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Abstract; Stems of siberian elm were used as explants, a tissue culture and plant regeneration system was

established. The results showed that the optimal differentiation medium for stem was MS+6-BA 0. 10 mg
« L' 4+IBAO. 005 mg » L™!; the optimal rooting medium was MS +IBA0, 01 mg » L™ ; MS medium sup-
plemented with 0. 005 mg » L™ TDZ and 0. 005 mg * L' IAA was the optimal medium condition for leaf

regeneration.
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Table 1 Effect of hormones at different concentrations on differentiation of stem with buds

6-BA/(mg - L™')NAA/(mg « L™')IBA/(mg + L™) ¥#Ef/cm RacLidg WA/ % R ¥ /cm REBBAL
0. 00 0. 000 0. 000 2.92 6.90 154 0. 06 S
0. 10 0. 005 0. 000 2.67 6. 00 125 0.48 B
0.10 0.010 0. 000 2.47 5.83 133 0.38 &
0.10 0. 025 0. 000 2.33 4.58 109 0.25 ol
0.25 0.025 0. 000 3.89 10.79 200 . 1.00 2
0.50 0.025 0. 000 3.78 14.00 411 1.22 2
1.00 0.025 0. 000 2.14 10. 86 314 . 1,37 7
0.25 0. 050 0. 000 3.57 11.43 214 1.05 £
0.50 0. 050 0. 000 4,27 16.91 373 1.18 2
1.00 0. 050 0. 000 2.20 9.20 280 1. 40 £
1.50 0. 050 0. 000 1.28 8.00 267 1.32 £
0.25 0. 100 0. 000 6.43 18.43 321 1.09 £
0.50 0. 100 0. 000 3.29 14. 00 257 1,14 £
1.00 0. 100 0. 000 1.23 7.00 238 1.25 £
0.05 0. 000 0. 005 2.40 4,27 125 0.03 &
0.10 0. 000 0. 005 2.65 6.00 243 0.39 F-
0.25 0. 000 0. 005 2.10 5.97 258 0.87 £
0.05 0. 000 0.010 2.30 4. 80 100 0.06 &
0.10 0. 000 0.010 2.57 6.00 192 0.24 5
0.25 0. 000 0.010 1.71 5.50 246 0.97 2
0.05 0. 000 0. 025 2.33 5.08 109 0.03 k-3
0.10 0. 000 0. 025 1.95 6.53 131 0.38 S
0.25 0. 000 0.025 1.82 5.59 314 1.04 2
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Fig. 1 Proliferation of siberian elm
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Table 2 Effect of different hormones on induction of

adventitious buds from the leaves of siberian elm

TDZ o aa EA HEE FEF FCE
/(mg + L™ HE /% BRE/% /%

0.010 0.0 0.010 25 84 20 16

0.010 0.0 0. 100 25 80 36 20

0. 005 0.0 0. 005 25 96 56 4

0. 005 0.0 0. 050 24 67 29 33

0. 000 1.0 0.100 20 5 0 95

0. 000 Lo 0.050 25 20 0 80

0. 000 0.5 0.025 25 40 4 60

0. 000 0.5 0. 050 24 33 4 67
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Fig. 2 Adventitious buds induced from the leaves of siberian elm
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Table 3 Effect of different rooting media on

rooting of siberian elm

NAA  IBA FH iy

BR% /mg- /mg- zE Rk Tt IR
L™ L™ /em /em
1/2MS  0.00 0.30  2.41 0.79 80 4.67
1/2MS  0.00 0.10 2,04 0,70 74 5.31
1/2MS 0,00 0.05 1.96 0,56 60 6.25
1/2MS 0,00 0.03 1,87  0.60 64 5.98
1/2MS  0.00 0.01  2.35  0.59 35 7.01
MS  0.00 0.30 2.7  0.83 89 8.29
MS  0.00 0.10 2.48 0.77 76 8.69
MS  0.00 005 273 0.88 91 7.29
MS 0,00 0.03 2.98 0. 88 86 6.22
MS  0.00 0.01 2,97 0.8 100 8.94
MS 0.50 0.00 2.3 0.56 78 4.57
MS  0.30 0.00 3.45  0.64 82 2.11
MS  0.10 0.00 3,57 0.73 76 2.13
MS 0.05 0.06 3,06 0.88 74 5.67
MS 000 0.00 292 1.48 36 3.50
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Fig. 3 Rooting of siberian elm
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