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Abstract;: New progress in such aspects as variation types, origination, influencing factors, genetic mechanism and

detecting methods of plant somaclonal variation is summarized. The information on somaclonal variation in forest

tree since 1977 is fully introduced. Some problems existed in forest tree somaglonal variation study are discussed. It

is thought that doing further research systematically on somaclonal variation is very important for genetic improve-

ment and fast propagation of forest tree by means of tissue culture technique.
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