 F5 J& |
WCE TER N TR FRAA . B R 55025 °C O IR/ R
(16 h/8 h) 22 & s 3% L IR 2 000 Ix.

VECTC R B 1 R AR A 2R (T 1A (1B L1
C.1-D) ok S

C
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Fig.2 The explants of Medicago archiducis—nicolai
?f:A:%uf;B:EH'I';C:M’*ﬁ;D:%o

A BE IR SR 10 M A . i TR IR TR IR
RE g5 F 025 CL ISR 77 o 15 d 4840 1 Wk CRE A 1A
B AR o R #2060 55 30 d SR it A 41 4L 5
R ABIR

V5% (Y0 ) = 1 13 21 208/ H T A AR 1A B X
100%

Ak % (%) =45 1k fx 1 4 208/ B Al AR
Hr<100% .



At AW

O 5 B 2024 4F 175

x1 FEAGAHEAERE

Table 1 Callus induction medium

Wi g R Wiy
Al MS+1.5mg/L 2,4—D+0.1 mg/L KT
A2 MS+1.5mg/L 2,4—D+0.5mg/L KT
A3 MS+1.5mg/L 2,4—D+1.0mg/L KT
Ad MS+1.5mg/L 2,4—D+1.5mg/L KT
A5 MS+1.5mg/L 2,4—D+2.0mg/L KT
A6 MS+1.5mg/L 2,4—D+0.5mg/L 6-BA
A7 MS+1.5mg/L 2,4—D+1.0mg/L 6-BA
A8 MS+1.5mg/L 2,4—D+1.5mg/L 6-BA
A9 MS+1.5mg/L 2,4—D+2.0 mg/L 6-BA
A10 MS+1.5mg/L 2,4—D+3.0 mg/L 6-BA

1.5 AGALBH KRR

W F0F AR 2R A0 S0 N R R
2PIRB SRS b 24 b A 3N EE L
ARG SRS RN S B AN AR . R TEIE A TR IR
iR :25°C,JEmE 8 holt /16 hE A8 Bk 3% . 20 d 4k
LR CRe AN IR B A ] B or R #2386 ) o 55 40 K
it R A i A LR

oAk B (U0 ) = IR M A 45 4 40 B/ 4 R Ak R A
<100 %

WA () =48 1k & 1 41 8080/ 3 Fh i 5 41 41
K X100% .

F2 SUERE
Table 2 Differentiation medium
W K97 HE o
B1 MS-+0.3mg/L. NAA+0. 1 mg/L. 6-BA
B2 MS-+0.3mg/L. NAA+0.5mg/L. 6-BA
B3 MS+0.3mg/I. NAA+1.0mg/L. 6-BA
B4 MS+0.3mg/LL NAA+0. 1 mg/L KT
B5 MS-+0.3mg/L. NAA+0.5mg/L KT
B6 MS+0.3 mg/L NAA+1.0mg/L KT

Al AN N O TR EE g TR R B E A U e
3PP RKE R L AL 16N b A 3 AR R A
AN B IR L H RN S UM R . CE FER A TR SR
B gR 4 .25 °C,8 holt/16 hIRF &8 e b 3% . 20 d 4k4T 1
W CFF SN A RS AR TR 20 85 95 3 1) o 45 40 d G3t
AGEZE AR RPE R A LR

Gy Ak (00 ) = IR M i 5 21 48/ 45 B Sk R AR
< 100%

1Ak R (0% ) = #b) Tk IS 1k A 405 20 2B/ o P Rk i
P4l 4T < 100% .
£3 ERERE

Table 3 Rooting medium

e SR e
C1l 1/2MS
C2 1/2 MS++O.5mg/L NAA
C3 1/2MS+1.0mg/LNAA
C4 1/2MS 0.5 mg/I. NAA+0.5mg/L IBA
1.6 HIESIT

Excel B 504, SPSS 22. 0 88 31 ) %) 45 5 3647
75 2% 43 F Duncan 2 & L5 .

2 HER5HMWH

2.1 AESMEERGEHANERKTILER

W HE B E B A (b L bR R R T S
B Ak b YR DL A A A2 (R R [ 2 A i 4
LA, 05 2 20 L A B R AR KOR AP E 22 R . T
M 7E 4% F7E A3: 1.5 mg/L 2,4-D+1.0 mg/L KT+
MS it 155 7 RIF g/~ AR gk @ A 41 (B2
NN IR TE AL R 2V AW = LU (T EEACIR G) N
5 b A (1 1 A5 S5 43 A 0 2 2 2 1) N 2 IR (8T 2-A
Kl 2-B) , LA #8453 21 2148 fb 52 A8 5 B AE S Fh 7
Al:1.5mg/L 2,4-D+0.1 mg/L KT+MS §; % 3
510 d IF bR A @ AL 2L, BE G RS L 7 A @A
S 2P AN AN BT T W L 3 T T TE R R L
Iy AT AL AR e AR (8] 2-C L8 2-D) , R 7 A A5 4
LU0 2R G B AR A R TE A3: 1.5 mg/L 2,4~
D+1.0 mg/L KT+MS K77 5 55 5K, W3 U 1 JF
IR RE R R & A 2 R A AR A A AR I s
U AN R, B K B, ORS8O
AR, D5 — i &, S B i B R b R] ke 31
S (K 2-E. Kl 2-F) ; Z7EH A 7E A3: 1.5 mg/L 2,4~
D+1.0 mg/L KT+MS #5745 3 d, Sl AR AR
TR RIE @ i 8, P AR i U R ki
A ASFRI R 2T 2 URLAR , S5 BUE (B 2-G LA 2
-H) .
2.2 AEAMEERGARBSE BURLESHT

G5 it A Bl AM R R 42 B AE 10 AN 1E 5R AR (AL
AT0) 1y 42 8 1 41 2355 T R Al AL % Bl 4 i 3k
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B2 SEEXEETH.E.MHHE.ZEHEGAHR

Fig.2 Callus from cotyledons, true leaves, petioles and stems of Medicago archiducis—nicolai

WA BT C D BN E FAH;G H 2,
W, R 8 % B A8 B 1 ik B AR 2R S 0 4 4
FRIRE JT AN [F] , 4 Fb S A5 5 307 M8 4 301 Ry 47. 8%
53.2%.67.4% .70.8% , & 15 40 2145 Ak KV S B
17.6%.7.6% .10.6% 1. 04% (£ 4) o M-#F1 25 () Ax
03 20 2095 5 8 3 i T F R EL I (P<<0.05) , £ 1Y
R W E R T ok ' A (P<<0.05) . I =R
FEIX AFhAME A 0 SN SRR A
R AR AR . 05 4 U R s B AR IR
o 2R AR B> @ 4 204 Ak R i AR E]
R HRUCR < 25 << <M AR <F i,

4 EHRFEEBFARIMEGHAGARFSEM

Table 4 Effect of different explants on callus induction of

Medicago archiducis—nicolai

o WROME  BOALUES aiggUa ik
wE/ A /% /%
T 500 47.84+2.89° 17.6+2.15¢
LI 500 53.243. 54° 7.641.36
i A7 500 67.4+2.78" 10.61. 55"
2 500 70.84-3. 24 1.0440.19°

R B AR R NE R U ) 26 5% 8 3% (P<<0. 05) , A [l /)
BRI 22 5 OR B 3 (P<<0..05), T IFl,
2.3 B 2R R B b X R B SME R 2 R i
00

154 WO TR L R R SE BRE B T L A
S5 I P A A 4B, W 2 R X S AP 15 4
ST S A B

S TR, A2 A3 A5 B JE A o 05 48U

SREERT A6.AI(P<0.05), Hifl 1 37 3 5 A6,
AIMLIE R R E R AR E(P>0.05)(K5) . A3
I i O H AU A 3 B AR T A9(P<<0.05) , A9 H5
I He A 45 20 2 AL R 5 M B IR R 25 e R 3 (P>
0.05), 7EA3(1.5mg/L 2,4D+1.0mg/L KT) ¥
B2 o R RUR Bl R R RIS S S
WO BC L AR, AR RS L IR B 6000, WA R IR,
A 4%(%6).

HMHEALRREDTRIANFESFRRES T
A6 A7 A8 A9 A10(P<C0.05), A1 %53 5 rf 2Lt
WAk R 5 LR R IR A 2 R OR B (P>
0.05), A1(1.5mg/L 2,4-D+0.1 mg/L KT) &% S
ik SR NS I TE AR ES R o S (S
FAGE S RN T8Y WL E N 8% .

TE A3 B e kv A AL A 2L SR L T
A1.A3 A4 A5 A7 A8 A9 A10(P<0.05) , M4
P AE A3 K SR B A % W K T A6 A7 (A9,
AL0(P<20.05) . Jr LA A3 Ry 15 3% 56 B4 B il 45 A
P S A 5 R L A 3 9200 K AL AL
J2%.

ETEAL A2 ABHMAFZMHTHSES . BES T
B Ad LA HAL B 9% 56 (P<<0. 05) ,A1. A2 A3 25
WO H AR R EM T ASLA9 A10(P<C0.05),
AT A2 A3XZE 1 05 4 ZURR A A 1075 S R AR
(B IL S ML Z N, BT 7 A3 &M F @i i 5 R &t
B, IR E 96 %, T HLIR A K AR AL, Bt A3 Y 1 3% 5k
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WO e i A R A AU T
i L RT R AR ANAEARAE 1.5 mg/L 2,4-D L&

KT .6-BAWIESFIEH T, W= T @a4 KT 4 6-

BA VS H @i U 2, Ui W] KT B 3 TR AR A 0 Y
Ta AT AR =  BR R E A9 KT X 10 | B i
W ZER A A R RBCR

R5 MEHERNEFRXEEEMECTGARATSHHM

Table 5 Effects of exogenous hormones on callus induction of Medicago archiducis—nicolaicallus

B 9wk EMOMEAE  THAEGESR/ N BEMAELESR/N HWaEGESR/ N EEESR/%
Al 50 50+16" 78423 90410 96+ 5°
A2 50 68413" 66+ 11" 74418 9244
A3 50 604 10" 70+7¢ 9248 964 5¢
A4 50 52418 70423 644 15" 8621
A5 50 58434" 68+ 16 66+ 5" 62+8"
A6 50 30+ 16° 54417 8016 70410
A7 50 42413" 44415 644+11" 60419"
A8 50 42+20" 40+ 22" 44411 564 15"
A9 50 26+15° 26+11" 504 14" 50420"

A10 50 50+10" 169" 50+12° 40+10°

T R RS /NG 5 B8 26 53 .35 (P<20.. 05), T [l

R6 MNEMEMEREEFTRHAABUBHZN

Table 6 Effect of exogenous hormones on browning of Medicago archiducis—nicolai callus

B Rk e Fh A 1A KL TR/ % HH AR/ % AR R LR 0 ZEWR/ 7
Al 50 164+ 13" 8tg™ 0+0° 6+9°
A2 50 124+ 16" 10+10™ 65" 244
A3 50 4+5° 445" 2440 0+0°
A4 50 16417 18415° 2+4° 124 16"
A5 50 18+8" 16+ 11" 10+10" 8+13"
A6 50 10+0" 244 2445 244
AT 50 16+ 18" 6£9™ 22413 244"
A8 50 16+5" 244 4+5 20+ 16"
A9 50 2417 244 1449 3248
A10 50 44+9 88 2244 20£ 7"
2.4 MEMERRERLNARMEERGARSE TE A [5) 8038 Fh 26 M Hovfk FE BE LU 25 1R T, i A

oogtA: b=

W 1 S 10 o 45 2 S0 B B T R R 5
T 5 40 d, 25 8 oR A Fh SME R 3 53 4k IR P A 0
40, Horpont Aw IR M A 4 42U HE MSH0. 3 mg/L
NAA+0.1mg/L 6-BA K 3= & 1F T o fb i TR E
L A 45 41 204E MS+0. 3 mg/L NAA+1.0 mg/L 6-
BA 85 32 500 F or A i T AN 2F  FL A IR M o A5 4 41
A A A TE ZE IR ER o

5 R PR AT 05 4 417 B6(0. 3 mg/L NAA-+1.0 mg/L
KT) 35 5 B vh o3 A 3 e v, 20 00 606,800 (R 7)
WAL AR T H AL R 3235 (£ 8) , 1 Il B6 J2& 5 5 K e ¢
A& W R AR R A 2 B0 A AR A R L R
P AT 414148 B3(0. 3 mg/L NAA+1.0 mg/L 6-BA)
B3 b R B F m T B1.B2.B4 . B5(£ 7) (P<
0.05),# L F W F KT B1.B2.B4.B5.B6(F 8) (P<
0.05), Al W B3 J& 175 3 %H 9k 5% 11 & 1 ik W 1 s ) A
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F de A B SR Ak 5 25 IR 1R i s 4 41 48 B5 (0.3 mg/L
NAA+0.5 mg/L KT) ¥ 37 B &0 T F ¥ b F &
o W AR, 43 5 75,56 %0, 24. 44 % o

W Rt i BV AR R R = 7E 1/2
MS+1.0 mg/L NAA 5535 He J% A4 T 4% H1 =25 19 i 14
MO 27 AR 2 ER IS IR 19 1/2 MS B 3%

B v A B R A A S A TR E 2 L R
WO T REM 7 1/2 MS+0.5 mg/L NAA+
0.5 mg/L TAA B35 S p  ZZ W IR @ i 7= A4 7 A
2 AEARNSE ZE AN AR 00 50 A AR o LR IR A
Y GULE AR AR B 3R B P R — 2B kAR A b SR AL
RFE

KT MNEHENEREEFEEERGARS UM

Table 7 Effects of exogenous hormones on embryogenic callus differentiation of Medicago archiducis—nicolai

BiRdk EMELHI TR/ % Hit e/ % AR/ 0 £ R/
B1 50 477" 9.33£4° 35.114+10" 44,448 4"
B2 50 304" 25. 245" 58. 577" 61.67+12"
B3 50 327" 52+11° 56. 76+ 8" 67. 26+ 15"
B4 50 26+5° 4.86+3" 32. 546" 4010
B5 50 366" 25. 24+ 7" 39.36+8" 75.56+ 7"
B6 50 60+ 6° 35. 71+ 7" 80+9° 71.07+9°

®8 MNEHMERMNIEFREEBEEEDGARABLNHZMN

Tab. 8 Effects of exogenous hormones on the browning of embryogeniccalli of Medicago archiducis—nicolai

BRI BRMEHALH TR/ % A/ % A L%/ % ES R %
Bl 50 517" 70£10" 64.81+£10" 55.56+4"
B2 50 35.43+7" 67.43+6" 35.72+6" 25+2°
B3 50 58+12" 308 42.07+8" 28.57+10°
B4 50 72+7° 89.81+3" 67.46+6" 56.67+14"
B5 50 30+8° 74. 76T 61.11+11¢ 24447
B6 50 3248 56. 29410 13.33+4" 28.93+ 16"

3 Wi 47. 8% , 25 FUM AR 4 A 1 21 45 S Re AR T R T

Wig

3.1 MEGRERBNEREERFSEGHX I
AN (1 38 5 02 2H 2085 37 150 e 5 ) 1) DG e
WEoE R WY, B A8 LT BT A & B S VY AT R Sy A
AR AELAS ) 5 B R A3 =2 [ A A IR S 0 A i
FEAE 2250 3 b 25 5 i) 25 Ik 3CbE R A 00 20 210 TE 1 A
R RGN I N A AR AL S i AL
SUNE S0, 45 3 R BULAEAR IR 35 32 46 F F B 28
MR AR T T IR A LA R 2 R X
5 AR B0 B 5T 45 R — B AR 50 e IR R O 1 A 1Y
E NN NG N RU SN RN G OR P e 8
FRMTIAESAOGAL, LBLZE W B FiEE
By m R AN\, 43 0 70.8% . 67.4% . 53.2%

. BB EERH R4S
Gannong No. 4) @i 4121, LA J F 57 385515 5 e i
806 ¥ £ B %5 (M. sativa cv. Longmu No. 806) fir 15 41
U BT T SAHE SRR LAY 25 R o SR 0 A6 ek
28 48 1 45 (M. sativa cv. Shengshi) i @1 15 40 215 &
RS, 45 WA & I i S ACR LT AR A X
W A BT | 5 TR AR AN ] Al 2 5 e A 0 4 2055 S ROCR 22
B S
3.2 HEELMNEREEEFSAGHZI

LW A A Y ) A 288 e HG ke B 2 W 35 el 4k
e S T AN R A S 5 (R (TEEEAS R g iU e
WHMEAMWE, - KEEKR,HIWWAE2,4-D,
NAA, — R4 M1 5 24 % KT .6-BA™ . 2,4-D fiEif

A E 1E (M. sativa cv.
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SAOGHLERK,6-BA KT R dEdn g 024 5%
WY 4 4155 1k, 6-BA 5 KT /8 FH A UE G P& T
KT, HRm2,4-Dif BRI E AR 2,4—
D LAk b, B A 4 R B e gl
BINAS 0975 T AR, B@ i 81U KR Bl S 3 i

TEH 6 M ARG T B, % KT . 6-BA 7 #
WENBIEEEA—, WA 2,4°D i A KT .6
BA 755 54Q503 5 AL B A A 240, R 6-BA B KT
FE@MGALMIE S, ZW T 2,4 DEE 6-
BA F1 KT % T Je 44 806 45 46 1 & it B & 13 41 42U 1%
MR, 45 R B/ 2.0 mg/L 2,4-D BL A 0.25 mg/L
KT A LIRS Z @O A4 . ZEBRE R T 2,4-
D it & 6-BA 3 KT A [a] ¥ B2 T b xF 9 A4~ B & dn A
(Spred 3. &5 4t Z F| . B /K [X] 4 \Landmark , & ik
2 CWT787 H A& 35 (HA 45 ) FIRihiE S 195%
M , 45 5 WA 7E 7 KT (1 kb 3 b 45 5 R il (i 41 2052 5 6
“BA (1 4b B rb i 4 202U b (i B L DA N 6-BA HEE B
FROAL ., KEH WA R KT X 1 . (Medi-
cago ruthenica) @ i A 405 3 R R |\ B4 5 S 1 5%
SRS KT AT LAk 36 g 20 4U09 Bt , 1) 6-BA & —
ol % M A R 1) A B 5 L B L A 45 L U B R R
ERMEH . £S5 LA SCHR A B a1, Al g f
KT .6-BA 73 5| & & 5 MK AL B L5 1. 5 mg/L 2,4
DAL, R EBKT 6 BABIEAIE M
PREHE MG AR, FERIE KT IFS B 0@ s
AU AR L WAL

FE A AR R R ST 0 1 AR v 3 KO X
ALZU B R B SR Y EE R S
o A decW AR R R R 2,4-D, vk BE — 45 il
FE1.0~4.0 mg/L. 140 il 50 R 2 W B 7 0. 1~0.5
mg/L Z 8], @ 1 R 45 8 B 05 41 8L 34 B
T B S 6 Fh O BRS04 S TR AR R B i R
HOET IR 3 FRTTRAY (0 TR TR AR e S N U
HEIAERIEE R B S KT W T, B 4 8L i &
R 2 AR, KT W JE 7E 0. 1~1. 0 mg/L 2 #
AT,

VR Bl D T AR ALK 1) 405 AL 2 43 N e PR
OIARRE IR Y 0 A ST Ak Sk 6 1Y R 45
L, BA T B A A 2 2O AR 8 R

CEELINE FETIEEN S LIS Ty
F S 26 0 VA2 A 03 0
Sl R A7 A — S 00 B A A AL B O, T A
HE— 2 AR RS AL & B ST AT DL
WD 9 S A A 45 T S — 2 B S 1
EEEa

4 Zie

J R E TS T CELIE AR 2R BT A A
S AN [F) S 7Y S AE K i 05 20 U0 U5 S R D AP AE 2
S0 AR A A 2 T R E e BRI
2R AR = B > i 20 208 10 R R AR 2 K
WA 2R <ELE <M AR << 2R A A SR R AL
REAF o R0 R e A S B TR A
1.5 mg/L 2,4-D+1.5 mg/L KT+MS+0.8% g
Jig + 320 BEME , B (Y I @ 15 S R 1.5 mg/
L 2,4-D+0.1 mg/L KT+MS+0.8% Bif§ +3% i
U U NN TR W N E R AR S e |
0.3 mg/lL NAA+1.0 mg/L. KT+MS+0.8% Iy
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Effects of different hormone ratios on callus
induction of four explants of Medicago
archiducis—nicolai

JIAXiu-xiu , LI Yong-qiang,LIU Yan, WANG Xia, YANG Yan-li, FANGQiang-en"
(College of Pratacultural Science , Gansu Agricultural University,Key Laboratory of Grassland Ecosystem ,Ministry
of Education, Pratacultural Engineering Laboratory of Gansu Province ,Sino-U. S. Center for Grazingland

Ecosystem Sustainability, Lanzhou, 730070, China)

Abstract: [Objective] To identify the optimal regeneration conditions for different explants of Medicago
archiducis—nicolai. [ Method] Seeds of M. archiducis—nicolaiwere used as the starting materials. MS medium
(0.8% agar+3% sucrose) was selected as the basic medium for the experiment. Callusinduction and redifferentia-
tion were tested on cotyledons, petioles, stems and leaves using varioustypes and concentrations of growth regulators.
[Result] The induction rate of explants, from highest to lowestwas as follows: stem>petiole>>leal>cotyledon. The
browning rate of explants, from highest to lowestwas as follows: stem<Cleaf<Cpetiole<Ccotyledon. The most suitable
condition for callus induction in true leaves was 1.5 mg/L 2,4—D+0.1 mg/L. KT+MS+0.8% agar+3% su-
crose, with the induction rate of 78% and the browning rate of 8%. The best condition for callus induction in cotyle-
donspetiole and stem was 1.5 mg/L 2,4—D-+1.0 mg/L. KT +MS-+0. 8% agar+ 3% sucrose, with the stem show-
ing the highest callus rate at 96% and no browning, petioles with a callus rate of 92% and a browning rate of 2%,
and cotyledons with a callus rate of 60% and a browning rate of 4%. The condition of 0. 3 mg/LNAA+mg/LKT+
MS+0.8% agar+3% sucrose was the most suitable for inducing embryogenic callus from cotyledons and petioles.
For true leaves, the best condition was0. 3 mg/I. NAA-+1.0 mg/L. 6—BA+MS-+0.8% agar+3% sucrose, while
for stem, it was 0.3 mg/L. NAA+0.5 mg/L. KT+MS-+0.8% agar+3% sucrose. [ Conclusion] All four types of
explants were capable of producing callus, which could then be induced todifferentiate into somatic embryos. Among
the four explants, stems had the highest callus induction rate and the lowest Browning rate, making them the most
suitable explants for regeneration.

Key words: Medicago archiducis— nicolai;plant growth regulators; explant;callus induction
(RERE  Hra)



