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TR BEARRES NDNASHEELEE
RYFRR, TATH, BB, 2 A, R, x|

Tt PH 2= R, 5tRHS550005

E: A T ATl o Bt 55 A& 40 B BRIEBR (Actinidia sp.)°T B A SMEAR, 55 7 ARG 4L LR, St LT R
EF o, REFHA., LAGAERFTEOAR, B3 T @t BAIKk A, FIIE A DNAKXF LR, A
ITS. matk. SQI. ML# B 447, st £ F4 % A #7457, £ REF7: AMSH0.5 mg- L' 6-°F R Z"A(6-BA)+
2.0mg- L' 2,4-—AFK A CH(Q2,4-D)E Ak, G282 1L F1X100%; £MS+4 mg-L' 6-BA+0.2 mg- L' A& T8
(NAAZFRI T, 49 A5, R F 55 £88.89%; ££MS+3.5 mg-L" 6-BA+0.2 mg-L"' NAA+0.2 mg L' &%
(GA,) P, T2 F 3578 51K 100%, 3474 2 44 7.85; £1/2MS+0.2 mg-L ' %"k TBR(IBA)EJik b, A2 3 AR FE A
5)92.59%, HAR 2 L ik; %83 H ke 5 @ ] L3RR A LA A AR, 14 dEBERMRE 15 5)94%; DNA
ST R M4k B B T ATl B Bt L A BRIE AR T RRIE AR R0 R B A 0 SRR (A, arguta).
KERIE]: 4 ) BREAL; AR A 2R 4 DNALTH 7L

¥k (Actinidia sp.)2&201H 22 N TYI4L Y
KEFERWZ —, ZHIKRZ EMRE(EEK
52016). FREREMRIEE S, G BENk I 2>
AR5 R VEITA5E2013) . DR H B A AW 48 355 4L
a3 RN R, B P AN 5T 3 X Hdk AT T AT )
PR RN AT 78 (Bi%$2019; HillZ$2019). L5 ik
M A ol 5 % YRS W e RN S, 40 PR A Ak D
B B AT 2 LE A Bk o o B R 9 R R
KEBL. 1£0H ML RBERE S, EEH 4
B (GF A UREE2015) M 20 A A (5 1E%2011)
PRAS S, A7 S O DO )1 48 iR B, ERHE
FE A RO R, R OB (A. chinensis
var. rufopulpa) (ZE#5%52019), JFAR420 5 15
HFEH R R AR, B A REE5RAEA
ST S (R A UBZE2011), REIFE Y Fi4ea
R . AR SR A BRI R O A 4T SR, SRR
T B IR B, iz A R 5 R R B A
o, CIRRERER T A, — 2, B8 2 B AR Ay 2%
HIE R, HLAE AW, BE AT R
WA A, 2SR E HHEARTBRE, AW
B AR AN RE I AZ R AR BE FE R, (12 5 AN BE
BRI . AR R B iRA
P B 3 R P P A R S B R K R T AR
5.(Sablok#2017; Yan%52018); ke i i) FF A A4
FIE S R ) B DR TR P R il (R R 2552005
AbdinZ52017), W1 3 25(2014)7E & 2k < 41 B Bk

PP A AR JR A R AT T R Bk B e B R gt A%
AU T, PP R L B Rk . &
A I FUE X LL RBR A it b 20 BH AT T 2R
LEAR R IR IT (222 22452008), SR 1T HF A R,
e T I E A T . (R, R AR TR R
AL T A 2R B A R R Bk AR AR R,
SERAR R T A ) S A R 3 DR R A i AR
f3+4riav].

LR A — i E 2 2 5 I B k B,
B F0 3 A 5 24 TR B 44 28 )1 EL I 41 Y 0
W LA A BRI (4. arguta) (R F1Z52012),
R, RERTH TFEMF LG R RE TR
18, Hor A28 A8 AR, Bk,
oy A BRI M AT SR 4 08 R 58 ik
S8+, DNASEESG(DNA barcoding) i AR
TR H — BehrEDNA F B 9 fh ik 47 00 7 4E
W) 2 % 52 1) )5 13- (WangZ52016), 52 3 7L % [E 47
753 1 TE (HebertfllGregory 2005; ChenZ:2010;
Gao%§2010), 1%J7VE T 12 N H T B bk 1 1)

2019-08-16  1&%E  2020-02-18

SN BE T H S H (B AKYF[2015]3825) 5
BRE T ARSI H (BFHELHFE[2015]73109), 5t
A — K A BT -— L U B AL 2R 4 25 0% A
(2017158322)F15% BH 117 FBHEL 7 - 52 BH 2% B BHE: & 10 % 4 1
H(GYU-KYZ[2019~2020]PT13-01).
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SRE R AN %5 (Gao%52010; Liugk2014), X7~
TR R A IR L L AR 25 RS Mg it T
HRSCRF.

ASH T R 21 B Bk 2 2485 77 S DNAZ%
TR 2R 2 50 & BB 7E, LA™ T w2 )1 B B
LRI O RRL, ST IR AR R, SR
DNA A BRSNS HoR 2k R AT S 0E, Sl
UON-S VNI S S EIVESE R E I il
TR, I HIRG R R E Loy Kt
BRI B SL SR T A AR E, JF Oy s Rk
FAMBIEINEIE KRS %

1 RS

1.1 SE3e#Rt

SO0 M RE N B AR S AR LT BBk (A ctinidia
Lindl sp.), SREE T m 8 28112, B4 oM
AME R FEAT AU SR 7
1.2 LW HE
1.2.1 SMERES

HAT R bk sh it Fr, A EE H e Be R0E
W, ARG FHAER BN T5%H) ZEEATL g- L' HeCl,
T, B 435 940 sFI9 min, 5 TG B 718K
Pe3~5U%, 1BHNT em® K/ 46 P
122 BfpELRIFES

Y2121 Bk B Eepp 2 AN L @ 4H 21
FSE IR B 328 d, it R HSE SR,
1.2.3 REFHUIEF

AR K HE B BT b B0R B H S R 2
EFAMIEFREE |, BE3E3R7 d, SRIGH N JEIR T
57749 d, MRS AR bR, P
B P =R SRR R e
1.2.4 T EZFILIAEIEF

UK B N0.8 e /e A7 IR AR 2F, FE R A2 2R 1
FAREFRHE, 49 dJF Guih HTE % S HE R =151 5 A
BN R GRRVT T E52013),
1.2.5 TFEREFRBHK

EHK2~3 em AN E 2, Bl 2 5 A A Rk
FENG| T B (IBA) I 1/2MS (K& 70 H 8 F ) [ 44 1%
FRFE, 28 AJF G AEMR . FIMRE (IR R U
FhEZEEL) GBAVFRAZE2013), R Rl

N IR ELEI0% LA b, 5 TR 5 7 A A T
B2 d, MU 1/3/8CE2 d, M 12582 d, A
EL d, PR ARG, TE R IR, e Ak, HIk
FUAZERE A [H] L (R FA L 1:4), @& FRK, 14
dE G IE R
1.2.6 DNAZREE 4

(1)ZE R AHHEE: SR 7S ek = F AR IR Ak 4
(CTAB)EFE I B R I R 41

(2) TS 7 Bk £ 1k Y 4S8 7
FIITS (1% B R A% B A e s (A1 B [X 7 41)) . matK
(tRNA % 2R 2 i 55 R 7 410) (223 H 552017) DL K&
BRI R 25 T4 L FH 21U SQ1 (et i A L PR 4.
ps16-trnQ/7%1). ML (BRI - &3 44 5 LK ZHndhF-
pI32/741) (LiuZ52014), it 4L ARk 315 2 0% R i3t
ITHE

Q) E BIFF A 38 Sy $2 fAE1.2.6 9 25 (1)
53 R 7 B SR B HRDNA, I LA 9 8ER, LA
ITS. matK. SQIFIMLAEST 5 N 5|4#[#1, matK
75 51 AR s v el AE Bk (4. chinensis Planch.)
matK {57 7 ¥ [ TPCRY 14 . [ Sifk £: Pre-
mix Tag 12.5 uL. Primer-FAIPrimer-R (10 umol-L™)
%0.5 uL. DNA template 2 pL. X{Z%/K(ddH,0)
11.5 pLo MR 94°CTRIAEME3 min; 94°CAR M
30 s, 55°CiB k45 s, 72°CHEAH145s, 324G, 72°C
ZEAH10 min. PCRI4H10 g L7 B AR bl e LA
W, DIk Rl B B oy, 165 v 2B A = T
M

H 2% 5 2540 M. F Chromas 2.4 %] 5 45
AT 73 I BR G R 245 5 X, 285 FINCBIH
Blast T. B 3T 7 71 LLxs, e BORRAEpk J& 400 FH T
FGoRFREE;, HIFAS R YR 51 LR
HClustal X 2.0fTMEGA 7.01 (Thompson%§1997);
K K2 PAR A it 47 153 % B 25 43 B, F9ENT (neigh-
bor-joining)H [15 1% fF 25 K FIK2P#< A4, bootstrap
(H JE{H) % E A1 000] (Tamura®5:2011).

BRIk P AR AR R S FRAE O 4 Nt
17, FAR: R EAMSE 1/2MS (55058 g L',
PE30 g- L), IR F(25+2)°C, HtE4 500 mol-m™-s™
(16 h-d"), pH 5.85. AAGALUE SR FREE WL, A
E S AR IR WK 3, AN e 2 MG JE 8 IR A WL AR 4,
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Table 1 The primer sequences in this article

E A CEAR S K BE/bp ElEZEAR S S I(5—3)

ITS (WangZ52016) 700 ITS-F GGAAGTAAAAGTCGTAACAAGG
ITS-R TCCTCCTCCGCTTATTGATATGC

matK 1139 matK-F CCAAATACCAAATCCGCCCTCT
matK-R CCTAGAAGGGAAAGAAACAGTCA

ML (Liu5:2014) 905 ML-F ACAGGAACTGGAAGTGGAACAA
ML-R AAAGCTTTTAAGGCTGCCCAA

SQI (Liu%2014) 969 SQI-F AACGATTCGATAGACGGCTCA
SQI1-R ATTCCATACCGGCTACAAAGC

2 AEA AT I L1 AR B 05 235 = S

Table 2 Effects of plant growth regulators on callus induction of red-fleshed kiwifruit leaves

Gits  2,4-DikEE/mg L’ 6-BAWKE/mg L BRMAMEMEL  BUMEAME AR EOHBE S /% ES SN/

A, 1 0.25 18 15.330.88" 85.19+4.90° I, AKAIR

A, 2 0.25 18 17.6740.33" 98.15+1.85" [SREARiAEEY

A, 3 0.25 18 15.33£0.67° 85.19+3.70° WO, Bk

A, 1 0.50 18 14.00£0.58" 77.78+3.21° FIth, Biks, KR
A 2 0.50 18 18° 100 [SREX ST &
A 3 0.50 18 14.67+0.88° 81.48+4.90° s, 5L, KRR

[ el FI A [ 5 BERR IR AR 22 53 035 (P<0.05), T Il

3 MEWAAIR T L BRI AN 2 25 S 1

M

Table 3 Effects of plant growth regulators on induction of adventitious bud from red-fleshed kiwifruit calli

45 6-BAWKY/mg- L' NAAWK S /mg- L @ {iBrh 2 A H2F A% TR AR
B, 3.0 0.2 18 5.67+0.88° 31.48+4.90° 1.95+0.55" E NI
B, 4.0 0.2 18 16.00+1.00° 88.89+5.56° 6.78+0.79° E NI
B, 5.0 0.2 18 10.00+1.15" 55.56:+6.42" 3.66:0.53" LA
B, 3.0 0.4 18 6.67+0.33° 37.04+1.85° 2.70+0.75 E R
B; 4.0 0.4 18 14.67+0.88" 81.48+4.90° 6.36+0.46° E R
Bs 5.0 0.4 18 2.67+1.20° 14.81+6.68" 2.97+1.24° LA

Fed R A AT TN LL BRI RS 78 2 1 T 1) 52
Table 4 Effects of plant growth regulators on multiplication of red-fleshed kiwifruit adventitious buds

G 6-BAYKE/mg L NAAWKE /mg L' GAJRE/mg' L AMEASL HEFE /% TFEfE AL FHZF K /em
C, 25 0.2 0.2 18 62.966.68" 2.85+0.30° 4.98+0.32%
G, 3.5 0.2 0.2 18 100° 7.85+1.28° 3.79+0.26°
C, 45 0.2 0.2 18 98.15+1.85" 5.31+1.44" 5.1540.14°
C, 25 0.4 0.2 18 42.59+6.68° 3.60£0.71° 5.01+0.32%
Cs 3.5 0.4 0.2 18 92.59+4.90° 6.90£0.88" 4.18+0.13"
Cs 45 0.4 0.2 18 100° 3.80+0.54° 4.88+0.33"
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Table 5 Effects of IBA concentration on rooting of red-fleshed kiwifruit adventitious buds

i IBAWKE /mg L' Bl A 2 AL R /% T IR AL AR
D, 0 18 50.00£6.42° 2.15+0.57° ToMR 3 5
D, 0.1 18 87.04+1.85" 3.67+0.53" ARG S A
D, 0.2 18 92.59+3.70° 6.13+0.39° AR B )
D, 0.3 18 85.19+4.90° 4.20+0.36" AR R 58 1 Je
D 0.4 18 77.78+6.42° 2.91£0.16" DA B4 B A ]
Dy 0.5 18 50.009.62° 1.820.32° ToMAR 3 5E

AEMREE IR IE W ARS . DL B AL B 3 E A,
FEREZ M 18R B 225 3 BOAS
S ETT AOAREETTR, HORB BOE IR IR .

2 SLUGHER

2.1 LAASREBEARRIENL

2.1.1 EPEKETH TN A EGEL SRR
e AMEAR R S, T~14 ANEEBh, Bk

LA, V)OS A 1k @G 4R 4R, Rk dd 43k

B E(EL-A), 28 dfF ik I8 3 & m HiRE, &

ZH 2R O 05 B EOIR, TR TR

A

AP (R IGF2)H] TR R & . St R e
IN(ER2), AsT AT R e, 15100%, SAT 5
AT 25 AE AL R IR AR, NT7.78%,
RMEA L Ays AGEREZER. A 5AML, A
FREGHFAAEKRY, 2O EARIESCE MR,
HRTF EWAEZE M. Bk, FEAR R, 4R
TRk i i 423 o A s A B FR B IMS+2.0
mg L' 2,4- “EEALTR(Q.4-D)+0.5 mg L' 6-%4
KL A (6-BA).
2.1.2 AT R R EF SIS
TEYCHBAAE T, 9214 dJ5(KE1-B), R4

=2
=
&

N
=

/ 2 000 bp

T
750 bp

100 bp

BT ARk i P AR AR 2R H AR PP 91 R 45 2R

Fig.1 Establishment of regeneration system from red-fleshed kiwifruit leaves and the results of agarose gel electrophoresis of the

targeted sequence
AR ENE OB G20 B RS IR A AR K RAF R i SL C: ASE 200K D: AN 28 W B ASE 2R Fr F AR P23 A R
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AR SR ER, BT NSt 35 A, BAH S A
U A B, LR 2L USSR A BN R 3
b, HAB,. By g AN E 3 49 dfE, &4
BFRBEPAEF S MFLB G S KT ER
(23), B,i5 5 F i, 1£88.89%, & TBHIiE S
#81.48%, H5B,. B;. B,. BZRE¥; RB;.
Bobh, HAREEFREG WA EFIZE. Mo,
HACH RIF(E-C); B, PR %, H6.784, g
mTBs6.3674, H5B,. By, B,. BZEREF.
TEBy. B, HIHERZ T = 20 i 7 R = A 1k
(AN 8 28 1 A) A B 4 5, L A B ik e A
W e v . PR, FEARBE TR, 2L BRIk f 0 428
AN E 2 B 1 R 5L 9MS+4.0 mg- L' 6-BA+
0.2 mg-L'Z5 ZR(NAA).,
2.1.3 EYEACETIFIXS A E FHETERY 200

ANEFER 4 dfG, BEFFFIRY2); 28 diif,
BB I, gk et g, L% AR ZF (K 1-D); 49
dJa et 45 R (FRk4), KIMC,MCHGIE e, L5
100%, $RT 5 CAC T i35 22 57, 10 B £ BR Ak
BN Ty LA 8 SE R B, HO G SR LR i
HOTE BB IR (R4), Coliiar, N7.85, & & T CH A
f5%06.9, H5C,. Cyn Cyv CEREZE,; HBIRC,H
C o H9 T8 2 AN G B A5 B iy, (R P32 KB, 4
F83.79F04.18 cm, T fg A& H T 55 77 J5 IR 4 2F
KGR, s TR R EME. &k
I3, LLRIBREREAS 1 2 1S T 1) B S R 5 UM+
3.5 mg-L"' 6-BA+0.2 mg-L"' NAA+0.2 mg-L' /5%
#(GAy).
2.14 KEHERSHEHK

ANGE FHEMS~15 dfF, FFah AR St IF &
B HAER; 28 dfFgiit i Bor(GES), DR
i, 15592.59%, 5D, D &3 %5, DY
W& %2 (K 1-E), i£%]6.134, 5D,. D,. D,.
D;. DA BE % 7 I 45 ik BoR 18 Bk E W
IBA (0.1~0.2 mg-L™)F5 FF A~ & M2 38 5 7= A AR
(K1-E), MAHINIBA (0 mg-L™) A0 e e i
IBA (0.3~0.5 mg-L™")] R £ B4 S 40 il S 52 #2 0
MRIEHE . 25 b, 20 BRI BRAS 58 28 AR AR I #;
F3E IR N1/2MS+0.2 mg- L' IBA.

396 B 34— U SO A 1 134T R 1 RS %

R ERA R H ] L IEE T, 14 d)F BOS47H,
BT R 1E94%, HAK BIT.
2.2 TAFRMDNARTEESEXRLE
2.2.1 HWEHT EERESHT

PLAT PR RR L R 4 A, DAITS . matK .
SQUAIML v B AR 57 5 4118 51 W) AT PCRY 1, 9
BRI 2L F100%, H &5 H s K E—2%((E
1-F), Wl 7 45 R 7R B %255 £11100%; Chromas 2.4
B R Bon, W ER S, WHTES%
AT
2.2.2 BiRFIIRGH R 5

FETITS. matK. SQIFIMLIFEH 4 B &
GiHEAL R (12), B ITS R G HEAL R 2 B3
S, F AL BRI S ORI . L BB R
(A. rufa). BEFERE(A melanandra)&E R N—32;
TEZS S, LR ME R 5 3R B Bk R —
X, DI ITS KT 285 B ] A, 21 PRk 5 4K
AR S5 2 5% R Il . matK R S8k Ak b 32 B
RS, Horb D R RE 5 HORERERE . AR SR
WERR(A. chinensis). W BB SE T N —32; fE1%
I3, AR S L BRI RN — 3,
e matK 2% TR 45 S ] 1, 20 BRI 5 1L B0
MRSk R, SQl RSB LR F R M
X, AL RBRESL . (BB KRR B
RS IR N — 3 1R 5 3, 2L ARk
LR RN — 3, I SQL 26 TG 45 2R
AT, LL BB 5 BORBR AR OE 2 Ok Rl
ML & Ge it A EEE TP, HP LBk S
P RPN (A. kolomikta). BB Ry —
X, RSO, APBERE . S AR R R S R
BRI SR — 3, R MML 25 T RS &5 S m] 4,
21 R Bk 5 00 AR A Ak B R BRI R SR SOk R
BT . 2R T, S5 PBRERE RS S R RIT T
BB . A AR R SRR o
2.2.3 BHiRFFIIRRES S

K HK2PHE A FEFITS. matK. SQIFIMLJF
FIT LT R R AT 1845 R 5 3 A ITS 41 582K
I3 M 45 IR 2L Rk 5 AR AR b 2 [E]
19t R A KB RN 5 /ME 43 )52 0. 114 810.004, X
L TR N RAF IR RR (A, macrosperma) TR 2
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Bk, BRI AT, 20 BRI S ORI R SR 25Ok R
5T matK 7 F1 5K o #r 45 R R 20 R BRE Bk S
AR A A o P 2 T8 A (S e KA AN s /M
A& 1.020F10.001, XF B g AR 6 = RRERE (4. val-
vata) FIAI AR, AT, 20 BRI S 0 R
BRERR SR 2ok R iRl SQUFHI R4 R R
21 R BR A 5 HLAt R Bk ot o (1] T8 A% P S e K
BRI 5 /MEL 53 731 52 0.0 1510, Fe RAB S it FiloR Y
BRRENR(A. tetramera), e/ IMEXT N fib A BCRR
bk F AR, . BRABRERL, BT, A
BRBERE S OBk . R . RSBk
KGR R IIT; ML HI JEE 0 45 R Bos 4L AR
Mo ik 5 A R Bk ot o 2z (1] 353 A% PR S e KL R A
MB35 HE0.09274110.002, X5 7 i e Ay 55 AR I Bk
(4. polygama) N ARRMERE, AT N, 21 BR A
S HCORBRER R G R . 45 by, 54
PRI B o5 25 0% R B 1 9 LL AL SR ik . A R
Wbk AR . BEERER -
3 Wit

PRk 2 R AR S ) — AN Y, BA
T BRI SN A . 2 RBRE R 2 3R
R TAE 3 7EBR GRS IR0 70 Hh (1 3K R I,
SR, 7= 0T B 44 28 B (9 20 PR A Ak K T AR 4
IR oy T A S A ) e Ak, DRI, AR
SIS TR T 2L AR RE 4 23 % 9% Je 3 T DNA T
T AR % 8 HoE ok R T

FEAW TR, M AME AR EMS+0.5 mg- L™
6-BA+2.0 mg-L" 2,4-D#% 75 B rp @ 55 41 4115 5 3¢
1£100%, @ HLR 4K RIF(ER2AE 1-B), 5Kim
LQROODMHF AL R —3. AEFHHAEYA
LB ONE, VFEZ DT A EF 7L
T R ) T I U IR O TR R . FE R AL
GUEFE WA E ZFN B, A A ERREZDS
NAABK6-BASNAAL L7 A e 2R 05 S, HZT
BUREAR T-6-BA (OliveirafliPais 1991), {HZEZTH
M B B, WSR2 3 IR FURD B A . AT AN
6-BAENAA (B 5753 HAHFAREY, 1 FHRIE
88.89%, -1 2 %1%6.78, W& 5 T-Prado5(2007)[#]
AEFTHFHB0%) o AT F T H A 2

AR EIRE WA, R REIRER—
# 5, SotiropoulosZE(2004)7E LR SRR (A, chin-
ensis var. deliciosa)] 2355 7% Hh Y85 2 KU N4.8,
B HiT3E 55 (20 10)7E 41 BH B bk 41 23055 7 v 1) 386 .
RHBUNS.2; AR 6-BA 5NAALL A I 110.2
mg L GAZRA T ARG 2, 50 R 30 3
7.85, AN E ZE A KA & (JEI1-D), 1% 55 Sotiropoulos
FQRO0HMH LR . R AME TR E e
PRFF AR RASATED ERTS, HAR R EE AR &
HERE T RE BRI R . TEATAH, &
SELEAEVRIN0.2 mg- L™ IBA ) 1/2MS [ 44 1% 57 e o
AR, IR AR BE K SRR T
BAR 1.2 5T TR B i, 3k s I8 2
94%. L5 ERTIR, AHETEEE ST I LT R B 7 A A
R, HAEGOGHLE SRR AEFEoxm B
BIEH % . AR e, SRR KL,
TG R m s, HH6-BARE FKZFAT
ANTE AN S8 2 B FE AR T ARG TR A
ST BB A — 43 2 B R A Bk R,
FH 93 7AW 2 AR ISR 2506 R AT % 58 R L
FRh o s B+ mE R L. AL
FHRE W) 2 038 F 5 F0ITS . matK, DL R B bk 4
TS L R 511SQ1. MLATAT BRIk 55 2 5% R it
1%, MER SR ER, LITS N HIRFS, 240t
A ok AR 308 A% B 34 2 W 4T PRV SR B 5 AR A ik
G R FZ i, UmatKoy H AR 751, REudE0 I
19t A% PR 25 353 B 21 LB Bk -5 0 R A Bk o % 0%
Fi; ASQLUAEFRT I, ZGuik i 4 3 B
2L Rk 5 ORI SR & ok R kT, LA
PR R A R kAN B SRR A a5t
i B 45 B 4N0, TR, 254 70, BASQ1 N H s
P51, A RBR S CRBR pk SR 2ok Rl DA
MLy HbrJ7 51, F G4 45 3 B 20 R BRA ik
508 AR B BB AR SR S Ok R BT, A% R
29 45 TR 3R O 2 BRI B S5 R R R O 4 Ok R
i, LRG0T, LASQLA HARIT A, LRI 5 3K
TR E Gk R L. A L SR, T kniE
HITS. SQI. MLZTEAL 43 #T Hi 20 A BRI ik 5 4
RIS 2 0% R flr, 1738 I matK 4% T2 A 40 B
2T BRI 5 0 Bk SR Ok R . SR,
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matKSE M 38 26 TR, AERRERE &, 1%L 7
FIHEAH P B (Selvaraj£52008), 2 FH0k, BAR
A AR AT 2 1)U, (R S A AR R 4
B AT R GR REE (R IE2552019); I H A AR
Wbk OB [F R TR Bk R v R4 BE &R
(BB Bt A E R ) 3 R 2 0123 1984), S48
R, BT FmatK 41 % e Hop 4o K11
MEFE o DRI, ASHI T AR ) 2% TR 05 08 I 4
ITS. matK, PLRBRMERE KL L H 7 51SQ1 .
ML & 177 s A BRI R SR o0 R AT 4 €,
L PR R AN A0 Bk R 14 SR 4 i R B
bk, %4 R 5 AT AR TR & E RS AT 1 5y
K F1552012),

AT T LA 10 T 4 28 )1 B ) 40 B A R
FroRAMEE, LL2,4-D. 6-BA. NAAFIGA 25Kk
KA, FERR T Za A AR R, R
EWW L e AR THEE MRS %, FH
i, DAITS. matK. SQI1. MLJYZIEAL /3 #r %
it Pt TR B 19 SR 4 i AR OB, N
MNIF T AW A R ST L A SR AR
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Establishment of regeneration system and DNA barcode identification
in red-fleshed Kkiwifruit

ZHAO Xupeng, WANG Jiyue, ZHAO Xiaopeng, LI Jieshan, CHEN Yapeng, LIU Yan’
Guiyang University, Guiyang 550005

Abstract: An in vitro propagation system was developed from leaf explants of red-fleshed kiwifruit (Actinidia
sp.) from Luanchuan County in Henan Province on the basis of the callus and shoot differentiation, shoot multi-
plication and rooting culture. Furthermore, molecular biological identification for genetic relationship of red-
fleshed kiwifruit with its relative species was carried out by four DNA barcodes (ITS, matK, SQ1 and ML). The
results show that the rate of callus differentiation of the leaf explants reached to 100% on MS+0.5 mg-L"' 6-BA
+2.0 mg-L" 2,4-D. The rate of adventitious bud differentiation was 88.89% on MS+4 mg-L" 6-BA+0.2 mg-L"
NAA in a 49-day culture period. Cultured on MS+3.5 mg-L" 6-BA+0.2 mg-L"' NAA+0.2 mg-L" GA,, the pro-
liferation rate of adventitious buds and the proliferation coefficient were 100% and 7.85, respectively. The root-
ing rate of adventitious buds was 92.59% with root flourishing on 1/2MS+0.2 mg-L™" IBA. The survival rate of
transplantation was 94% in the mixed matrix of pearlite and soil (1:4, V/V') in a 14-day culture period. The red-
fleshed kiwifruit from Luanchuan County in Henan Province belongs to 4. arguta (Ser. Lamellatae, Sect. Leio-
carpae).

Key words: red-fleshed kiwifruit; plant regeneration; callus; DNA barcode
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