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Preparation and Optimization of Callus Protoplast of Potentilla anserina
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Abstract; The present study aimed to establish an efficient and stable separation method of Potentilla an-
serina callus protoplast, which were induced from root tuber of Qinghai Juema No. 4. The design method
of Ly (3') orthogonal experimental was adopted to optimize the combination conditions. The effects of
some factors on the separation of Potentilla anserina callus protoplast were investigated, including enzyme
combination, digestiontime, mannitol concentration and centrifugal speeds. The results indicated that the
sequential order of every factor for protoplast yield was enzyme combination, digestion time, mannitol con-
centration and centrifugal speeds. The optimal enzyme solution for protoplast isolation was 2. 0% cellulase
R-10 + 0.75% Pectinase Y-23 + 0.5 mol/L mannitol. The digestion was conducted on constant-tempera-
ture shaker with 40 r/min at 25 ‘C for 10h in dark and centrifugation with 1 000 r/min for 6 min for proto-
plast collection. The protoplast yield amounted to 8. 96 X 10° cells/g and the vitality was up to 92. 77 %.
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Ji A= TR %) A 0 R A48 i 2 22 B R U e e ik I 3R TR
M R S HWEIRER 4 57 0 BTk R P RE— SR iB R .
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XU SF A SN 1 46 o ) B B FE R TR e R LSS
T Zx HOA L B E R B ) R AE Oy i A S
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bii 3 NI G DA S DA -2 ) B = O S s = E 3 )

AL UL H MR 4 5 A AT IR A T
TR o3 B A2l A0 S 56 G o B PR R 45 G E A2 S AL Ak
T J5E A O A R T S 2 | A (] L R e
WP VB AR 4 AR A FRA A IR R P
ZOUUBA R g (FDAD Je 8% ] #5159 21 1 J5 A= o 14 114
5 7 BEAT A A 5 — 7 TR A R A ) Dt A o A o
S AT F3 R T3 vk 04 J5 vk A T R DR AR B AR
A7 BR JRR 1) 35 4% 2 A | K 400 T 2% 58 R Bk RR 1Y) 352 A% el R
B HL T
1 BB AT
L1 # #

A S YT I AR T AA 43 1 1R RS R O ¢ T U R ORR
4 5P RGN A H, CHEERER 4 57 AR
R R R RR R  R . 9 A LA & 10 A F Al Ak
JREYHARRE R .10 H A% 11 J A 3 A S
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1.2 A &
1.2.1 RUBARKE FEOLPRE  FIHEERER 4 57
A, I B P02 vh Uk T4 05 K e 2 he
e TAES b FAR TR B0 700 WA 12 1 15 ~
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3~5 W, I TC A DR AR 1 B AR 3R T A K 43 IS He AR T
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PR SR A8 h B B OGIEREE 2 000 1x DG JE 1k
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R JRR J5E A TR 11 e A Tl At 26 5 S 96 T SR ) 1) N
Wb FR R UL 1, BV R Oy CPW i (27, 2
mg/L KH,PO,, 101 mg/L KNO;,1 117. 5 mg/L
CaCl,,246 mg/L MgSO, « 7H,0,0. 16 mg/L KI,
0.025 mg/L CuSO, » 5H,0),% 20 mmol/L MES,
0.6 mol/L H&E®E,pH & 5.8, 10 mL Bf#EW T 55
CARB BTG 10 min, B EIBZ WS A 0. 1%
BSA, 25 0. 45 pm L UE B G 08 KR, K R 58 L
JEHCET 4 CRaM. BaEyrms 1 g &8 FH RN
A 10 mL B f# . F 40 r/min .25 C HHE 5 AF T B
fiR b P 8 h, BRI T AT 3 . AR S KR A WK
UCH 200 F10 400 H JC T 98 19 1 308 B 25 oK i A7 52 22 1)
YIS S AT . 98 800 r/min #5.0> 6 min,
B2 B0 W, ] CPW i & % . 800 r/min 5.0 6
min, 852 3 UK WA I AR SR O B 3] — S AR AR

2)MEfE AL R 928 SR A B3k 12 4 g4k
A U B R B R B 2E A G L 7E 40 r/min
FERR b AT 4.6.8.10 F1 12 h A AL T, il e
SE MG 800 r/min B0 6 min. R FIE R . H] CPW
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Table 1 Composition of enzyme solution for

protoplast isolation

No ﬁ@(){}&ﬁzgmes Ccllfl{aiﬁc%ffzuka Pectini??ZS /%
: R-10/% s
El 1.0 0. 25
E2 1.0 0.50
E3 1.0 0.75
E4 1.0 1. 00
E5 2.0 0.25
E6 2.0 0.50
E7 2.0 0.75
E8 2.0 1. 00
E9 3.0 0.25
E10 3.0 0.50
Ell 3.0 0.75
El12 3.0 1. 00

ANHBEEHE N 0.3,0.4,0.5,0.6 F10.7 mol/L
R R 20 6 v 7R s o A T ik ) . R AR S B T
Ji A AR 7 R ) 75 R B 35 0 R RR J AR
JOT AR 7= i AN S

DB ERRNRELR  fE FR I R
A T VAR 2 5 R i A Y I Ak R 1 Tl R VR Ak B S
5 b Ao S A Tl A B ) 00 558 A ) 0 K 38 KT R IR DI
A TR IS T R R A RS AR R B S Y BB TR
A3 BIAE 400,600,800,1 000 Fl 1 200 r/min 4 T
B0 6 min, BR 5 I R U AE iR, AT CPW
WEVTE L HAE B0 3 U W E R RR AR B A ™ A A
7.
1.2.3 EXXE ZERNRLEER.BIHER
RGP B 3 AIKF #5471 4 R 3 KPP IEAL X
it Lo (3*) 5L 5,
1.2.4 REREKFEWZE FJH 0.1 mm XB-K-
25 AU i 3K HON I A D A B B o R R, B
A ARRUNT FE A TR A il Bk RO ) T B E
WIS AA TR A R R R 5 2
TR 7K e T FH IR K AR W T 5 0 56 B s AR T AR E
s B AR S B DA BT AR R R A T 3 — i 2%
i 2 W & B 5RO Z [ 28 BB A THEE
B E ARG R ECE KT ICE TR U 2
Y& bR EA TR R TR 25 A i kg N
Y D A B AA . DR v R Y A AR R R
AR IR A S R R A e

1 mL AP 0y AR B =1 A4 R A%
TFWC0. 1 mm®) A4 g % < 10°

JE A AR R (cells/g) =1 mL B F R P AR
Az TR B AR o A A8 AR B (L) /4 R L T
(g
1.2.5 EAREFANNUE KA 0. 019N KR
XU R T (DA 1 R % €8, 35 46 ) 5t 2E 5T 4K /9 9% 7 .
Se T B FDA BL & % 5 mg/mL 178, T4 C
S TFARAE K Bt L T AR BE R 0. 01 %, B 432 HA
B mL 5 A Bk 25 L FDA #E47 94 65, {1 5 min
JEAEDEE WA T G it & B k€8 9 G 1 I AR BT AR 8K
A AR TR . Bl AL R B 3 A A0 R IROCH S 44 .
JE A AR B3 0 A — A T e & o (O i SR AR
T AR o 2 R A R A R BB DR R
J A B AR I ) = i S 60,5 16 1 It AR o 1A 8/ D A= ot
A BB X 100%
1.3 #HiEaE

FH SPSS 17. 0 84 #5471 28 L 80 1 I X P A1



8 1 XU A e B RR A3 2 R AR B MR R £ 2R AR R AR AL 1667

BARIEAT 8, B LSD 7 2 5 B E K 50
H Origin 8. 0 fEH .

2 AR5

2.1 BEREZIWHER

2.1.1 BBRASRERIVER ALRUH
TFBR IR 4 57 YeR i S 85 57 0 B 4H 20 B RL R
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mol/L,800 r/min g5 .0> 4li {b J5 A= B A, b A [A] v
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Fig. 1 Effects of combinations of cellulose and
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2) . FEBGAFEETEN 4~8 h Py, J5 AR T AR 7™tk B & B
(B 3G hN T G, WA 8 h B R AR B A P R
FI¥ R AR 7. 41 X 107 cells/g Fl 94, 49%,
2 5 458 T A At BN 1) (1O 0 12 b JE AR AR S R O B
R SR AR AR TR Dy W 2E R RE L B I S e ) D A
JoT AR 7 AR B T o R L AT, T B Tl
fifg B T) 3 K 20 B B B S W R IR S BUT B IS R
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B J5 A TR 7 B i 2K T At A B SR H T R
B 3E AR T 5 AR A 2 0 T 8 Bt AR o A K 8 5
MHEE MR EAE 0. 3~0. 6 mol/L i [H i i 7t
B T AR T A 7= o 3 0 3 0 3 T s 2 v
JE 0.6 mol/L i, J5 A8 BT 44 i 7 1 B2 3% 7 3k B e
KAE 4330 8. 31X 10° cells/g #1 94. 53% ; 4k &2 F+
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2. T LA RE 1E A SC 5 B0 B D 800, 1 000 A1
1 200 r/min.,
2.2 IEXEI

HY 2. 1 B PR 3% S 60 495 S 0T R JRR 5 A= Ak 7 1
15 3 1Y 52 W A5 00 A R I 3 Ak 7 IR L
(3" HEATIE 28 S 56, PR 28 7K 7 F1 IE 38 58 5 % i 22 HE
RERIFE 2,

MR 2 WAL SR G 0 R{EHR KRR 1,107, 3
o B Il 2 2 X R R D A JB AR 40 S 1 5 e e 5 S
OHER R G I /N R 0. 440, R HZ W /N, 45
PRI 28 0T 5k R Ji 24 Jo 4K 7 i 1) S W Y Sy < Bl 4
> i gk ) 1] > 0 v B > B U . ARSI,
55 6 2H S I AR BUR 7 B AR . o 8. 96 X107 cells/
g, M AR R AR 1ok 92. 77 % (I8 5) , e i i A
HE AEHAX N ETCEFHERBIERE 2.0% +RIK
MM 0. 75%) B 10 h, HEBWE K 0.5
mol/L,B.03#EF 1 000 r/min,

TR (R 3R F WK PR H S
A e B R X 5 38 2 Wl 20 AT Y 450k — 2. T
H o B 2H A 0 T AR BT AR 7 6 A A . 3 S ) TR A
[i) Xof 25 SR Atk 2 S A PR R TE W

TG IR G £ R 0 R 1 TR SR SR T A T
3 PRSI S0 o S5 A BT A P B S E (B 8. 95X 10°
cellls/g, B A= AR TS 1R 92. 79 %, i B T & 2 4K
CIE

R2 EXTRWEWTREFEELERFEMEN
Table 2 The orthogonal test design of protoplasts yield and vitality

i & TRt gk 1]

H 572 s e 3

B

L A I

'l‘efﬁiber Enyjymg Digeslion Mannitol concentration Cemrifugz{l chld Vit:ﬁifﬂ%
combination time/h /(mol/L.) speed/ (r/min) /(X 10° cells/g) /
1 E6 6 0.5 800 6. 85 92. 60
2 E6 8 0.6 1 000 7.22 95.51
3 E6 10 0.7 1 200 7.45 94. 24
4 E7 6 0.6 1200 8.22 95.99
5 E7 8 0.7 800 7.66 95.58
6 E7 10 0.5 1 000 8.96 92.77
7 E8 6 0.7 1 000 7.24 93. 39
8 E8 8 0.5 1200 8.11 95. 67
9 ES8 10 0.6 800 7.95 94. 87
K, 7.173 7.437 7.973 7,487
K 8. 280 7.663 7.797 7.807
K; 7.767 8.120 7.450 7.927
R 1. 107 0.683 0.523 0. 440
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Table 3 Variance analysis of each factor

255KV Var., s e brp

mooox #H f

4 2 o
Enzyme combination 2 1.810 2229
%qlf;:nii if 8] Digestion 2 0.727 0.881*

Factors -2 ey i

H wg@?(ﬁﬁﬁ Mannitol 2 0. 425 0.515
concentration
B0 3 BE Centrifues
B0 B Centrifugal 2 0.310 0.376

speed

TE oo R« o« SR R0R i 3 (P<0. 05) ATk it 3% (P<<0. 01D £ 57
Note: * and ¥ * showed significant difference at 0. 05 and 0. 01

levels, respectively
3w

TR JFR 2t e BRAR 2l A2 U 8 SR L
PR FL AT A B AR L AR R L AR UM IR 2D
AE AR RN E EEMA KRG E R,
2 i FDRAGE A 3T AF SR BRORR B T SR B ARG . {H i
FRRPR B A A T A 25 e 55 1 R I R AZ B A
B JBR 22 X >4 M PR I3 58 BT IR o A A LUK AZ L 9B
BRIFR 4 457 DU HY 1) b R o5 S T 432 L 7 i
AR AR R AR A T AL Rl DR BRORR 2 R
Frn B BIH e LS L R SR B R B A
A REYE . 5 T HEAT AR MR A 5 SRR [ A A
L2 N BRIR B R AR IR — SRR AR . HET. R T
R JRR i A S o) 8 7 95 B F TR W AGE . e, G
THRR S5 AR S ] 8 7 ¥ B I 58S AU h F 5 H A
Jf A= BRI BE L PR AR R A BRI RN T

M TR St A o R A T B

Jir A 0T A ) 2 A R LA (R A 0 S D A o R
() 73 B AR 55 00 R BB B AR TUAL B 45 1 (BSR4
A A B B) LA B 08 AR TSR 4y S Al Ak T
AR R BV, MY EANHERAERN B
JEUA R (R AL AN AR (25 I A RS Rl T KA
ZH ZUMELIF A0 M A R B S IR RE h  W oR AR K
% 1) AL 400 41 SRS 43 A A ) 85 B A O 4R 1 B AR A
D= ) 1LY RN o 1 N N1 O R 1 D N VA R YR
15 A ZURN 277 15 7% 40 M, Ak B0 KR A A
TAl o BRR A AR IR AR R AN AN )X DR A I AR 43
BRI R0 S K A3 B A B A AR AR A
T SBAFTE 22 5. IR /NG S 43 1 DL 4
SRR RE M R RN A 3 2 2 R b Ry DR AR AR
T v MR i B R A BT 4. 09 X100 AL TR R
83. 12 Y, 1 4 v A 105 21 I A B AR 7= SR 6. 05 X
10° 4>, 1& 1k 84.13% .,

A J5L AR T A 5 5 R v 3 A T A 28 R vk
ELHER WA I AR B AR ) 7 i R T BT AL A T 4 R
it SR i Tt | B AT B L 2 2T 4 2K L 0 2E A 9 B
S S AN [R) il 4 T A R A AR A B RO B A . B
SRR T 1 A o0 A T R R (S ) OR 32 5
i) VA 32 3k v TR VX T O R A K, e RN O
FI AR Bk & B 2 B A0 M R . 3 LI T TR
HE T IEAR AR DU R o2 4 0 h s . &%
BRAE i AL MDA 2R IR B 1S S H AR 1 5 R e
HAE HAR A S BRI A IE KA E A SR
A AL RS B AR R, H R 157
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