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Induction of embryogenic callus and somatic
embryogenesis of Broussonetia papyrifera
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Abstract : Stems of Broussonetia papyrifera were used as explants to explore the effects of growth regulators of different types
and concentrations on the induction of callus and somatic embryogenesis.The results showed the effect order on embryonic
callus induction is TDZ>NAA>2,4-D, with TDZ as a main factor. The optimum medium for embryonic callus induction is
MS+0. 05 mg/L TDZ+1. 0 mg/L NAA+0. 1 mg/L 2,4-D.The optimum medium for somatic embryogenesis is MS+0. 1 mg/
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L NAA+1.0 mg/L 6-BA, with the somatic embryogenesis rate of 41. 33%.
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