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Melilotus J& 13 Eumelilotus > Micromelilotus
HED LN, SRR T3 TR R
LM, F RO R D R E WS,
ZDTDBEDEHEF I L O EkFEH B\ IdE
WBtEh LN HERTOEA»REE 0> T
b, QR EENE R4 EN R R s FE
LTWaHEHIcBW CTHEHZHERE 21T ) B4,
AN A B2 BB TH 5, Melilotus J&
DFIEETH 5 Malba DK 7 —=) v EH =&
& OB % sweetclover weevil $#EHi1E RFEDO G
WD 728, Z b DEIGTFIREY Micromelilotus &
BT KD b7z, La Lk hs s, Micromelilotus
TEH 5 Eumelilotus WENDIE~DZHEBHEIC &
LIBETEARZERT, s, HEMEEF
AL 72 B FEAIC RS D B,

AREF3e I3, BRI L Bvs € Melilotus o
FEHTHEREA T ) BenERMRA L LT, M-
cromelilotus TIE D 10 FE 41 B H b A VR % 3
B, ANABEIEFTICOWTERER2HL
2zl 7z,

MR U R E

AEE THLR L 72 Micromelilotus T )& 13 Ta-
ble 1 |2/R L7 10 %8 41 K TH %, )L ZFHEIC
DWTIRHET % A2 N AFEREHICERL TH VR
PIBLZYI3TE LT, FOle, HWEEIC L
DRI MT B oMBEICETE T ET %
TRELEE (70% T 7/ — VAZ Bkig i, RIEE RER
F 1) 7 2 15%KIEEHAC 156 7 ER) B, BROA
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Table 1.

- EZERE

List of species and their strains
used in the experiment.

Tentative
Species No. Name of strain
M. ttalica -1 L. 389
-2 Bdn 58-256
-3 Bdn 60-29
—4 Bdn 852
-5 Bdn 978
-6 Bdn 58-254
M. messanensis -1 PI 227418
-2 PI 231233
-3 Bdn 58-195
—4 Bdn 859
-5 Bdn 60-34
M. macrocarpa -1 Bdn 61-97
M. elegans -1 AC377
2 Bdn 61-134
M. sulcata -1 Bdn 1020
-2 Bdn 1019
-3 Bdn 58-4
—4 Bdn 58-194
-5 Bdn 862
M. segetalis -1 Bdn 863
-2 Bdn 535
-3 sulcata,segetalis 2159
—4 sulcata,segetalis LF
M. infesta —1 M 70
-2 62-9
-3 M 63
M. speciosa -1 Bdn 60-46
-2 Bdn 60-44
—3 FC 30391
-4 Bdn 536
M. neapolitana -1 Bdn 3225
-2 Bdn 58-245
-3 Bdn 3217
M. indica -1 PI 263498
-2 PI 287894
-3 Bdn 776
—4 Bdn 525
-5 Bdn 3661
-6 Bdn 58-5
-7 AC 77
—8 grassilis
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DEEML (8 g/1) 1o FERE L, 3 (25°C, 24 BEfHIRR)
%, BE L2 AL 2 FEEICER L AL
AERFE 72, ANLAFEL L BRI
7z ¥sHe: MS BARERY 12 2, 4—D ; 2 mg/,
LakE30g/LER 10g/1 ERMLZLATH
b, HIVADHEL 25CORR L EEBBHAT TIT
W, R R ERL TH S 30 BEOEELZREL 2
(5 K18), WNADEFIZOWTIL, BETTH
WA NAE4AGEL, bR ERR
ATICEX, 30 BnEENHM L 72 (2
HiE), s, BATTEFLLANLAL L ATV
T3 — L CHERSR P L, e (B 7
SYeNEE 101) T 664 nm DRI B 5B
FREL, ANREE]L EH72 N OUIEE THEN
By ERFR OB & L,

TARHICAT » 22 RRE S BIC D T, B
BT CHEL, 1EMMSEEL A2 2B
7o EOLEEHE LT3, vakE;30g/1 %50
MS 3 7 52 #0212 NAA ; 0.5mg/]l, 6BAP ; 3
mg/l(A3EH) & NAA ; 0.9mg/l, 6BAP ; 4 mg/
HB#EM) 28l 72 b 0% Bwiz,

RERFER

TR&h» 5 A VA % BEERT LERRBE T CFFE L
7225 (Table 2), #NAAFHEEIZEL TROM
Bliieh -7z, 24t Table 4 2R L 7250500
DR L LML TH-7, L L, BRETT
FYLCRFICHERICES LR HESD -1, HRHT,
M. messanensis TX R 1L, §XTHBEERT
THEICES -7z, ANVAHFECBEL T, Rl
DWGHP S A NVZPTE, WEBICAFTTLHLD
(M. italica) &, K EARPBEL THNLADE
BFOIHICE LD (M. indica) & THHF 0T
ZEBHH - 72, Table 4 NGBS ORR» 5
LIEMERRAETH 2. Table 2513, # L
ZFHEBDOKE WD D (M. itlica), HfEE (M. mess-
anensis, M. macrocarpa, M. elegans, M. sulcata,
M. segetalis, M. infesta, M. speciosa) & B557¢ 1,
N (M. neapolitana, M. indica) > 3 BElZ 515
LI THh o7z, Fl2, BNDORKERZICSWTIZ,
M. dtalica 1z & - UMM AEEZ I L h o1, &

LIz, EREAT CHFEL A NVATRELEET
2L00H YN, i, MLUEBOEE L -2 M
talica (3B BBREPBEL Tz, —F, M. ele-
gans & M. infesta |2TENBBTH - 72,

Kic, BETCHEL AN AZHEL THEE
LSBT TSR L 72 £ 2 A (Table 3),
Kk 2EFICHETLHEEREII L H -~ 72 (Table
4) 5%, N AFEEOSA L FERRICHEIIC K E o
B -T2, ZOBE, HNVAHERICHERELE
EwmnlL 2 M. italica ¥ M. messanensis |, 3
DHERLEFE L, Lo, Mo 8FEITEE
THEBERE Lo 2, £72, M. dtalica 774
ENHFEI N - T2, M. italica- 5 H I &
BOED S 1272 Th 72, HIVAHEDRFIZL,
o M. italica DFZ¥EEESL WL D) Tho12
7Y, HMUEEERICE L THmICEE L L k- R
Fc DWW TIEAHTH S,

Table 2 ic7R L 72 & 9 12 Micromelilotus 1 J&
DT, MBETCAHANLADEBEE LD LN
Botze FIT, WNAHWME L b M. italica
-2 (Bdn 58-256) DAFRHEE A IADH A F LT L
a— LTI L 72 iR e o v O e EE T
AR (340 nm~ 700 nm) o) W TR % B~ 7z, &
Bz, A hgt s o b v M. segetalis- 3
(sulcata, segetalis 2159) D # )V & & &L LD
LA ORI R & 8~ 72 (Fig. 1), M. italica
& M. segetalis DIFIED LI L 724 DILF UK
ORI A R L Twiz, 72, M. italica D
DAV 2 S L A EE R D RS L R LR
WK% R L 720 —F5, M. segetalis D)7 )L
A5 & ORBHHE I 13 ATARER TR K A5 7 2 o
72, bbb, BERBAT TREE LoV
i3, BEEORENEG L aHEIC BT FEL
T®H 72 MACKINNEY? ([ZHUUT, # ¥/ —NLT
W LB 007 4 LR 25.2X650 nm
TORKE +4.0X665 nm TORNLE TH L b &
Nahs, HNNL Z7aa 7 4 VEEBOTFEE L
< Fig. 1 TIRIEBK %71 L 72 664 nm D RLE &
Fvs7z(Table 5), #VAFENBICEBW G
AL M. dtalica 1313 D moIRBEE 25RL, 7
a7 4 NNBRDOENIERTRRL Tz E 72,
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Table 2. Callus induction from hypocotyl of Melilotus species in dark and light

conditions, and the color of callus induced in light condition.
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Color of
Fresh weight (mg) callus
Species Strain Dark1> (D) Lightl) (L) D-L in light
M. itlica —1 612.4(179.45)2)  515.6(130.79) 9% 8 Green (3.5)3)
-2 553.2( 83.21) 405.8(136.10) 147.4 Green (2.4)
-3 636.0(189.29) 540.8( 47.18) 95.2 Green (3.2)
-4 370.0( 23.42) 514.0(157.17) — 144.0 Green (3.2)
-5 386.2(172.19) 250.8( 69.47) 135.4 Green (2.0)
—6 360.0(128.39) 387.2(165.44) —26.6 Green (3.4)
M. messanensis -1 238.0(116.30) 147.2( 40.22) 90.8 White
-2 401.4(168.25) 132.2( 45.29) 269.2**  Green (0.4)
-3 362.2(131.55) 182.0( 84.17) 180.2* White
— 4 298.8( 66.09) 104.0( 38.36) 194.8**  White
-5 195.6( 76.16) 87.4( 30.15) 108.2* White
M. macrocarpa -1 218.6(102.77) 101.2( 30.38) 117.4* White
M. elegans -1 198.8( 54.46) 98.2( 28.80) 100.6**  Green (1.0)
-2 105.8 (39.28) 131.0( 41.25) —25.2 Green (1.0)
M. sulcata -1 118.6( 24.87) 61.8( 14.01) 56.8%* Almost light brown
-2 88.0( 24.62) 54.8( 21.92) 33.2 White
-3 167.4( 26.91) 158.8( 44.76) 8.6 White
— 4 61.4( 22.77) 143.4( 37.25) —82.0%* Green (2.0)
-5 56.6( 25.87) - -
M. segetalis —1 148.2( 25.01) 150.2( 31.19) — 2.0 White
-2 77.2( 47.61) 108.0( 32.38) —30.8 White
-3 — 109.4( 11.67) - White
—4 — 67.0( 36.37) - White
M. infesta -1 125.8( 87.81) 72.3( 20.65) 53.5 Green (0.3)
-2 82.2( 30.67) 67.2( 9.68) 15.0 Green (0.9)
-3 107.4( 8.05) 116.0( 52.46) — 8.6 White
M. speciosa -1 78.2( 28.99) 92.4( 21.16) —14.2 Light brown
-2 90.0( 32.69) 124.0( 15.28) ~34.0 Light brown
-3 79.6( 23.86) 88.6( 32.90) - 9.0 White
—4 84.0( 52.33) 190.4( 63.14)  — 106.4 Almost white
M. neapolitana -1 51.5( 16,52) 52.0( 3.16) — 0.4 White
-2 43.8( 11.28) 46.0( 10.27) — 2.2 White
-3 55.6( 17.39) 53.4( 11.01) 2.2 White
M. indica -1 30.8( 5.93) 23.2( 3.77) 7.6* White
-2 - 34.2( 12.15) - White
-3 72.4( 4.28) 43.6( 8.50) 28.8**  White
—4 24.0( 2.00) 19.8( 1.92) 4.2*%* Almost white
-5 36.8( 5.54) 34.6( 5.59) 2.2 White
-6 - 35.6( 3.65) - Almost brown
-7 46.2( 7.40) 50.4( 8.96) — 4.2 White
-8 64.4( 9.45) 41.8( 14.69) 22.6* White

1) ; Gulture condition.

2) ; Standard deviation was given in parenthesis.

3) ; Mean of degree of green of five replications.

*

0.5-almost white, 1-slightly light green, 2-light green, 3-green, 4-dark green.

** Significant at 5% and 1% levels, respectively.
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IV AHER BT - 72 M. elegans- 1, L 72BR ikt & 2 ) 664 nm THOIRIERE 75 <
M.infeta | 3WRGE L&D - 72, M. sulcata-1, 2 ooty W, MMREEL-Z LD EESS
3N AFHEERICEO T L r - 1208, s Bz 0, 664 nm TOBED 0 TH - 72 3#E

Table 3. Effect of the light on the growth of callus (cultured 30 days) derived
from callus induced in dark condition.

Fresh weight (mg)

Species Strain Dark (D)l) Light (L) L-D
M. italica -1 944.6(266.97)2) 647.5( 81.39) —297.1*
-2 145.2( 56.61) 213.7(112.36) 68.5
-3 701.9(100.04) 429.0(162.65) —272.9*
—4 552.1(167.29) 656.3(107.96) 104.2
-5 3.5( 9.60) 0.6( 7.25) —-2.9
-6 312.2( 40.47) 502.2(264.41) 190.0
M. messanensis -1 62.5( 48.64) 65.8( 59.08) 3.3
-2 247.9(237.04) 75.6( 21.35) —-172.3
-3 555.9(213.96) 362.7(235.80) —193.2
—4 117.5(111.23) 53.8( 93.79) —63.7
-5 90.4( 67.66) 64.4( 76.74) —26.0
M. macrocarpa -1 44.6( 55.97) 32.6( 32.34) —12.0
M. elegans -1 0.9( 3.25) 10.9( 13.00) 10.0
-2 16.5( 32.27) 5.8( 12.71) —10.7
M. sulcata -1 31.4( 30.14) 47.5( 32.36) 16.1
-2 30.4( 15.63) 26.9( 19.71) —3.5
-3 11.8( 21.64) 6.6( 11.30) —5.2
—4 —4.6( 4.25) —1.9( 5.40) 2.7
-5 5.4( 2.10) 5.5( 3.18) 0.1
M. segetalis -1 16.2( 8.36) 11.7( 5.53) —4.5
-2 11.1( 8.64) 10.6( 8.04) —0.5
M. infesta -1 35.6( 16.45) 43.5( 44.53) 7.9
-2 4.4( 5.94) 7.0( 9.92) 2.6
-3 12.5( 12.10) 18.3( 13.10) 5.8
M. speciosa -1 0.8( 2.97) =2.2( 1.26) —3.0
-2 —0.5( 3.00) 0.9( 1.29) 1.4
-3 5.4( 4.56) 0.6( 1.64) —4.8
—4 10.8( 3.18) 8.8( 1.77) —2.0
M. neapolitana -1 6.8( 1.64) 2.8( 0.84) —4.0*"
-2 13.5( 2.35) 11.0( 6.90) —2.5
-3 9.9( 3.25) 9.1C 4.77) —0.8
M. indica -1 - 5.9( 3.44) -
-3 7.7 2.77) 9.4( 3.49) 1.7
—4 3.8( 3.03) 2.9( 4.75) —0.9
-5 5.8(  3.40) 7.9( 3.68) 2.1
-7 5.2( 2.61) 11.6( 2.38) 6.4**
-8 16.3( 4.18) 15.2( 3.78) —1.1

1) ; Culture condition.

2) ; Standard deviation was given in parenthesis.

*, **; Significant at 5% and 1% levels, respectively.
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Table 4. Analysis of variance for callus induction
and callus growth.

Mean square

Callus induction

Callus growth

Source of variation df Fresh wt. df Fresh wt.
Treatment (T) 1 15820.25 1 2399.05
Among species (S) 9 160134 .57** 9 184339, 41**
Within species (L) 26 6115.05 24 36388. 31**

M. italica 5 22174.26%* 5 171604 83**
M. messanensis 4 6868. 45 2 5605. 42
M. elegans 1 906.01 1 27.56
M. sulcata 3 3145.18 4 618.99
M. segetalis 1 2926. 81 1 9.61
M. infesta 2 707.45 2 607.71
M. speciosa 3 1237.00 3 45.17
M. neapolitana 2 49.02 2 28.39
M. indica 5 430.77 4 40.89
Interactions 35 201859.03** 33 322364.14**
Tx S 9 139979.61** 9 151474, 92**
TxL 26 223278, 81** 24 386447. 60**
Error 283 4962.31 264 5110.16

** . Significant at 1% level.

L& o7 (M. elegans-2),

FARAIIZ AV 2 & DOREERE S bIC D TE
BY s HT, 2BoRsbAEHA, B
WA RBERLI, BEE, 25 Atkic M. indica
-1 (PI263498), -5 (Bdn 3661) " %R | 725%, Bi
HiZA, BRiEMT, %EEIBREMTOHAL, RN
Erkhidh -2, 72, FORBRIIANOETH %
oz, BERLIZ 10D H b M. dtalica, M. mes-
sanensis, M. sulcata > M. indica (3 V%% % B
ERL, BOINLOEDOANAITETEME X
D IEGEZ DD D - 72, M. italica T3 2, 4-D
PEUEROB L) LEAIE ko7,

% =

Melilotus J& o THEFE L, M. alba & M.
officinalis T, ¥ % &b 4 Eumelilotus )& TH 5,

Lo Lkehs s, ZhsnfEid sweetclover weevil
WCIEETMTH ), Fhr7—=) VEEVIENYR
BAERD), INLOREDYEEICHZY, Micro-
melilotus B BT BRI KO LN, £ D
WEDFER, Micromelilotus WIED M. infesta 77
T 5% sweetclover weevil IEHIEEIZF2#H L T
BN® g27—=)rE@bReZEHBL
72 L b L, Micromelilotus ¥ J& » & Eu-
melilotus WIB~D1EIETE AL, RfXroBEr
ZERPERE L 0 ), BE OMBRMEERE T34
BEThHD, T CEEMRZ B -BEra8%
HBIFTHEY, ZOFHRELT7a 772D
SrEED LIRS, Azl HEPRES LI E
5 —ENEBRRNDHLPLETH B7h, Melilotus
BT FITERRIMLENT LV, AHET
&, FRBLRTE2ET 5 M infesta % & Micro-
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0.8
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—— M. ttalica callus (Green)
~ == M. italica leaf

—— M. segetalis callus (White)
- T T M. segetalis leaf

Absorbance

ST

Wave length

Fig. 1. UV spectra of the crude extracts with
MeOH from callus and leaves of M. ifalica
(Bdn 58-256) and M. segetalis (sulcata,
segetalis 2159).

meltlotus WE 10FEI2H>\WT, vt 77+
B L % B A2 0FE, EFICET HHERH
PR LN ANV ADRERH LI L2, IREh
NV ATBEREHICERL T, 30 BENAEE R
ANz Zh, WELEET S L (M. ital-
ica), WIEE L B AT L O (M. neapolitana,
M. indica) D IFEIHIZ I TE D L D) THh 72,
Z O, KITAY 2k - TR S Lo il i
REKRDIZIBIZE DM, T4b b Type C
(M. italica), Type B-1, Type B-2 (M. in-
dica, M. neapolitana, M. elegans) 1= & { AT
720 127201, M. elegans (3FREDHNZDET
#mL, ANVADOFEEOEFICEAL Tz M. in-
dica, M. neapolitana ¥ 3P| DOFIE L T 72, &
72, SHLARBAUM et al.™ |3, M. italica »*K % 7%¢

Table 5. Absorbance at 664nm of the extracts with
MeOH from callus of Melilotus species
cultured in light condition.

Absorbance
Species Stain at 664nm(/ g)
M. italica ~1 4.44 + 0.5%
-2 3.48 £ 0.38
-3 3.4 £ 1.16
~4 3.11 £ 1.02
-5 2.10 + 3.04
—6 6.84 £ 6.42
M. messanensis ~2 3.93 £ 1.14
-5 1.63 £ 2.08
M. macrocarpa ~1 0.50 £ 1.12
M. elegans ~1 0.67 + 1.49
—2 0.00 + 0.00
M. sulcatia ~1 2.41 £ 1.70
-2 6.90 + 2.90
-3 0.13 £+ 0.28
—4 1.54 + 3.44
~5 0.00 £ 0.00
M. segetalis ~1 0.00 £ 0.00
—2 0.00 £+ 0.00
M. infesta ~1 0.99 £ 1.09
—2 0.65 £ 0.97
~3 0.24 £ 0.55
M. speciosa ~1 0.80 £ 1.79
—2 0.00 +£ 0.00
~3 0.00 £+ 0.00
—4 0.00 £ 0.00
M. neapolitana -1 0.00 £ 0.00
—2 259 + 2.37
-3 0.00 £ 0.00
M. indica ~1 0.00 £ 0.00
-3 0.00 £ 0.00
—4 0.00 £ 0.00
-5 0.00 = 0.00
-7 0.53 + 0.74
— 8 0.00 £ 0.00

*; MeanZ Standard deviation.

ik 2 L T C, Melilotus JBOMKETH 5
ZEERBELZY, ZoORBKDHDKENT LN
M. italica DG N ADHBELEFICEHEL Twb
PIAHETH L, LrL, ZULADFEE - £FIC
BWwTL M ialica 3B R LB CH B8 2
B, Ric, AR L2 H, FEFICHEREL
£ F 2R L 72 M. dtalica ¥ M. messanensis (3 <°
X D BERE L AR EilT 728, Moo 8FEIZEFHZ -
2o $ 72, FHERICHEE L ET EOR L 72 M. dalica
-5 (Bdn978) 1%, MMUEZRICHL CILALE
BElhah-o, EHYDSEHEICLSE 77 A
F =i g, M. italica W THRiE H M.
italica Bdn 978 72\ REER T, MM 5HEEIZ 7 T
A — Lk otz, ANAHEEENEBERICLS
SEHEERHYD 7T 25 —aiic L b
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BFLL—E L e ontz, 72750, 7529 —
WicbB Wy, M. italica, M. neapolitana » M.
indica |3 Micromelilotus B J& N TH 209 &‘E T
HbL)Thotz, HIVAEER LRI
FEANZDEFIZDWTHENE J%m«##
1ZEA EHDEBII 5727 L L, M mess-
anensis 723 A N AHERE IO L K HEE
b7, F72, M. italica, M. elegans + M.
infesta (TEBBAT THN A RRBE -T2, 72
770, M. elegans & M. infesta (3 M. italica » #
N2 L) 7% ) FEsEL -7, 2 i 664 nm
THRNLZRHEL L =L Tz, L LEds,
6BAP % 5SS HIC AR L -8, FERFIC
AN A HHRM &7 b h o 72 M. messanensis X0
M. indicabf%%é ol b, HIVAHEE

SHNAD B E BB E ) L, EL
HINNAWYZ’ D M. alba DEBH» S L, EEREH
gL aMEBIEICHEIN TV LRSS
%,

FEbc B {bic W T~z A8, Melilotus J&
THEAGICRTI L 72 7it BAJAT and GOSALY 0
M. parviflova » 1B L 57 {, Micromelilotus 45
B TIRABDERIZH - 22 F0RRIL e - 72,
Z 1z TAIRA et al.™” s L 72 M. alba 4
EEILTH -7z,

1 B

Micromelilotus B8 7 10 FE 41 F#FfIC D\,
Rdlhh o AN AEHEL, 1 REMUEEETY,
HANAFEEEFICHL CREZEELHANL, 7
WWREBIZOWTIE, L L D (M. dalica), &+
T2 (M. messanensis, M. macrocarpa, M. ele-
gans, M. sulcata, M. segetalis, M. infesta, M. spe-
ciosa) X B b D (M. neapolitana, M. indica)
S NG LD ThoT, 1THEHMUEEL 22 2
2, HIVATERICEEIEREL D OIRRIE N &
FHNERETZS 5 7208, MZWI N BB TH -7,
H N2 EE X USRI O W OB A

h, B2, A IVATREIZ BT M. messanensis T
BEEBAS L b 22 DI, oI hdh -T2,
FRIREE T g - ARCHEEE L 22RE, M. dalica, M.

elegans, M. infesta |3 H N ADFEBEE L 72, M.
talica i b BB EL, 23 664nm D
WNED S 7a a7 4 VEBDERLEWT & 2R
Bl Tz,
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Studies on cultured cells in plants,

I. Differences in callus‘induction and growth among species
in the subgenus Micromelilotus

Masahiko MAEKAWA, Yuri UEHARA and Fumiji KiTA
(Experiment Farms, Faculty of Agriculture, Hokkaido University, Sapporo, Japan)

Summary

The objective of this study was to elucidate the differences in callus induction and growth among species
in the subgenus Micromelilotus.

Callus was derived from the hypocotyls of aseptically germinated seeds of ten species including a total of
41 strains. Callus induction was evaluated according to the amount of callus growth in 30 days from hypocotyl
inoculation onto MS medium with 2 mg/1; 2, 4-D. A considerable variation in the extent of callus induction was
observed among species. However, ten species appeared to be divided into three groups with respect to callus
induction, namely, high (M. italica), moderate (M. messanensis, M. macrocarpa, M. elegans, M. sulcata, M. segetalis,
M. infesta, M. speciosa) and poor callus induction group (M. neapolitana, M. indica). After 30 days of subculture,
M. italica and M. messanensis showed good callus growth, while the other species showed poor callus growth.
Although it was found that light was not essential for callus induction and growth, callus induction of M.
messanensis was stimulated by dark condition.

M. italica, M. elegans and M. infesta produced characteristic green callus in light condition. From the
spectrophotometrical analysis, it was suggested that callus of M. italica had the highest amount of chlorophyll

among the three species.



