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Abstract

The effects of 4 different substrates and different fertilizers on the survival rate and growth of
tissue cultured Dendrobium officinale were studied. After transplanting for 6 months, the results
showed that: the survival rate, stem diameter, plant height, root length and root number of Den-
drobium officinale candidum seedlings in tissue culture were the best with matrix of fir bark:pine
bark = 2:1, which were 96.7%, 0.62 cm, 10.97 cm, 5.17 cm and 6.33. The highest yield of Dendrobium
candidum was obtained by applying decomposed sheep dung, and the average plant weight was 5.4 g.
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1. 53|

Bk A iR 22 R (Orehidaceae) £ & (Dendrobium) B A= B ARE Y, B4 S 28f, HA B A
B, BERREEZ R IR, ATHTRIT B DU DR AR AR S (1], 1987 ARER Ak E K AN
HA R AR A R [2]. PURTE I H AR TR B A MR, AT N TR R . AR
JR I BT R B AT BTS2 PR R R EOR[3]. R R A I EE Az —, HEEKR, &
667 m’ 5 E LR 70~110 m®. MEPEE S HR A BHER . AR IS IR, Rk A A R R
AROCHE . AU Z 0T R FAZ A B 2 SRR A it B, 50 45 SRR S K B 26 B i A ]
FEARAS, B igm =&, KIEARRS T EFKH LR AR EIER E, 23— A R
A2 B T ke 4k Bz A e A= K 1) S el LA B it FHAS [ £ AR o 2k R A ik AR PR s e, USRS vk B2 A firbk
RG2S e, AR AR R R AR S5

2. MB5EFE
2.1. M8

2.1.1. $hitEY
BRECAT A B i e A UL G . AL 9Bk R A iR T T B AR A A LR S AR

2.1.2. R

B E AN [RTRRS AZ W B2 RIRA B B AN TR LU B 53 NN 10 % B2 A IIURL (2~3 cm) Vi &5 1T A o
F2ARB E AR GRS AR 2 AR RS AU R A IR A A7, IR K/ 0.5~4 cme H T2 R A
BN R G, Sl nEE SR . MiRZARET 5K, BUE IR K/NET 5 G H A R RS
KA

22. A%

2.2.1. Wit

RIGTE = BT AR B Bk B2 A At Bt XU S R AT, SRR AR EE, IR 80 cm =i =S
FIBEHLIX A1, A 3 REE, It 12 AR, /DMXER 2 m?. 2019 4F 4 A4, T4
10 AT AH I H &

FEW AR A% 1T 29 K5 (3~4 cm). 1 5(2~3 cm). 7N5(0.5~1.5 cm) = AR . LB HTHR B 2
BIFAE 1. KSR 2. K5:FS = 2:1; AF 3. MR E; AE 4. NSERE. Ak =F
B 77 BEAT AR LGS o AR A bR i L AR K E MR A ). R E.

RERHALS K SR R DA et R LU ANE AL T 7% BRI A 6 M) 1
kg/667m>. JEE#AEZEME 100 kg/667m*. MHIIE(1E£ % 1 5) 2000 {5, FBHtAME XTI, bRt e

A
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AR FENE e B TR AR BAS, & 6 N A e 10k, i BEERS 15 d Wit 1 X, &Rk A
FHRE R KRR Z2H), L HE E AR B A IR A

222 B

BB BT MR EE, Y5, Gk E (3.0 £ 0.2 cm). A 2~3 ZARII/NET, 3R AN 1M,
MATHE 16 cm x 16 cm. Bk JE1aK—, 28 RENTE 4~5 IR, WEREFE 80% A4, fFHiKH
S 1B P W 5 B

2.2.3. RETHRUNES

FEA/NX A HL 30 (UL AR HEAT 5 S . BT 6 /N H IS 4 SIS HOm 2, KR 25
WKy AR, MR DL AU BN T 5 B T 2R 2R 0, MRS ) TRR R 308 o 2 0 B8 25 1 Sk
HRL
3. HRA
3.1. FREIEREEAMAESHBEEE KR

3.1.1. PEERMNKEARHAIEEBRIERERNINT

R A DL RO K O, ARKIGHE SRR 18 om Ay, SR kM. R, PbRHE
M. A% LT, FoRk 6 AN a8k B A Ak 1 35 B AR AL T 2 deimi s K 96.7%; KL 1 AR TAbEE 2,
7N/90.0%; AL T 3 Bl 20 80.9% . AL H 1 Bk B AT fsb i 28 5 HLAt = AN b BRI 22 3t 1R A B A 56k 2 K
ARTE 2 (i RS H Al = AN A B ZE IR BN B E KT A 3 SR 4 S RAAE R E LS. EE
3 T RE SRR PRI AR, AR G ) S B PR 3R 4]

Table 1. Effect of different matrixes on the growth of D. officinale
= 1 AEIERXREABE KM

fib ¥ B ERIEER©%)  CFEtkEem) PR (em) FHIHR K (cm) SFEIIRE(%%)
1 AR (KS) 90.0 Bb 10.93 Aa 0.62 Aa 4.40 Ab 5.67 ABa
2 AR AW = 2:1 96.7 Aa 10.97 Aa 0.62 Aa 517 Ba 6.33 Aa
3 ARKE(ND) 80.9 Cc 7.50 Bb 0.52 Bb 2.67 Cd 3.67Ch
4 FA 84.8 BCc 8.47 ABb 0.54 Bb 3.8Bc 4.33 BCb

T RP BRSNS 3 IRERRTME, Hobija ARG TR AR 0.05 A10.01 KT EAESR .

IR, A 2 H PRI BB A E TR R B AR i, XA RER U AREL, WA B & a2 1
BB B SUE . R ZER

3.1.2. FREIE R A= R

BB A R AR RS, S A Y. BER. ZREMIS], EMKERE RN E
AR, BR 1R, BRECA AR R 6 M JE, ARBE 2 TR ZE RN E] 10.97 om, AL 4 [tk
Fri/N, 9 7.50 cme ACFE 1. ARFE 2 HAREE 3. AL 4 B9 ZERVEIA I FAKE, (HAREE 1. AL 2 A
FRARE. W3, 4R EEESR.

3.1.3. FRIEFRM KK AMZ=RERAT

BRRA MR R A B AE K R E B RS, B A AR TR 6 A, AAFE 2 TR
FHiL 3 0.65 cm. AbFE 4 (FZEM A 0.46 cm; AbFE 1 FIALEE 2 [ ZSHANAEAE B R, AT 3 FIkbIE 4
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FIRAPAERE % R, ALFE 1. AbFE 2 SA0HE 3. ALFE 4 15 25HIA0 2 RIE K FINR I 5 25 KT

PRI, SR I TAILE, AR = 200 R, TG kB i1 Bl
RUFR R, AT RSB B A LR, 28 6 A OB B B R 4 TR K3k 10,98 em, 2%
H0.62cm, KK 17 cm, TIOHH 6.33 %, HumaRik 96.7%, FLFFH K AL

3.2. AN FIRERI R ARAIEEBREE KR

i AN R SRR R R A Rt 2R AR K 22 B e . Z2KRPRIR b, b B 2 RILEF, P3Pk 10.97 cm, {H
SR 1 W BEMNER . ATk N 7.50 cm, 540 1. 2 BB B E K. fEFEkRE T,
WEE 1. 2. 370518 4639, 5409, 4539, SXTIRIARIRR EK. AP 2 2, ~0.65cm, 5
FoAt AL PR ) 22 S Vs R B 2 . S A BT B A R AR A — e R E o AR B 2 Pk B A iR
&2, M. keI T AR, FRAAEE 2 SAEHUIE, FERAE VRS, B R AR,
FURELLE, S EE.

MF 2 ATLAE Y, SR R AE KA —E I, EERBLE A 2 PR 7.20 cm, 53N
AEEE B 2 2 . MHEERRKIE, MXTHERRAEKAR, 53, EREM&E,

Table 2. Effect of different fertilizers on the growth of D. officinale
= 2. TEIRBRIATEL R A A KRR

b7 BT SR E () S8k i (em) S 24 (cm) SRR (cm)
1 R 4.63 Ab 10.93 Aa 0.61 ABa 6.17 Bb
2 RS 5.40 Aa 10.97 Aa 0.65 Aa 7.20 Aa
3 T AR 453 Ab 8.47 ABb 0.55Bb 4.73Cc
4 it i 3.07Bc 7.50 Bb 0.46 Cc 2.80 Dd

e RPN 3 REERTIE, B EAF KNG F R 73R 0.05 A1 0.01 KT A # R.
4. Wig

I Ik B A ks R — R e A B (O RA M B, (BRI B TEAE K A AT, 2 5 TR F
W, BRI A, SR A BT, IREKRR, NS RS . R
IR E 7 i A B Rl . EASR I TR AR, S KRB, H TR M E A s
e, SR e R RS Y. ARIE R A N A K PR B O R R, B AR KRS, FRTAS A
P R B A T Kk B s PO, T L TR BB A . (RIEME . Rk PR RRIL R, AR
AAEHRI 250

YRR A R OB 2 . AR KR R AR AR R R TS B AR, BT R, AR
WL 7 B BB, S A KR I B 2 5, R [ R I R B B A Lk, RS
WA B BALA B 5 RA RN & JE AR BT, & B A K, HZEm . ZEHL. MRCHI B,
o DS A R AR B = 201 (IC A R R B I o 1T P /N B AL AR e e B R A, B DR A M A
R, N T HERIGEE N, A g WU BRI B K T 15 om IR B . FAS AR R AR R A T
AR R, R AR 2, TR T B R P e A o TR PR RS AR B e L P A A B
AT A5 L) 30% 547, IR, m TR . Bt ZRkg Raftli=% 5%,

SEEBATHUIE, SRRk A R A M . R SO BURCIR FLA N 8, MR R SR
e, XA LA RIS R (A, AR TR AR A K. RCERE RIS, & T
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BT TR 7 BREs RS, D9k B SR E IR B IR o FEIE TN R S B M) L e 5 H WS REAE AT
S L P AR JEBRR R L. T IE R DL S PRI T, SR EIGREE, R i -

EHEWH

AR T A2 KI5 H (201850033)
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