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Abstract: In thispgper tranggenic accepor systansof chrysanthenun cv' Yuremmian' via indirect smatic enbryogene-
siswere established by three steps cultivation The authors studied the effectsof homones illumination intensity on indi-
rect smatic enbryogenesis through sten segments (intemodal segnents) as explants Reaults shawved that embryogenic
calli induction medium wasMS+KT2 Omg- L™* +2,4D 2 0mg- L™* +NAA Q 5mg- L ", 15 days later, yellow
greenish, campact nodular calli were transferred enbryogenic calli differentiation mediunM SplusKT2 Omg- L~ Y24
D10mg L ‘andNAA Q 5mg- L *for 15 days and were trangferred differentiation mediumM SplusKT 2 Omg- L™ *
and NAA Q 5mg- L " for 20 days lllumination intensity was 1 000 2 000 Ix The highest rate of enbryogenic calli
reached 95 3%, the highest rate of eanbryogenic calli differentiation reached 92 7%, average number of shoots per sten
fgnent explantwas 17 8, and stability of regeneration shoots reached 99 5%. BExperimentsof the snsitivity of antibiotics
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for tranggenic accegpor systansof chrysanthenum cv’ Yurermian® via indirect smatic enbryogenesis shoved: the slec-
tion concentrations of kananycinwas10mg- L~ !, the selection concentrationsof cefotaxime was 300 mg- L~ ‘while en-
bryogenic calli were induced and 100 mg- L~ * while enbryogenic calli differentiation

Key words Ground-Cover Chrysanthenum (Chrysanthenum morifoliu) ; indirect somatic embryogenesis accepior

gystam; antibiotics

(Chrysanthenum morifolium Ramat )
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