430

XEHS :1000-8551(2013)04-0430-07

¥ 2 4 2013,27(4) ;0430 ~ 0436

Journal of Nuclear Agricultural Sciences

PR AN e R 728 S PR R g it

FEE K W

T 2A

R R

(CHVL R FE ARG AT, Wi BTl 310058)

W OEAARMRE AR T@RAALERIRPHER, AXLESBNIMR ARG R T F
R E R R FRRR REFREAMA G ST %2, FmA
PR EF FIPEF 5 @y AR, AR T R R 20 I0 Rk A
ERFEEATRY S E S REM LRSS TR L FE 4 R T F AR

B MR T
B FRFEF I Rk E
BT FEBE &

EREIEES
BT HRm I R E T
T A A

e T AR B AR R 6 R R AFAR R T SR R F S IR A A A e AT

KGRI T R TS IR, F A

Progress in Somaclonal Variation and Its Application in
Germplasm Improvement of Turfgrasses

GU Min-xia ZHANG Li

SHAO Li-da

CHAI Ming-liang

(Institute of Landscape Architecture , Zhejiang University, Hangzhouw, Zhejiang 310058 )

Abstract ; Somaclonal variation is defined as variation originating in cell and tissue culture.

domestic with foreign research of somaclonal variation,

summarized the sources,

The paper combined

the mechanism, the selection and

identification of somaclonal variation. In addition, a detailed introduction of its application in breeding turfgrass species

with stress-resistance, diseases-resistance and herbicide-resistance was included. The paper pointed out the shortages of

somaclonal variation such as the complexity, unexpectation,

inferiority, reduction of differentiation ability and genetic

instability in variation. Besides, prospects of its application in enriching breeding resources for turfgrasses through in

vitro selection were also discussed.
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