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Studies on the mass propagation of Citrus natsudaidai
CV. ‘Hwang Kum’ by shoot tip culture.
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Summary

In order to establish the shoot tip culture method for the mass pro-

pagation of ‘Hwang Kum Ha Kyul' (Citrus natsudaidai) the effects of

sterilizing methods and various combination of growth requlators were

tested on the shooting and rooting of the explant in MS medium.

o1

The results obtained are summarized as fallows;

The least contamination and browning die-back occured in the shoot

tips with 10% Yuhanrox added 1% Tween-20 as surfectant.

The best shoot multiplication was achieved in MS medium added BA

10mg,4 alone, and 5 shoots were normally obtained from one explant.

Most shoot tips survived when collected on Aug. 20.

The effects of NAA on shooting, and of NAA, IBA, GA; and mini-

mal medium on rooting were not recognized.

MS medium added with the activated carbon (2g/¢ ), was concluded

to be the best rooting medium.
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AEHS B MGEEed MY EREHE JduA ERSIHod, %3
e HLEEATL EMRBBAA BRIAN HE FRESZA Higl &
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st gioll  Matrsl  MIALEGET & 0 Hiol A4 Psbehdlth K
Mool dolMw Bl RS A MR euvels WWERA, JeR
B, s o s Tl del RISl glew 8] AR B
o2 ol F¥a i HMIA (genetic engineering) 9 b L AEQl i
A AL Ao

olul gt HlEur &S wiilis el ohS oldly MEM SRMMT
A7 =dl HEle] ebab STkl SRM sk, KRS R@Emshan Eo
Wimel AHEMEHOR FIAS I Qup>esnes

Wl ol FAISE B MRS o] fle &L oalA % bEShA
B 8,y 5 o) o b 1962 4 T. Murashige 9 F. Skoog 7} whull ik
S ke (bioassay) 5t 9l shol  #E kT (Murashige and Skoog ki)
b 7bA —eel At R (IS a0 Qlow], 19654 Linsmaier 9F Skoog®™’
1= Gl gLERS) /W EE (bioassay) S iste]  gpel gle A 47 ¥l (Organic
elements)®| HAERS  #iohal

WG mmmel  2olal  auxin o —AEAOZ  Mplo] 49 (A ¥
fro- olv]l el olelel maZEIGE bl -G el gkl Jiin e
o feMe e ohela PSP G cytokinin & MHESHE (R
A4 AT W ALERS] e MEigheia Sholisdl Lethan™ o RgREES
Zeatin R b whul ob T HLERS] MM ol feiEmvel ok # el A,

Skoog ¢+ Miller* 3= cytokinin - auxin T2 {7t #W e v

_4_



A BB AEY #F callus9 #WES YAAe auwxin® FESF L
Aol A vt A& cytokinin ¥ EAsH  e3s]a A Hol (RS auxin ¥
o} cytokinin g o] worl £ (FF) A (shoot)o] FaH ) K#E
cytokinin o} auxin G #e] Wew Helo Hkrt dojudotxm sl o
of 9h7ke  HEL mmuiE oA mHEMmS BESE F  callus? ¥
B, B FHBES ARMoE FESS FBISA HY o FS®

Ristell  AolA MBsrEEkel FAHE AL B 10odd A d=24 1967
# Pieniazek = A3t @GRS KRG H#Eskod Aol (BB benzyl
adenine @R = o] FAES FBAN+= HEZ gz sk 19714
Elliott' = AbzbubFo] 52k (meristerm) S # G @l FHESE B
A7 oo, ke el  Altman 3 Goren " Hifi-t-7-of MKZFH:E (bud culture)
o 4| abscisic acid 7} fil#2| callus BRZ REAINE BRI Addxz
Aokl ok, 19724 Roger 2 AlhFo] BRFEE 4AWKRE (bioassay) &
MR OB ARREMES S8 il Mg ABA(abscisic acid) 9
BEZE EUld ol BEF#HAH MEHS &ALt

Jones?V = abzipbg-o  Bel K4S HActed @bl cytokinin &8
ol ¥& W FH A£RE REAIGz BERsIH

oleixd 1974 4 Altman 3 Goren®2 fkilEdo] ST  HFHUTF €D

= HEBEY SR, axinFo MFY BFE BEEAH W GA, ¥ cytokinin

Hr

e v0EDY #HFS REAF ow, abscisicacidd Z4¢ FHEEAAE
callus 2poll Aol R 2t EBEIC = REMIA, 45 ABAE
GA; 2t EREMYS d+= callus BFRS REAZADG st S ENEHS
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B2 o ABAT @ES  #{col whebd, 52 A4 hormone o MY
el golwmel SLE MEH == BEAINE HEAES e Aoz ¥
HHH P EH HEFHE dofA 1964 & Nekrosova = lemon 9 XK
g HEAK(Hgel,) 0.1% ¥l 450, W5 RS 6456, fFS
20 ~ 25 R WEAZE Aol HHREL MU HRHIS BESA
2, YTl E 01% gl 84 wmEst el st FUdx #
& 3t ot

1977 /£ Jones® = At UF EEHES 3~5cm2  RERSH % Manoxol wetter
0.01%o] 1~2# Eo} iEsl #% sodium hypochlorite 3% ¥gol 1 53R 1
Holn WMEAE 3~4@ HMT kol MS KA oA 24EMH K8
A1 A4 b4 sodium hypochlorite 10 % #s#gol 40 M #wiEd F t#ctd B
ek zlol b sEmoldckm @S Yol vehd RS uge
2 Jones ™ & Ald M, BMAHAS AEBEENN £ YAST Teed
B hstel om) 1977 4F Burger 9 Banks” 2252 Button 3 Borman® washington
Navel orange 9| Z7|& MG HNA =233 MRS EBstActe &
A o

sztgell  FINSE A ERAGTWHESY #EE BEA #HillAds 19724 Grinblat'?
7} calamondin (Citrus madurensis L.) 715 Mgt glolA MSH
#io] BA 10mg/2 +NAA 0.lmg ¢ + malt extract500 mg /¢ S #HIOE  $SHhol A
FM7 EAs oy, ¥elol B4 NAA Olmg/¢ +malt extract 500mg ¢ ¥
msgheol 4 wleksbubul  BiEstcka @stgleh. 19744 Chaturvedi 9}
Mitra®% ##fe] Hidol = BA7l, Bl = NAAZL HR@Yoldcts &3}

_6_



oA o,

gt 19804 Wener*? = At} M, BEMEARY HBiEol A MSEKE O
half-strengthell BA 0.5mg/¢ & I3 HiteollA  Hel 4ol 74 Fodox
#5519l oo, 19814 Rugini 9} Fontanazza® = Olive W59 #1554
knop’s #2] & &EFE#S Heller o fABEE % half -strength #5ihe] NAA
2~Amgt = FHHIRE HimolA BERAIF =dl Kppskild, 2§ 19824 Kitto
9} Young® o Ms £z#tholl BA 5mg ¢ ¥zl carizo citrange o HH 4
Roll 7} R0l s, MS+NAA Img ¢ FEElA  80%7F BHE=Ict #
#i6tch, =3t Barles 9} Skene? & carizo citrange, trifoliate orange, cleo-
patra mandarin, rangpur lime, symon’s sweet orange % 5 @ IIHLS ol
A MSHA el BA 10mg ¢S Hg BRE7N 28BS HFME BAsiy
o, NAA 1mp/ 05 et Hitboll Al Helzp BAsle] tifle]l BET W]
gestdohy  #astd o

o9} 2 BAS% NAA®S HRE Wood’®7} Pecan & HE 23] HKR
3t #5459, Hammerschlag!¥9] 2o} FERESR 2L Muriithi &8 Waited? 9

|IERY HABERERAAME 2t &R ey
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BEAMEE BREEE MNRRS AE@EESAY BEEFS AuEsla o
= 1244 EE&EWP (Citrus natsudaidai cv. ‘Hwang kum’) & ftakste] &
3l Esol Webd EES BERSte #MRARS ABEETAANA KBS
5l ot

ge#p = Murashige and skoog® (LLF MSe} #5i) #£#io]l myo-inositol 100
mg/ £, nicotinic acid 0.5mg ¢, glycine 20mg ¢, thiamine Hcl 0.1mg/ ¢, pyridoxin
HC! 05mg ¢ sucrose 304¢, Difco-bactor agar 9 ¢ 5 #HmMT AL &
Az (FAsG o0, #be MEE EXE @7 Aol 582 FEsiga
pro] #MEL 12LbCkged old 1540 RMEIGH ARAOVEER ==
auxinﬁig NAA (naphtalene acetic acid) 2, cytokinin ¥i2 BA(6-benzyl
amino purine) & FAsel EAY BEES AU HE HHL KE
\ES 25C+2T, ¥E:E 15KLux izl ==& #A#@sdod, afsk
EFolA 1R 168 RAHE#S FAt 28z ERY Hole lamz
G)grsto] 100mf5o]  Gerber 783 5o #®&F 20wz {fAsty HHRE
&% 34 BESICh elu HEAMHO)l AktelBE HEAERMES %
absl] @ Foll Murashige®™ 7} #FZEdt A ol IBEES Fol okl ol

#5 oh 2 o



ARl EERHY \RGEN WY BR

IHS b BREIR WEHES RSt Bl Aetn dE &
CHEES EHES 19834 58 10Ho YHste] BHRENA HBAZ
M Mt ohs EIHS o F  lemx]lA] §HSle]  calcium hypochlorite,
sodium hypodorite, yuhanrox # 10% % ¥} yuhanrox 109% ##o] Tween-
20 1%% gt A% S5 40k BEE @S 5, 10, 15, 30450
2 shel WEKE ®IE EMS o5 BERSEAH 2R OEBT &% 20
®H Foeosl BKRS 450kl HREd HEESE HEsieldh

A 2. ARAGYWHEY Hod=E ARNE BER

ERMEGWHEY Table 17 zlo]l HEEE WG] MSHEARm NAA
9 BAL £4%& ABHE (logarithm) 8 MAAste]l 16R 30 KEoz T
oAw sl Aol MHEo BES M FHEILE AEstdd EHHmEIe 1983
5 H 20H ERste] 8J7 30 A7bA] 2w % G BARN, £X, &
R, EEEZ HAfsiolch

2ea #Hie] BEMREE Rao 9t Harada™e] Hikod +HsE s
o] WHe =z HEY A 7Y F HREE SH(+++++), HiES 3 MH
(+++H), BT e A2 #rRstd e BRE @ Xo 23 ks
— S EHsk
IS HE2 AR 1o &R el Yuhanrox 10% ¥l Tween-20
1%%5 #Hmet #1540 #Estaloh
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Table 1. Combination of BA and NAA concentrations applied for the
present studies of Citrus natsudaidat cv. ‘Hwang Kum’
shoot tip culture.

Treatment

NAA (mg ¢) BA (mg/£)
0 0
1
5
10

1 0

10

10 0

R 3. XES RO =2 Frel B4 o SHEY
el Mt KR

1. EEO HREMHMAIE HMol 4o Wet X

AERS KRB 29 &RoA dehd wkeh 3ol HMS BHEREIE b
2 Bifstgddl MS+BA 10mg /g Hitthel #EHE#HO FES 19844F S5 A



200 (F4), 8H 20H (E8D, 98 20H (KED A #HEwste] #RE 3M@Y%
Bl ow, BHEHE 108qtd Emwel AHF4 3 FHELAKS #H#s
k.

2. PEmel R0l MRS KR

1983 4. MgiHE®R %y Table 13 7222 R EHRS 2487 HA
gt eel SRR T Firh BAsx dokx B =HUsl W Fol
ol HS EHme BRE Est FHEEME EMIKR 297 HAmE
% Fglow, MSHAMMS strength & full strength, % strength,
strength 2] 3 k#oc2sly w3l AAMMHe LHEHFE Fesd AEH
B4 NAA, 1BA, GA; 5 HEnsled ofeliel Fro] 12 (HER &%
20 i o2 Sttt 1BASH GA, M=  045xm(pore size)2| millipore
filter & ffiRlske] HAsH oo FEHO ®WES KB HRA e S
o2 &tolch

1) MS+NAA 1mg ¢
2) MS+NAA Im ¢+GA, 0.1mp ¢

3) MS+NAA Img ¢ +GA, 0.1mg /¢ + IBA 1mp%

1) £ MS+NAA Img/s

5) £MS+NAA lm ¢ +GA; 0.1m,/¢

6) 5 MS+NAA Img/0+GA, O.lmg/¢ + IBA 1mg /%

7) +MS+NAA Img/¢
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8) %—MS+NAA Img/6+GA, 0.1mg %

9) L MS+NAA 1m/2 +GA, 0.lm/¢+1BA 1m/¢
10) MS + activated carbon 247

11) l§M'S—+—::1ctivated carbon 2 4/%¢

12) %—MS-}-activated carbon 247¢



V. # & % %R

AR 1. XRHS H\/EHEA WT ER

— o2 HEmEme HBEMEZA T calcium hypoclorite 9 sodium hyp-
oclorite & sl e, AEH U4 Nekrosova®™ 2} Kittoo} Young®
o] HHEHE BEE®BS N A #HiEFEe]l of§ FokAl  calcium hypoc-
lorite & 3 fMe] WHEHS FAst] EHBRI #HHRc Table 29} i}

Table 2. Contamination and browning die-back ratio of explants to
various sterilizing agents and time treatments.

Time
Sterilizing agents
5 10 15 30 min.
[¢)

Calcium hypochorite 10% 82(1) 45(15)  28(45) 8(82)(5)
Sodium hypochorite 10 % 84 (1) 50(10) 25C40) 10(80)
Yuhanrox 10 % 63(-) 30 (8) 23(12) 10(76)
Yuhanrox 10 %+ Tween-20 1 % 47 (-) 22 (=) 10 () 5(35)

( ) : Browning die-back ratio.

LR EBRA ] S 5d = FEZE A dEbgA dgAnl 105 RE
g A2 3sb A 5 #/ESE dEbyeh 22l Tween-20 1%%E
admet REEAAME #EsE A JEdx @9y 10% BE HHRFgr
Bhuba defA sh o #REE Hodh

Fig. lolx  vebd uwpe}l o] EEEsfe]l ool @ gl  Hisst
gl KHEfshe BKRe T2 EREREWSP AN FZeislel odors, B

—13—



EMWS Amsled EEES FA F dddd BHRe obF wEAuwksb Qdd
Yuhanrox =~ HoHE 4% BEZHN HESI= HEES 71" <=4 Yuhanrox
o HFHWME L4 oW #HHol HEMoR fEMstd BEHST HMEAZ
Aoz BHEc
[ : Calcium hypochlorite 10 %
.~/ : Sodium hypochlorite 10 %
% inaad ¢ Yuhanrox 10%
100} B : uhanrox 109% +Tween=-20 1 %
8O} |
s
)
E
5 40f
o
20t
A
4%
5 Al timemind
20} A
x /3_:_'.
S 40} )
= A
@ i
© 60} f
z A
g 80} _é
a)
100
%
Fig.l. Browning die back and contamination by various sterilizing

agents and treated time.




w3t EwAS Emel cutin BE ol a&fstzm e HERAE® A,
HEER LEASY A8 xE BA/ TaF #HAxA Xsd i
5 EREH HEE gESR7 BEesicd oldd HBd REME AM
sted  EikmEel #EE EaF sHAA Hel BRERIRE £ Aoz B
22
st REIMS MHEdE Btz XEHO #FEFo]l A AL EEN

*
P

4

o AR ¥EHe Rmxt Fhol EI HBEM AolE BEHAVEEZA F
S HAANZE BE7 A Aes BEEY, ol #H*', Kittoo} Young

o RS —FHAT ¢ T Adoh

R 2. ERFAGYES HEd #E ARRE BR

BRE 1089k BAS FiAe B, B, FiEe ol 2 ABESIS R
%5t #8+ Table 39} zich

16 HEES BA lomg ¢ HEERBEEAAT #FiE B 445 5@, K
7 15618 FHES zol7b 33em 2lw AEEEo] 2859 HE s &d
ole]gt #BE u]Fo] Hold HEFHS FHBELd- M HRMA K
wa  vebgd

oj9} zte BA9 #HELE Kitto®} Young®™o] carrizo citrange 9] AL
#oll A MS+BA Smg g 83l A FH7E BASIGGHE #BESE S ER
7} 212l =l 9k, Grinblat™ = calamondin (Cstrus madurensis L.) 9 715

#3 %3 MS+BA 10mg ¢ +malt extract 500mg ¢ E:fioll A, 22] 3 Barlass
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9} Skene®= carrizo citrange (Citrus sinensis LS4 4 el #M@isEE
ol MS+BA 10mg ¢ o ol ZE FH7t FESAde BFL —
¥ihe #EE Jedidd

w3l cytokinin % auxin& HHHoz HHIUAH MZ RS EES
olok callus P mWHO FMBA FToc B FE FRLERAIMAZ W

£ A ek

Table 3. The growth response of Citrus natsudaidai cv. ‘Hwang Kum’ in
vitro with various combination of BA and NAA concentrations.

Treatment No. of No. of Shoot Fresh Intensity @)
NAA BA shoots leaves length weight of shoot
(mg/ ¢) (mg/8) (ea) (ea) Ccm) (&) development

0 0 1.1 5.5 2.3 0.70 +

1 2.5 8.4 2.8 1.83 +++

5 2.8 9.6 2.5 2.73 ++++

10 5.0 15.6 3.3 2.8 +++++
1 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 -

1 1.0 5.6 2.2 2.24 —++

5 2.8 9.0 2.4 2.12 +++

10 3.4 11.4 2.8 2.59 ++++
5 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.02 -

1 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.32 -

5 0.6 4.0 0.6 2.2 +

10 0.8 4.2 1.8 1.26 ++
10 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 -

1 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.2 -

5 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.20 -

10 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.4 -

a) See ‘materials and methods’ in the text.



221y KFE® A= BAet NAAE EHEREST #R+ BA 10mg ¢ +
NAA 1Img/¢ @BEEAA HHE B7t Ty 348, £EEC 25402
Bt ovt BA 10mg/2 BAH@EEY G st AFREES Holx Uch

gt NAA Smp2 +BA Img /¢ EEE« ol FEB4Ll A  =HZA

oloky EEEMEMEES YEEArolA  callus gl MRSt Mo HEHSE 2
ol FAow AMES F¥ 32308 HF Wol MU zei auxin
B 5 NAABREEEAA = Holz A A4Sz Fdxr HERE
(NAA) 7t xolA4E  callus R BERSH ol Fojfdovl #35 NAA
10mg 2 @EEAA = FH7E sl w3 oo
22y Kitto 2} Young® 2 carrizo citrange 8] &z EANA MS+ NAA
Img /¢ JZBiol 4 435 80%7t BFHE=A= Mo, 22|z Barless 2} Skene?
% MS +NAA Smg ¢ BEA T8y 5 sk FAste] Lol BE
5 alggsklvia #istd ont, FERAA = Ad BEPRS ook o9
ol & WREETY HARMERZ AE dE2A dgudes AL 59 BER
ol AZ o9& BEGRE ot ol Foldrl = Felw, i HEEpe
BRERE/] #84 =27 =il "4 (endogenous) hormone 2] R #&H
e Aoz BHEAC
225 BRHESMEY deld =o BEEHSF AR Szl ol S
Bz olv]l e Aol maibsted B #HHS JtAe A=A,
obe il M@l MHE7t flol B/Fol HitsEle Aol THIRS)

7l w el ote2 MW HEsE @frseojobd ez EM ok
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AR 3. TR RG22 Frige] 84 9 Hhshl
FHl BT BR

1. ¥R HERFPOI UE FHKA 40 MS KW

IS HREE ] @2 He BAERES R¥stiaz ERY BRERE

Table 49} Zic}

Table 4. The effect of shoot collection time and number of shoot formation

in vitro
Shoot collection time
May 20 Aug. 20 Sep. 20
No. of shoot* 5.0 4.3 2.0 C(ea)
% of suyving ** 70 80 30 (%)
* : 30 shoot tips per each treatment.
*x : [00 shoot tips per each treatment.

Ko &I F¥ic 8H 20H0 HES EHEB)AA Fime Axus
o] 80%=% st Eokod, FHA BAERC JYodME 5H 20 H(FEHE)
HEer FEEolA £¥y 5.0@E= A worch

olo} Zto 5= Altman# Goren® 7} ({kEEol HiEUHF TGS
BES KR, o BgmE KEHL BFY BFA %4 mEmeldeoy o
ol BEd WHE e #iFd (REMolArtn #EsIUsL,  Whyte 9}

Luckwill®?.2. apbipf-of KK S @  cytokinino) LrBHe 24 #

BAEIEC] el El ot =l Foll 22 AMez HAS: AgEa o
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o R gHRCE el AERERS 5y fEmow e yod,
9 201 (KkED ol BIME ®HS AFER 2w FMe BENE A
olch olelah EE W WTol AT MgEHake MEsEdd wd
visp 7,

2. piEma FRol St KR

]

1983 4 el EHEr BWEE®RA K29 o] NAAS BAL REj=Z
AH3 16 TE O EEEAA EMR 28¢5 HEmt AR NNAL BA
o @EEW #H Aol BMFESel 2EHEANM BT BHES (RSt R &#
wE Qe &K 10 #vtel Jebd #HRe Table 59 e

Table 5. The growth ‘response of Citrus natsudaidas cv. ‘Hwang Kum’ in
vitro with various media.

Shoot No. of No. of Root
Treatment length leaves roots length

(cm) (ea) (ea) (cm)

NAA 1(mg/8) 3.4 4.1 — —
MSHNAA 1(mp/8)4GA 0.1(mg/8) 3.5 4.2 — —
NAA 1(mg/8)1GA 0.1(mp/¢)+1BA 1 (mp/d) 3.8 5.8 — -

| NAA 1 (mg %) 3.5 4.2 — —
QMS+NAA 1 g /E)+GA 0.1 (g €D 3.4 4.6 — —
NAA 1 (mg/8)4+GA 0.1(g £)+1BA 1 (g €) 4.0 5.4 — —

| NAA 1(mg/0) 3.8 1.2 - —
GMS+NAA 1 (ng )+GA 0.1 8) 3.8 2.0 - —
NAA | (ag/€)+GA 0.1(mg/£)+1BA 1 (mg£) 4.0 2.2 — -

MS 4+ activated carbon 24.¢ 7.4 13.4 3.2 5.8
,IZMS + activated carbon 24/% 5.0 11.2 2.5 4.2
%MS + activated carbon 2977 A4 10.0 2.2 3.4
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MS Ao strength ERo|ob2 EHE NAA, GA, IBAES Hmg
gripell £ Walel BAol Ad ddlov, MS EAksrmol EMR 282F &
ek sstoll Al Ty 32 ¥elst BASIHE S, MSEKE half -
strength, %strength Erabol] iEMR 2945 HmmFdomH 2{8 olAke ¥
g7} BAsHE o

Charcoal 0.2% Without charcoal

Fig. 2. Difference in comparative rooting reponse on
the added charcoal or without charcoal medium.

¥3) Fig. 204 B npo} 7ol MS+iE#HR 247¢ 5olA  HEY
Aozl gy Tdcm, EHF 174 {E, el@sl 2@ —Lew Belzolst 5.8
em2 Aebd E23 HhEHST Sodl KA ow, MS EAFH EHER
28/¢5 WHMR

rSk

eyl ELEMFS B A HEMA #EmE HERsch
—EHe 2 WHe B = auxin 3 NAAZL HEMell:= AL

o4 HE ), Grinblat'® & calamondin (Citrus madurensis L.) 2| #@u%



#o A MS+NAA 0.1mg ¢ JZE 7t Hmolzl v shx|9t BEDHE] Utz #
#st9 o=, Chaturvedi &} Hitra® & B (Citrus grandis L.)°| #gsEEN A
MS +NAA 1mg/? gE®Eol 4, Kitto} Young® & carrizo citrange ¢ s
o4l MS KAEsI#holl NAA Img /¢ 5 iRpngh HimolA 80%2 RBEHE
7t Adddn @Estg o, AE®A doldE Hd NAAHREE FopE #
ol et

19804 Werner 9} Boe® & Al M, BteEAS #HBEEANA MS EAE
#o] half-strength stholl 4 ¥elo] A4S FaLAZ 2o, Ruginiet Font-
anazza'® T knop's %9 £ BE#S Hellerd @HEBEHS half-strength 5
o]l NAA 2~4mg 05 FRimskel Olive ubi-ol el 2 izl ol ®apsl
A e,

22l AgeEeol hEbyk MS REARHO]  stremgthel W& BHRE 2.9]
Bro] s (minimal) RE S WHlsHAl ZEAEHe ETHS Holx gled
92 EMIRS FmdtozM BEMHEZ FESHJdz oG BEBRPRL K
el  strengthol whebd  MWAEE S EAHh

ol 9fzto] iR Bl Bistel Ernst'ME= METY Bid= Y
iAol R 2 BHIAE SR sk AR, BEMHES R
gt R A @EEMS shridlFoleta s or], Wang 9 Huang®
o EMRS el FinstAl sl sl AUolAM  LEEF 2 s 7
ohar skl o

2287 Meir 9} Halevy® 3= Strelitzia (Strelitzia reginae)2] ol %

ol EMRS AMFoRM EM AEWHC Mitshs AL BT 4



Asdchn Hiarg o,

ol shztol phol iEMES WM  YhiEMWe] MM (geotropism) & &
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