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WE: UMK (Hevea brasiliensis) Ttk & soFF ‘RRIIL05°. ‘RRIM600’. ‘GT1 & ‘# 6284950245 4 SN AR, K
F SR EAAR TMSE RS R BLE(A). #MEAEB). AR (C) A4k (D)L 25 15 AR 5549
#om), 4 RE AP B R R B AR S R BIERREF R O 0 £ 7 BB R F KT, BRIEAROT
o5 2 RL B AL T Su P B AR 6 2 ALK, ST AR E TR @ T, ‘RRII0S 49 £ XA HA>C>B>D, &
RALAA2/5 (REAEHRE AL A MRS )L, ‘RRIM600’ 4 A A>B>C>D, LA A2/5 (KELE+HK
FLE ) H/SA RS ‘GT1 89 AD>A>B>C, ARLLE-HA/5 (KR EAEHLELE)2/S5 (AR i),
‘M B628°89 4 A>D>C>B, AMLLEH2/SMS. A3t FRERAR S5 % k%, ‘RRIN05’ 49 KA 5 A B>A>C>D,
RARLLA AMS; ‘RRIM600’ 89 4 B>A>D>C, RIS HA/SKEAE R EALEZ 25 MR +ToKEL; HBR628
# AHC>D>B>A, RALLA H2/5 (KRBT A RS AR HA/SIKELE . LF64F M a3t A5 4769 %ok
oL, 7T 43 5 ‘RRIT105° 18 25 4% 2R 2235 5 09 AR 486 AMS, ‘RRIM600° 89 A 4/5 K Z 70 H K L FE +2/5H HLk,
ik dh, RE628° 89 A 2/5 (K EBAEHA M +H5E ) +4/5 2 U E, ‘GTI 8 A4/5 (KEALEHE L E)H2/5
(H AR +452E).

F IR IR AL 2h; ARG LR L BEIRAR; MSE R R 4

B (Hevea brasiliensis) & K g% £ (Euphor-
biaceaec) 5 i & 2 4F AL e TR . BRI EAY
EFL R E. R 5 TR @fEdaK.
TR 5 B 7 158 % P L 7 2 AR S A0 R 17T A R SRS
JR B FEEERIR . RIS B 7 A Tl g i A ]
BUER B BRI BT, S Bk BRI AR TSR
PUR TP AL . R ARG B A ik ity e A AR i e
AE, 7R R LS B T U (i A AR i
W55 H RIS To i & AR I 58 4 B AR, T HLAA R
PG I 7= B 2 T A L 2B 72 0B A I RV #E AR R
M A, DRI R SR AG () e bk 1 R B G T R 48 1k
o 7 HZE R R EN AL, REE AR R —
RRAIRIG IR o ERIE O E, A 20104731 2 o &
FiR363 5t HE 8 N25975t, A RAE20%. i
I E 25 L H B ol B PR id R R, RARIR IR I
BEFR R HIEREY K, 13 RRGIRAE H &5
HH P oK 4 % b A7 e O

mHEAREERRKE 2 —, BAERTRA
PR Pl ) AT, H BRI XS A FR, TevZiE
R IARIE =& . BEEAE. wrem
TR B 2 32 TH R IR IR 7 L i Rog i 2 —,
IR H TR & PSS AR 7T IR . A oSt

FLFR U, B ARG o RAE N RAAG R 7=
Wk R # — AR E M R, BAAKEER. i
FUEEE . QUK. Uk R AR 5 (R
£52002; M nfhs52012). R EXS IR H 25 77
FeARWE TR, 19774E IR E 19784E F R [H 2 3 £ %
A IRAE S B S AR IR, T 19784
VI XA S, B RIE 2R 1830%. /KRG, R
BN K E I N T390 710K A4 IR AELAR [ 55 B e
THRANBETE, B CAE G (R 5520115 253855
2014; B A FEE2014) T 5 (EAERS5E2005) A
P IR BRCR E 452016, T##UA52018). N ERBE
(FhEAEEE2012a), I (FVEAESE2012b) S 2K B
(FVINIEEE2009; 1 BIFREE2016) 45 5 75 77 TH B 4L
KB . (BRI AR 4 2U0% 77 XE ) 2 g 7 22k (R R 1)
FEAERROR 22 e (R 552005, T-##45%52018), H
BT D BTG R (CFAIF7-33-97 45 BES2 I
AL 72, FREEA P2 e R, Rt R TG

ks 2019-01-10  fEFE  2019-06-17
BE ZMARGEEREAET R R BRI H (RF2019) R4V K
AT B AG AR R 3R R YR AR 55 H (151721301354052002-01)
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PE 2 B B AR 203 o R 3 F HOR MR A,
TOIESEIL T A=, X P EH 20 TR E R
WA TN REA =R HET N o S HT TR R
W 4H 285 77 BB 7 22 M B T MR R (Fh 2 A6 5
2012b; A2 562015) K35 77 56 A (4555201 1a, b)
SEIT MR R, RO il AR R EMSE
TR IR I . AR T201 55 FF I X MS
B IR R AR I 2 AR B 7R R R T A, H
A S T MSE IR XG2S R 28 2 B
B B sZ s oL, I L S S 2B L ZE RS
RZF 5655 8 S 72 U AL & (RE TR 562016),
AT MSE 78 853 52 Wi 46 25 A 41 23 3 R gk
ITRGEHIT . a1, BT LRI o1 2 5 A
‘RRIT105°. ‘RRIM600°, ‘GT1’ f& #6281 1L
ZONAMER, BT R MSE F5 50 5 B R AL 2
AL SRR, DL SR IR AL 2
WAHLRNE SRR, NIRRT R M ERY)
AL REARMEY EKRMEHEIB S %,

1 R57EE

L1 {38414

DI (Hevea brasiliensis Miill. Arg.) o1k
A FRRIII0OS’, ‘RRIM600°. ‘GT1 J¢ #h B
628’ (1148 25 N Bl
1.2 KI5k
1.2.1 SMEAHRILLIE

AN A AL BE T v B RO AR (2014) i T8 (1)
#ﬁ R
1.2.2 MSEFRIIGIRMEAEGALRIFSE
EREA

DIMSH; 7 FE R E TG ER (A) i ITTER(B).
AHLEL T (C) BBk 3 (D) & 4 E 77 i 7y il 56 ]
T, FGLy(3YIEAZ IR RIAT, 5K F KT B ik FE R
LR VRI2BR . &AL IN0.8 mg L' 2,4- 500K
%A £ (2,4-dichlorophenoxyacetic acid, 2,4-D). 0.5
mg-L"'2% 2, (1-naphthaleneacetic acid, NAA). 0.8
mg- L R 35 Jl I 04 (N°-furfuryladenine, kinetin,
KT). 60 g-L'FERE. 2.0 g-LH45EK (phytagel).
T AP AL BR 2000, FERAE 1O HERS, BEI% IR, #5955
TFEN(27+0.5)°C, K5 745 dJa Fiil- e 25 i 44

ER1 LyBHIEAZ R 1 5K
Table 1 Factors and levels of the orthogonal experimental
design Ly(3%)

T
K
A B C D
1 1 1 1
2 4/5 4/5 4/5 4/5
2/5 2/5 2/5 2/5

RPCIURIREREE TR, SRR EEE TR 14/5,

“UYSRINEEE TIN5, R2IA

2 Ly(3)IESSRBMSE I A T He
Table 2 The concentration ratio of MS of the orthogonal
experimental design Lo(3*)

S i

A B C D
Fl1 1 1 1 1
F2 1 4/5 4/5 4/5
F3 1 2/5 2/5 2/5
F4 4/5 1 4/5 2/5
F5 4/5 4/5 2/5 1
F6 4/5 2/5 1 4/5
F7 2/5 1 2/5 4/5
F8 2/5 4/5 1 2/5
F9 2/5 2/5 4/5 1

% 3K, FFUBEHLAREN, AN T R=
0 2R IS R (R T e 35 A B e e

#0)x100%.
1.2.3 MSEFR AN LABGAELERE SN
BIFZ M

¥ EIROFh B FE B i B H M A A 40
BB ] — Rl IR S 8 3R 5 AT IR AR 35
T, WIRAEE SRR ESEHEQLS)RE R —
o 80 dJFGit MR S I, T H IR A
B3R, RS S R =R S H (B
R M H 5 G i A 2 2R 20 < 100% .

1.2.4 B

K FExcel 20078 A4 3547 $4fa s N\ S BB, i
R AL RPRARE 5 R I F M A
%, S REERRTE bR B HOREE . R F SPSS
23 03K HEAT 7 22 50 W BL A0 #T
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2.1 MSEFRDTERMEARGALFTSEN
Al
2.1.1 BHIEE

WE TR, S8 0 eSS B 2 i H 20 5
BRI R 5 9715~20 dJiE, 16200 K /A 77 AL i
Fas RE ORI AL, A 5 TR (R e 2, &
A RBHK K, B9 B H45~50 K0, Al E
1#41°50.3~0.6 e R B FA R (A R ML A

L AANERERR M A E AL . R3GT T4
ARG IR T 1 2R ot ot (1) 46 245 72 9 b 855 R Bk b i
HARFHE TR, HRIOH, LABGHANFE TR
SMAISEIE67.83%, AL ME450.98%~91.08%., H
‘RRIT05’ )5 i, Y4E N91.08%, BEMSE 77 k7 H
B T A AR AR BE AN K, A2 D 82.98%~
95.85%, A2 5 RENHN4.63%, /N T HABIAN T F
sl HLVK: ‘RRIM600 Fl 44 52628, #5148 43 5l
67.02%7F162.23%, M # 2 7 A K, (XA ZE4.79%;
‘GT1U AR, WEICNS50.98%, UMSE 7% %5 H

PAL BRI TP 2R e RRITLOS . 24 PR IR R Ak 1) 15 7 i A

=]

Fig.1 The process of regenerated plants cultured by H. brasiliensis ‘RRII105’ clone anther
A FER AL T FAZ I (D HOE NSUZ S RS B: G RESS; C: FEZI/EF 1T 555720 dif 5 I A 4128, D: FE2G{EF 1R 57
45 dif 53 @A 2L B FLp s & i @A VAR B IRAR AR AL B 7R B 3 7250 dIFARIRAA T AR IS 0L Fr 3R AR IR 1K G
FRHTRETRAE PR TR0 AN IERUR B K TR He v 55 77 2 vh 55 9720~30 dINf 15 31K H AT HR 25 (/N T TE25 R IR AR o
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3 DUAMRIER TE P 2 St A AE 25 B 2 235 5 % (%)
SE AP
Table 3 The results of the callus induction frequency (%)
from four clones of H. brasiliensis anther

i ‘RRIT105° ‘RRIM600°  ‘GT1’ TER628
F1 91.63 51.43 18.44 40.63
F2 86.26 57.14 54.41 45.79
F3 93.41 62.38 59.52 53.20
F4 82.98 75.83 60.48 63.05
F5 90.83 67.50 44.29 57.72
F6 89.93 72.50 66.41 55.60
F7 93.67 65.71 58.75 78.28
F8 95.15 69.05 69.87 83.38
F9 95.85 81.67 26.67 82.39
ISON] 95.85 81.67 69.87 83.38
f/ME 82.98 51.43 18.44 40.63
BI1E 91.08 67.02 50.98 62.23
5 R AL 4.63 13.86 34.85 25.38

BB, HE H R SR R RO, AR
i 9 18.44%~69.87%, AL 57 72 %(34.85%) B At 34
THER AR BRI I, TEANTEME R S,
‘GTI L @A L5 T X TMSE 75 17 24k
TN SSE v
212 FESENSHER

J5 ZE o B 45 R M S I A B: I FLp 4R 3%
J 5 XF ARG AR TG M 2R b oAk 24 A 2 4
R £ T IA N R 2 KT, TR E 97 54 5 1
2y A LA T R IR R A BB B B R A & R e
Fon PR R AR BOR 22 7 (3R 4), BARRIN,
‘RRIT105° PR+ 3= IRy A>C>B>D, El K& 7T
Rk, AV IR, i/, &ihd
A NAB,C,D,; ‘RRIM600’ [ A A>B>C>D, Rk &
TCER MR R R, MEITGRIRL, B, &l
Y4 HALBLC,Dy; ‘GT1 [fHD>A>B>C, B4k (1)
MR K, KEJTLRKRZ, AN &b, A
A NAB,CiD;; #ER628° 1) NA>D>C>B, Bl K&
TLER IR R, Bk, EICER &b, it

Y4 HABLCD; .
2.2 MSEFBA AR BA LIRS 1L 180
2

2.2.1 BEIEE
H5 9 b R A7 T H PR R A0 4H B N IRIR

T4 WO RTE RO B4l
Table 4 The results of visual analysis of callus

induction frequency (%)

AT JKF  ‘RRIII05® ‘RRIM600’ ‘GTI’ 628
A 1 90.43" 56.98" 44.12¢ 46.55°
2 87.92¢ 71.94* 57.06* 58.79"
3 94.89* 72.14* 51.76" 81.35"
R, 6.97 15.16 12.94 34.80
B 1 89.43¢ 64.33" 45.89¢ 60.66"
2 90.75" 64.56" 56.19* 62.30™"
3 93.06" 72.18% 50.87° 63.73*
Ry 3.63 7.85 10.30 3.07
C 1 92.24* 64.33" 51.57° 59.87"
2 88.37° 71.55% 47.19¢ 63.75%
3 93.64* 65.20° 54.19* 63.77*
R 5.27 7.22 7.00 3.90
D 1 92.77* 66.87¢ 29.80° 60.25"
2 89.95° 65.12° 59.86" 59.89"
3 90.00" 69.09* 63.29* 66.54*
Ry 2.82 3.97 33.49 6.65

[7 1) S i 2L 23155 3 AR B0 o A AR TR IR R R 2 R
#(P<0.01), Ry~Rp 73 AZ 7R A~DIA F /K1 R IR 22 . 361«

A R R T 32 15~25 dJE, S04 B0 L2
A=A HENIE; Ji 9250 dfE, KB
T B K B T RSB R AR A, 1 AR K D /)N
A Ge— 20 K B Y B, T8 e N AR AR B
B Fe e gk 4 B #240~45 dJ5 7 115 3 B (K]
Do R5G0UT T AMGIRW ToPE R SR 2 i 241
U HERAR LG B, 45 RR W, M4tk
AR, {2V ‘RRITI05°, ‘RRIM600° 2 4 B
628 Z 3T R AL 24515 5t I A A 2L RE
ST EE RRIRAR, 5 5 AR E AN 18.72%, H
HRRIM600’ [ f% 151(31.92%), BEMSE 77 i 43 F
{14 SO T A A 7 A ) R A A P A T 2R o P
/N, IR 628 AR (5.57%); ‘GT1 4624 B fg i
AT — B E N AL, (B HRTE
TR A4 73 b sk R 4 £ TR AR 7= A, 855 7% 2240~50
djG eIt
222 HFESENS L

05 ZE 453 B 45 B it B M S L A 1 57 Ik ch 4 g 95
R A3 R AR 5 5 %6 1R S ) 22 S ak W B 2 KT, 4
Tl % B 53 o W R AR 155 236 1 52 1A 2087 B e e 4.
HIELHERSFIRAAENZERFR KRS,
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F25 TG TEME & SRR AR 5 3 (%) I Gt 45
Table 5 The results of the embryoid induction frequency (%)

from four clones of Hevea brasiliensis anther

5 ‘RRII105° ‘RRIM600°  ‘GTI’ P E628°
Fl 83.71 49.32 0 0
F2 25.42 42.44 0 8.06
F3 0 2391 0 6.67
F4 35.44 46.07 0 8.52
F5 14.90 4923 0 6.19
F6 3.37 25.69 0 0
F7 0 35.89 0 8.10
F8 5.15 5.33 0 7.99
F9 0 9.44 0 4.60
SUN] 83.71 49.32 — 8.52
f/MA 0 5.33 — 0
BN 18.67 31.92 — 5.57
AR 147.13 52.47 — 60.80

6 MRS T (%) I ELML 2 B 46
Table 6 The results of visual analysis of embryoid
induction frequency (%)

¥ K ‘RRITI0OS”  RRIM600° #2628’
A 1 36.38" 38.56° 491°
2 17.91° 40.33* 4.90°
3 1.72¢ 16.89¢ 6.89"
R, 34.66 23.44 1.99
B 1 39.72% 43.76" 5.54"
2 15.16" 32.33" 7.41%
3 1.12¢ 19.68° 3.76°
Ry 38.60 24.08 3.65
C 1 30.75% 26.78¢ 2.66"
2 20.29° 32.65" 7.06"
3 4.97° 36.34" 7.08"
R 25.78 9.56 4.42
D 1 32.87" 36.00" 3.60°
2 9.60° 34.67* 5.38"
3 13.53¢ 25.10° 7.72%
Ry 23.27 10.90 4.12

‘RRIT105° PR 3= IR Ay B>A>C>D, E & 7t
R R, RETRRL, S/, RILA
4 NAB,C,D,; ‘RRIM600’ [ yB>A>D>C, R &
TCE MR R, REILRIRZ, AL 5D,
LA NABCD,; ‘#E628° [ NC>D>B>A ,
BRI ML B ok, BhEhik e, RETC R B/,
A EHABLCD;.

2.3 HtBEHITHIE

FAFI6K M, 7359 LA B 475 L 2355 5 %6 SRtk
A5 S R % H IMS B 78 i i IR LA AN, 7
XA TV 2R R AN TR AR — o Hr, TR AR
BN LRSI ABHGHLE S RMA
B o HATRRITI0S R UG, &G AR 7R MK
A AEAABCD,, MAREFEFRENRILAEH
AB,C\D,, A PIEIRDE T [ L KF 4D,
WAk EDE TR KEAD,; AL B CHT
R A AN R (3 A5), “RRITLOS 48 24 IR A4 75
SRR RZE(147.13%)i KT @A HNE SR
A5 5 2 H0(4.63%), H AR T HIIEREE S K
W 72(34.66)> AL H L 2 R 1L 2(6.97), BAF
AR R 75 5 2 A 22 (38.60)> B {1 2H 415 &
I % (3.63), CIH T I IR 5 5 3R (1 4 22
(25.78)> 1A H L35 T 2 IR 25(5.27), HIBETT %N,
JRAAR S 5 R A L BRI FH & o A% (1w Jo7 5
UK, WA BRCHE T MEMLAKF57 AL B,
AC,. #EIk, ‘RRINOS 1L 25 @45 4405 T 1 il
H4ENABC D, ZHE R MFLR 7R, I
WHHAFE SR EL91.63%, 5 & KA Z
4.22%, WERAAFE S K83, 71%, B &k T HAhsA
b3 . [F PR RRIM600’ f L 4H A& HA,B,CiDy;
B 628 R A NAB,C,Dy; X TGT1 3k
Uk, AL E A H LS 3R N R4 A AB,CD,,
ToRRARAA = A, S A 25 A 25 T 1 et 4.
475 NA,B,CD;.
3 Wit

TERR AL A RS T REEE F, IR
PR A 2R SRR B AR AR R 20 L T A 7 1
R 20 (A 558 55 2005) o AR EUE SR i i 443 2
T Ik R AR R A B R R B A ST AR A S T &
FIRLAL AR 7= AT 52 26, o] J8 e 155 9% BE d 7 11
oAl SR $E A AL S & 5 R T
fif IR B ). TERE R MR — R SR, &
BB SR EICE SR E T & H S wE W
Z /0, RIR R AR R AR AR e T 2R
RE 8% S BB A A2 7= o ARG BT 1R 4 A A5 e A
otk R A AL 25 Y RE I Ak = AR A 41 4, HL
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P REE, MARIE N67.83%; i A3
Z S F(CRRITI05°, ‘RRIM600° J #2628
1625 T 2R R A IR A, HL 15 5 85 i A
K, BARBEAN18.72%. 75 5 A i 11 2
‘RRIM600°, H %5 32N HN31.92%, HHRRIT05
WAL 2) B 25 5 W oy A T @ A A1 41, (B H i f
AN VN N R i AP S | 35 & S e Y =
‘RRIM600° 11 13.25%, ZEAUI I GAEAG A R 2 kG
R BR (2 T 552016) K2 PN BR B (55 R T 552012) 15 57
s R I . AR B, AR A A 4 mT DA
Gy PR SE AT G AT BV SR A () I 1 i 43 2H 23
T Be 2 AR IR 1 A 4 21, I BV s B
A AELE AR D H % A B AZ 0 AR IR M4 B, XK
4 B A B A% MOIR A4 7 1k B8 77 (RS 5 552009) . 1]
DL A5 2305 5 2 (1 K 5 IR A4 3 A e 0 1t
55 2 18] I 0 A% AR AH G, R SR SRR B A 24
M HLRFF0, ARAL A& H R FEZ N
RPN R AR . RS F R BRI N —Fh
A H L RS P s, B R
NTRT R . A TR A5 L2 5 R R LR
S RE I (RRAEE 3 )L &, TEAIREMSE
T B 5 AR R 1 25 403 AL 21055 5 38R B DA
MR SN A BB, SIS ] §E .

AR FT A AL R, A [RGB T & b
A6 25 A A2 5 3 BT 75 IMIS T 538 i 23 AN [F,
‘RRIT105" {5 AL 24H 4 IMS, “RRIM600” ) Hg4/5 Kk
HIGR MR ICEF2/SAPR R, I E628H
2/5 CRETCERHANUL k) H4/5E T &, ‘GT
) 94/5 (KEITCRHUEITTR)T2/5 (B LS+
#h), X TR U TR A8 24 A 2 IR BURAE
FRIAIAEAE R 22 580K A, AT 78 FF“RRITT05” ()
R4 F], BIMS+0.8 mg L 2,4-D+0.5 mg-L"!
NAA+0.8 mg-L" KT+60 gL' ##+2.0 g L4k
Jie, HA 05 SR m1891.63%, MRS 5%
N83.71% . T HABIATo 1t 2R it Tl £E 1% 45 7 Bk
(175 T R A AR, KRG ‘GT1 Fl AR 628,
PRI A 205 250 NN 18.44%H140.63%, H.
7T H e H L e 2 B R AR 1k e
X ] B A& HH T AW 58K FH B AR P 28 Rk B
J2 DL RRIT105” (148 25 Rk a2k Hi ok 1) (38 R

£52014), 1ZAME R I BC L BUE & RRIT105” (148
AT, AE & A3 oM &R
Foro [RIE, 7E DARR R W 48 24 85 A 35 7 Dy E Al 1) ol
KT TR, Fixr A T 2l dh B gk # 5
Tl 55 77 5 DL AN MR S .

MS 55 5 0 — M FE HE W) 20 2385 7 b 3L FH o
NI R BT, #2T. Murashige fIlE. K. Skoog
NEE IR (Nicotiana tabacum) 40 f i ¥ o117,
FLRSIREE . BB T A S T B RO AR IR R T
B, R T R AE LR A B A T TR T N
Mo AW CHEDE TMSE IR SR L2
P 235 S BRI L, (HAEME IR 8o 1)
1 2 Ml = 1) BOIR AT B, AN i T 3R 2 K
H;BO;. MnSO,. ZnSO,. Na,MoO,. CuSO,.
CoCLAETRMLZE W BT 20 1, ANHIEFT B CE WA s 7T
R A A 3 3 R ARAKRAT 3 3 (R 52 R
ik 2 K, (BT S T LS P2 15 )
XoF P AN FE AR 7 A LI, X AR A 1 2 AR
AT o Bk, MSE IR &AL BN AR 2
WL SRR A 15 3 — 2D .
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Effects of MS medium nutrients on anther callus induction of Hevea
brasiliensis

GUI Ming-Chun’, LI Ling", GUAN Yan, TANG Min, TIAN Hai, SUN Xiao-Long, LIANG Guo-Ping’
Yunnan Institute of Tropical Crops, Jinghong, Yunnan 666100, China

Abstract: The anthers of rubber tree (Hevea brasiliensis) clones ‘RRII105°, ‘RRIM600°, ‘GT1’ and ‘Reken
628’ were used as explants to study the effects of macronutrients (A), micronutrients (B), organic component
(C) and iron salt (D) on the induction of anther callus by using orthogonal experiment. The results showed that:
the effects of all four components on the induction frequency of callus and embryoid were significantly differ-
ent, and there were apparent varietal differences in the main order and optimal combination when induced by
the four components. The main orders and optimal combinations of callus induction frequency were: ‘RRII105°,
A>C>B>D, 2/5 (macronutrients + micronutrients + organic component) + iron salt; ‘RRIM600’, A>B>C>D,
2/5 (macronutrients + micronutrients + iron salt) + 4/5 organic component; ‘GT1’, D>A>B>C, 4/5 (macronutri-
ents + micronutrients) + 2/5 (organic component + iron salt); ‘Reken 628’, A>D>C>B, 2/5MS. While the main
orders and optimal combinations of embryoid induction frequency were: ‘RRII105°, B>A>C>D, MS;
‘RRIM600’, B>A>D>C, 4/5 macronutrients + micronutrients + 2/5 organic component + iron salt; ‘Reken
628’, C>D>B>A, 2/5 (macronutrients + organic component + iron salt) + 4/5 micronutrients. Comprehensively,
judging from the effects of four components on the anther callus and embryoid, the optimal combination of an-
ther callus induction were MS for ‘RRII105°, 4/5 macronutrients + micronutrients + 2/5 organic component +
iron salt for ‘RRIM600°, 2/5 (macronutrients + organic component + iron salt) + 4/5 micronutrients for ‘Reken
628, and 4/5 (macronutrients + micronutrients) + 2/5 (organic component + iron salt) for ‘GT1’, respectively.
Key works: Hevea brasiliensis; anther; callus; embryoid; MS medium nutrients
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