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Abstract: The study investigated the effects of different exogenous hormones on somatic embryo maturation to improve
the maturation efficiency of somatic embryos and increase the yield of normal mature embryos and embryo-derived
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plantlets in the rubber tree variety Yunyan 73-477. Primary somatic embryos from anthers at different developmental
stages were cultured on media supplemented with various types and concentrations of exogenous hormones. The matu-
ration rates, normal mature embryo rates, and plantlet conversion rates were comprehensively analyzed to compare
maturation efficiencies and optimize hormone combinations for different developmental stages. The maturation effi-
ciency increased with embryo developmental progression, with cotyledon embryos showing optimal results. The matu-
ration rates exceeded 50% [range: 50.74%—74.83%, mean: (66.25+6.98)%]. Most mature embryos displayed bipolar
structure and could normally germinate into complete plantlets, with normal mature embryo rates ranging from 35.0%—
59.96% [mean: (47.80+£6.89)%] and plantlet conversion rates ranging from 15.62%-49.17% [mean: (26.67£8.99)%].
Torpedo-shaped embryos showed intermediate performance, while heart-shaped embryos performed the poorest, both
with maturation rates below 31% [means: (30.05£12.68)% and (29.33+10.93)%, respectively]. Most mature embryos
from the stages were malformed (leaf-like or callus-like) and failed to develop into complete plantlets. The normal ma-
ture embryo rates were only (15.64+7.01)% and (5.46+4.28)%, respectively, 32.16% and 42.34% lower than cotyledon em-
bryos. Plantlet conversion rates were (7.2243.41)% and (0.83+0.80)%, merely 0.27-fold and 0.03-fold of cotyledon embryos.
Optimal exogenous hormones varied with developmental stages: heart-shaped embryos required 6-BA 0.5 mg/L+NAA
0.15 mg/L+KT 0.25 mg/L, torpedo-shaped embryos needed ABA 0.4 mg/L+GA; 0.5 mg/L+6-BA 2.0 mg/L+NAA 0.15 mg/L,
and cotyledon embryos performed best with ABA 0.1 mg/L+GA; 1.0 mg/L+6-BA 1.5 mg/L+NAA 0.2 mg/L.
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Tab. 1

A(ABA) B (GA;) C(6-BA) D (NAA) E(KT)
1 0 0 0.50 0 0

2 0.10 0.50 1.00 0.10 025
3 0.20 1.00 1.50 0.15 0.50
4 0.40 1.50 2.00 0.20 1.00

R2 L@ EXKEIMNEHERERLL

Tab. 2 Concentration ratio of exogenous hormone of orthogonal experimental design L;4(4’)

Jb ¥ A B ¢ D E
Treatment (ABA) (GA3) (6-BA) (NAA) (KT)
S 0 0 0.50 0 0
S, 0 0.50 1.00 0.10 0.25
S5 0 1.00 1.50 0.15 0.50
S4 0 1.50 2.00 0.20 1.00
Ss 0.10 0 1.00 0.15 1.00
S¢ 0.10 0.50 0.50 0.20 0.50
S, 0.10 1.00 2.00 0 0.25

S 0.10 1.50 1.50 0.10 0

b B A B C D E

Treatment (ABA) (GA3) (6-BA) (NAA) (KT)

So 0.20 0 1.50 0.20 0.25

Sio 0.20 0.50 2.00 0.15 0

Si 0.20 1.00 0.50 0.10 1.00

Si2 0.20 1.50 1.00 0 0.50

Sis 0.40 0 2.00 0.10 0.50

Sis 0.40 0.50 1.50 0 1.00

Sis 0.40 1.00 1.00 0.20 0

Si6 0.40 1.50 0.50 0.15 0.25
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Fig. 1 Growth statuses of somatic embryos at different stages of development
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Fig. 2 Maturation of somatic embryos across three developmental stages with S8

M2 3 W5, =B 73-477 140 0 40 IR A 2
B R R R B RS B I S T ke . Bk
TN FATF R R R SRR R AT, R
(1) BAIEHN 50.74%~74.83%, ARI(E
1£(66.25+6.98)%, 1EH MUEAAIR KSR (1) W
A (35.0~59.96)% , A4 4 (47.80+6.89)%,
RAER RS R () AR IR R 15.62%~49.17%,
MR M (26.67£8.99)%; fadIRANIRZ , 1RIR

BACR  IEH AR R R IR R AR A5 2R 1) AR 1
SR 5.85%~50.28% . 1.67%~30.48%F1 1.67%~
15.0%, SVASIE S 514(30.05+12.68)% . (15.64+
7.01)%H1(7.22+3.41)%; OIEIRI R, BARIEA
BB SR IIE H7(29.33+10.93)%, X H fa 7 IR Y
% 0.72%, HFRNBERZ HEIEI, Ahgilt
— BB AR IRAE R, 1E 5 AR IR A4 i
PRARAT R0 S AR I E 53 5L R (5.46+4.28)% il



1612

O AE B F R

%46 &

B3 EERAFHARBETRE
Fig. 3 Process of regenerated plants cultured by
somatic embryos

(0.83%+0.80)% , & F M+ M IR ag % 42.34% F0
25.84%, X Higm mAOWE AR (K 2)
— 3
TRIR AR | IE 8 A IR AR A5 30 R A Al
PRARTS 2028 5 RECK/INE 3 AR 4 M 4R rh %)
TNy PRI AR ARG 3> TE 5 AR IR 3R A5 >
RIR AR, K U B R IRAE AR AR AT X 5 B MR

PR A R A U T 7 A T ) O A AR R AR
1EH LA IR AR A R T R

22 MNEBEXNAEBLXEMBELAEHAEL
PR B #h 12 55 B0 32 I

2.2.1  HNREE AT YRR R IE IR ZOR  %h
2 4 W5, 7E =B 73-477 AE25%) 42 O T IR i 3
K, 5 BN 2w 1) 2 W UF FK A
HERM AR IEH AR IR R AR IR
TR RS RO A E 25 5T o WA B RS 1) 1 (A
ZIT N . B>ASE>D>C, Bl GA; i3 # K, ABA
Wz, 6-BA /N, KM AN AiBs;CsDsE
X TE R AR R AR A5 R 5 ) 1) R 20 R
B>E>C>A>D, Rl GA; 52N e K, KT IKZ ,NAA
/N, KRR AN AByCiD;sEs; WA A
AT K ZF R - B>-D>A>C>E, Bl GA;
SRR, NAA IRZ, KT &/, KPHRIA
A8 ABC\D3Ey. HHILTTHL, 5 FhaMEILEXT
w3 AEARE R AT A 225, (R
KA GAs, WIAEOIERA G FEH, GA;

®3 SHMARREMBREABMYBERAIEFRARRITER

Tab. 3 Results of maturation of somatic embryos across three developmental stages HAT: %
Qb3 L>JE I Heart-shaped embryos fa I Torpedo-shaped embryos FIF iR Cotyledon embryos
Treatment I i m I i m I i mm
S 23.33 5.56 1.39 37.71 30.48 8.99 65.14 44.40 29.59
S, 48.33 3.33 1.67 39.38 13.18 9.90 67.92 47.78 17.92
S; 45.00 10.60 1.43 49.79 22.08 5.00 70.93 50.28 24.83
S4 35.00 1.67 0.00 35.00 18.33 6.67 71.94 46.17 15.62
Ss 11.67 2.62 2.02 36.81 20.14 10.42 53.87 48.41 19.55
Se 28.33 13.91 0.00 42.80 20.38 3.43 74.83 53.83 39.05
S, 31.67 6.67 1.67 22.81 15.79 3.51 72.33 48.26 32.00
Ss 38.33 5.83 0.00 26.39 11.39 5.28 67.50 44.63 27.50
Sy 15.25 3.24 0.93 24.17 10.00 5.63 50.74 36.42 23.20
Sio 30.00 14.76 1.79 50.28 23.89 15.00 68.12 49.41 24.50
Su 29.03 3.13 1.04 23.12 11.56 4.17 68.33 59.96 37.15
Si2 38.33 0.00 0.00 15.00 13.33 1.67 69.58 56.11 22.50
Si3 11.67 6.55 1.43 25.83 12.22 8.61 55.34 35.00 18.66
S 23.33 5.00 0.00 31.67 18.33 8.89 65.00 42.41 26.11
Sis 36.67 2.92 0.00 5.83 1.67 8.33 67.08 57.33 49.17
Sis 23.33 1.67 0.00 14.17 7.50 10.00 71.42 44.42 19.36
He/ME 11.67 0.00 0.00 5.83 1.67 1.67 50.74 35.00 15.62
wRME 48.33 14.76 2.02 50.28 30.48 15.00 74.83 59.96 49.17
¥ 29.33 5.46 0.83 30.05 15.64 7.22 66.25 47.80 26.67
i 2 10.93 4.28 0.80 12.68 7.01 3.41 6.98 6.89 8.99
5 R % 37.26 78.40 96.05 42.20 44.84 47.27 10.54 14.41 33.70
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Tab. 4 Effects of exogenous hormones on maturation

HAHN AB3C4D4E 5 1EH B IR AR AT Ry
il B>A>E>C>D, Bl GA; Bk, ABA
WRZ, NAA F/), KPBILAGHN AsBsCoDsEs;
AR R FE BE AR AT SR 7 R B K . B>D>C>E>A, K
GA; 2 K, NAA IRZ, ABA &/, KF
AR AN ABsC3D4E, o

®5 SMEHENEEEMAEFHZI

Tab. 5 Effects of exogenous hormones on maturation

of heart-shaped embryos N7, % of torpedo-shaped embryos  Hfii: %
#h KT A B C D E b kP oA o B € Do B
Indicators  Levels (ABA) (GA) (6-BA) (NAA) (KT) Indicators Levels (ABA) (GA,) (6BA) (NAA) (KT)
L3S 1 4047 31.13 3237 26.80 30.05
i 1 37.92 1548 23.09  29.17 32.08 e
o 522 g s 2 3220 41.03 30.71 28.68 25.13
JRAAR 2 2750 32.50 3042  31.84 29.65

3 28.15 3559 33.81 27.50 30.83
4 23.75 33.75 30.00 28.81 24.76
2= 14.17 20.11 3.81 4.34 7.33

TE 2 ik 1 520 449 728 431 727
AR IE 2 726 925 274 471 3.73
R 3 528 583  5.65 741 1.76

4 4.03 229 6.19 543 3.10

W 323 696 455 311 466
1 112 144 096 076 0.79
2 092 086 092  1.03 106
3 094 1.03 059 131 071
4 036 000 086 023 077
W2 076 144 038 1.08 035

L
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e 5 al g, R 5 MONRM R AR L
B W 1) 32 UG B 7K P-4 A A A AR R
PR IE R AV IR AR A 30 R A AR B AR AR R (]
fEFE 22 5 o IR LR F R F R -

A>B>D>E>C, Bl ABA MWK, GA3IRZ,

6-BA /)N, KEBMA SN AB,CiDsEs; 1IEH
AR IR ARAT R A E T Ny . A>C>D>B>E, HlI
ABA 2K, 6-BA K, KT f/h, KA
HEHN ABLCiDEy; IRIRA IR SRS 2 0 3 T
Jy: E>D>B>A>C, B KT M52 K, NAA X
Z, 6-BA /N, KPR A AN ABLCiD;E

223 SPREENTFHTHERAZSAZR H
6 AlAN, 5 FhANERE XTI T IR R B A
()52 W B8 N B ATl AL B AEAR IR R | IR
B IR AR A5 R K AR IR A R 245 2R R A e 25 57 o

IR BRI P R B R . B>C>A>E>D, Hl GA;
MR, 6-BA IRZ, NAA f/h, KPR

3 2814 2539 2655 3776 33.36
4 1938 22.64 3056 2695 31.65
2 2110 1839 582 1096 823

TE - R 1 21.02 1821 18.66 19.48 16.86
(L3I 2 16.92 1895 1625 12.09 11.62
LSS 3 1470 1277 1128 18.40 17.00
4 9.93 1264 1638 1259 17.09

M2z 11,09 631 738 689 5.4

R Rk 1 7.64 841 630 576  9.40
AR 2 566 931 772 699  7.26
3 661 525 6.06 10.10 4.68

4 896 590 879 601 7.53

W2 330 405 273 434 472

R 6 SMRMEX R TR

Tab. 6 Effects of exogenous hormones on maturation

of cotyledon embryos AL %

#E kT A B c D E
Indicators Levels (ABA) (GA;) (6-BA) (NAA) (KT)
(LI 1 73.87 6328 7097 7224 74.64
R 2 73.10 7295 67.95 70.18 69.81

3 7029 76.85 72.07 70.19 69.83
4 6821 7240 7449 7285 71.19
W 566 1357 654 267 483

TE 8 A 1 47.16  41.06 4830 47.80 48.94
(L3I 2 48.78 4836 48.68 46.84 44.22
LSk 3 50.48 53.96 47.17 48.13 4838l
4 44779 4783 47.07 4844 4924

W2 569 1290 161 159  5.02

R R 1 2199 2275 3111 2755 32.69
DR 2 2953 2689 2152 2531 23.12
3 26.84 3579 31.17 22.06 26.26

4 2833 2124 2287 31.76 24.61

2= 7.54 14.54 9.65 9.70 8.08
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WA HF KT Ay, FE, B, C. D,
E B F K505 By Ci. D, By, B,
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225 EEAERIAZERFRELDIEGFiE ZEL
Bk, =W 73-477 AN[FE B B BoAb 2590 A6 R 4t i
LR B B FERORAE 3 FhAS R & B B B A7 7E
R 2SR, BRI IR & R 3G hn 2k 9
Wt E R, BRI ISR .
WA, TERF 73-477 IR IRHAR EF H, 24
T2 AR IR & B B BeAd T U0 - ARA
Ay B AT R IR, SRR R AE, IRIR
R I (66.25+6.98)%, 1EH BUAVA IR A5 R Ny
(47.806.98)% , IR IRAE AR IR TH 34 (26.67+8.99) %,
PRIL, 5307 I R s B T ORI B A 37 1Y
YR A R R B TR AN R 2
4 (ABA 0.1 mg/L+GA; 1.0 mg/L+6-BA 1.5 mg/L+
NAA 0.20 mg/L ) 7EIRER T A 16 SAb A
W, KT RUEREIMNES R, KRR
3R T ABA 0.1 mg/L+GAs 1.0 mg/L+
6-BA 1.5 mg/L+NAA 0.20 mg/L(ic} S;7 )l ABA
0.4 mg/L+GA; 1.0 mg/L+6-BA 1.0 mg/L+NAA
0.20 mg/L ( Sys) 2 Pt b b TG 95 . oo
WEZSRUE S AT IRAE S 7 IS E SR 45 d, &
R TR EGR K (72.5042.20)%,  1EH REBVR IR RIS %
9 (64.86+1.68)% , A JIR A R 4K 153 F8 K (57.22+
0.96)%, % S5 I 5.42% . 7.53%711 8.05%.
I, G TR I ABA 0.1 mg/L+GA;
1.0 mg/L+6-BA 1.5 mg/L+NAA 0.20 mg/L i1k,
FIF AW 73-477 F 17 T IR 5%

3 iTig
31 HHEHRAEFEFTEEERENXN

TEREP USSR, R R G 57 2
TR RESE— L LT, W REERR (K
Wi, REAAS. BIEAE) = Ar, $ e AR IR i
KW BT e SRR RE ST, AR il 2R i e L
Jo it 0 3 R HLAE S5 28 7 P R A B Y R e 2
FERE . BRI IE 250 AR IR R T 2 T & D Bk
IR, DB, fER . PRIt 4 SRFEEE
B BE™Y, I A I R T S R AR LR AT
L OY AN 2 T B B T N ] K e ) 5 A R
AR | s 95 35 i 40 B 35 75 R R 5 S A % o
A HFSE A T AR R AE 25400 A PR R & T 0 R
PR T ARG YIRS ERRIEMN S M in
AR K EUE L DI REE— 2 & F i fa
TR, FEIReesERh AU, o e 7ot
WRIEFR 2 oAb 7= A R AE AR s 7 i R B &
BAL, Wk, FrERs@ditk. LIAARH
GITRIIE# & B RAGE R FI R, S R
oy ToE R SR AL 2GR IR AR PR RCRART , T
AT, H T $AE 73397 FIEF
917 Al TJ A=t ek, st e m A ik
AR SR B O BT, SRS BRI RE T
oA 7= 54 N 2T e i Rl — . ARBIESY
G AL W 73-477 AN Kk B Bl AR R 4 R 4
R ) B SRR, e S H A R B I B 2
A AR A0 L A0y R LA SR A AMIR R A, IR
ST R RO AT (AR R R A S ) e R A
BE, R SCGER | IEH AR S A IR AT R R A R
RS R 8 (72.5042.20)% . (64.86%£1.68)%
H1(57.22+0.96)%, Frafttk L #an, GliEn%
FE, RS RAE 5%V, HAREAEE SR AR
HoR U A R IS, AWFSE 45 R o
AR IRRE AR T A r= S N 2S5 BiG
At

Ak, eI B, O T RN T IR
ARG TR 22, B2 30% M IRRE A B
FL, BRI, BEIE & W & L 1A
Vo AHIFGE RO T IR A TR R & 5 412 i
Moy g AT AR 7R, IR RN, 43 B S
WU, H BB EFRYE T aa R, Sl
53 I A B 77 13 DR R I 2 4 i A
SUBALIET, A PRI I% R B A it
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PR E I FR, R HMEFNBEA
FLI - b R P B 3 B 2 AAS B 5 O 2 1Y) DR
WMERA A TR, SRR S RIS FR AL
R UEE
3.2 MNEHEXNBRHM LG BEEFARI
TERR R A2 B iR SR h, AN & AN AT
seER Y, HAmAasES, KRR s
I & T A6 R 7 5 v 28 7 R I0 3 ‘B 1 S DR 3 R
. R R ECHUOT M Hod g KR (NAA.
2,4-D %) MM/ R EIE (6-BA. KT 5% ) BLoF
FRABEFR AL, W 2,4-D W T AG4HLES
BB, HESBORET NAA | 1AAMY H etk
MRS FE T A & ¥ TR SEEH , RERKR AR F G
1099 5 3 2030 01 PO, 0l A A R R R AR
T, AEE TR AR A 55 o BT R
(ABA ) KAEBH TR b K pUASE =B B, ok
HHE (GAy) WEHT I . B i &
BB Bt o AT R H IE 3SR S0 B R R AEAR A
TRIR % A s B vl FH Y 5 R AN IR 25 ABA (GAS .,
6-BA . NAA J KT) Xt = fiff 73-477 162540 A= R 40
MR COJERR . fo R iR S R ) Rl s 57
(RS AA N, 45 SRR WA R & & B B 2 A A B
PSR IR MR RN SR A AR, 6-BA
0.5mg/L. NAA0.15 mg/L. KT 0.25 mg/L F]F.»
R, 6-BA 2.0 mg/L, NAA0.15 mg/L, ABA
0.4 mg/L, GA; 0.5 mg/L {2 fa 35 IR, 17 6-BA
1.5 mg/L. NAA 0.2 mg/L. ABA 0.1mg/L } GA;
1.0 mg/L X F b IR A 75 o B DL T AT,
R EE NAA Fil ABA X A4 i IR 1F 5 i HL A 2
PEAET; 1 KT AR E B o COBIR) &
FEARHEVE AT, FEMRIR L 7 300 00 ke )40 il 4
6-BA TEHRNANM A F IR B CHAEN, 6-BA
0.5~ 2.0 mg/L M| FARIRIE® & BN KIREE
W COIEIR ) REHHINSMERE GA;, WfEk
Wk E G (s in . R ) 430 I GAS
0.5 mg/L Fl GA3 1.0 mg/L F| FIRIRIER AT, X
AR R Ry A 285 PR IR AE 1T 300 43 Ak 35 37 i AR R P R
GA; A FHE =K, FrA LT s mAMNRE GA; i
TRUERIRE— 2 & & BmER, 1A, BT
VEAS B IE B R T R A R 6-BAL NAA
Jo ABA il vk B 528 SO 00 2 A7 A 22
S, BXATRER A SR A T R SR AR AR Y
RVEAS s o, 234 45U O e v B R AL TG
PERMFIAR 525, HARMMRAELNMN, mAwr

FSR TN R R =0 73-477, IR TEZY
WIEYIE . R, BEa R, BRaFEmRIL, S
Tt SN 25 52 M PR R LR | IE B R B A
AR R IRAS 0 B RIUF A 22 5%, (AR R
GA; P2 e K, X R GA; &5 = BF 73-477
A6 25900 A A 40 B 40 S I 5 B RS ) O i AN TR
WME,

%2 se R0 720 SR | IR L PEG,
K Oy e R IR B & B ANE W i kA
S o A FEANRET T AMNEIE X = 0F 73-477 1k
W) A R R TR R L, A PR X%
ot Z S Rl AL 25 0] A R AR G IE R B RS A
SO, MR AT, ORARFI R, A TSR
TR AR IR AR AR AR, T R AR A
T AR I R 557 1 5 M R AR LB
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