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Effect of Genotypes on Shoot Regeneration from
Cotyledonary Explants of Chinese Cabbage

1 e 2 . . 1
ZHANG Feng-lan', TAKAHATA Yoshihito”, XU Jia bing
(1. Beijing Vegetable Research Centre, Beijing 100089, China;
2 Faculty of Agriculture, Iw ate Universit y, M orioka 026-8550, Japan)

Abstract: Genotype factors influencing shoot regeneration from cotyledonary explants of Chinese
cabbage were identified in this study. When 123 cultivars of Brassica pekinensis and 20 cultivars
of Brassica chinensis were screened, a large variation in shoot regeneration frequency was ob-
served, ranging from O~ 97.5% . 17 Brassica p ékinensis cultivars and 5 Brassica chinensis culti-
vars show ed regeneration frequency higher than 80%. Shoot regeneration frequency was not relat-
ed to origin, types and days to maturity of the cultivars.
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