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= v e

w ZEf: ¥ (Paphiopedilum) % @i /s fF (slipper orchids)snH ¢ — & > s 7 5 A
(Orchidaceae)#s ¥£ 7 & #4 (Cypripediolideae) ™ - ¥t » ZE2 fEf HFies 3 2 B 7 2
Al BRI 2HRPET S22 1 E R > P TR a RS F KR o F1H
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AL R Z e L FEPTELME DY ARG RN E kG T ATHN LR R
B SR e AA 50 P EFAA L HAEFA03000 % A RAEAFLE
BT 0 7 /a?ta_%i’fmﬂrﬁ% 4 fr# = A% (Cribb, 1998 ; Nash, 1985) -

Bt o B L A E AT 0 B 5 A A REY & 7E. H. Pfitzer >+ 1886 & %R A
MERALEMNDEF oG RLENT R A BRSNS RS 2
Pfitzer (1894) ~ Hallier (1896) » | #-% & ¥ ff i A1 fmo = BB I Jh o 800 5 A 55 chde
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fiw ¢ 7 Rolfe(1896)i 4 iF#f 5 H R e = » % WA E4d - 2 8 5 Pfitzer (1903) ~
Brieger (1973) ~ Karasawa and Saito (1982) ~ Atwood (1984)4= Cribb (1997)% & & ¥/ 6
A2 £ATEEZ A4 (Cribb,1998) « 3T kA § R ~ wre B {os 3 Jng T F K
TEEBFEAS S Z T ¢ A E X PL B (Parvisepalum) ~ &% 4 (Barchypetalum) ~
w Zef I & (Paphiopedilum) > H @ & 3ef & jH~ ¥ » 5 5 B & (Section) » & 355 F % i©
(Coryopedilum) ~ = #% % = (Pardalopetalum)~ 4 = (Cochlopetalum) - za # ¥ =(Barbata) ~
% % H 7= (Paphiopedilum) (3 » 2007 ; Cribb, 1998 ; Chochaietal.,2012) - = & p i & &
TRE R R E P ~ b OB E R SR B4 F“«i"‘%iiﬁ*w FEEE o
T ZEf B 2 3%‘«&*‘%\/@ 4%t 1973 & Bubeck ¥ iEriTH4 T 2 TR

73 4 > %E 5 Morel (1974) ~ Stewart and Button (1975) 7 p2 % & 2 % ¥ H
villosum ~ P. fairieanum ~ P.insigne) & — 4 #& 2 fd 2. &AL 30 1% 5 33 45 M8 {7 i 5k %
BrlpeanS s ¥EEFRFREEWM) S 2 5 2B E5 L5 5K (Yam and Arditti 2017)
Huang (1988)~ 5 “"“f TREMFATRE  VERBFYF R AP E TR Z
BRI AT T REME T LA R BRI B ey R NRL H W T
HURA P RFESLBRY OV EEBFMAY L& i & A2 (Hongetal., 2008)

N tRE O RBRARERAY A MERZE IR A F L v R AR - ’*”'Jz\
&Pwﬂ—jkaFﬁ@ﬁ§%iﬂ’@Hcﬂeﬁﬁﬁx%éﬁﬁiﬁ 4 AHE 5 wRE (i
2013) -

\4-
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f

rT
S

IR BT EN £ ek

My v e BRgedntarmyEd 9 AT R gﬁ}%ﬁgﬁaﬁf LR I g
ki A R A %é.éé?‘q*%ﬁi%ﬁfai‘%}@ﬁi?%‘a BARIRREL 4 277 (Zengetal., 2015)

PHETERRFREIRERTI IR P B T R E R Y M ERET e
ﬁ%‘—“ A2 R A AREY 2B EMURYT (Do et al., 2019 ; Huang, 1988 ; Luan et al.,
2019 ; Nguyenetal., 2018)2 =% (4kfrtk 2010; % > 2012; 2 frik > 2017 ; Liaoetal., 2011)
CERR ) EaE N %ﬁﬁJ?ﬁ:ﬁNF%&P+’ﬁ9¢iﬁ¥§&&§%ﬁ%ﬁi
Z AR P R o & g Bk Py 2 f’é“’ B2 W p 4RI s BEAE s LR PEFI
EiEH 2 W LB AR f?ﬁ?»f@?‘ffﬁ °

- ~R &2y (callus)frse sk 7 (protocorm-like body » PLB){ 2 i /&
#%&&ﬁg%@%agéﬁ&ﬁ@#iﬁﬁiéﬁw@ﬂ@%i%ﬁ@zk%ﬁ?
AL R
(-) 5 & FIHE S 2 RopRl - ATk
Wi-a 7 EARY A2 R E i wmre o B2 a4 o p ARRB T RIRIA 2 TR



-51-

AAEREREFET ST KA R F IR ATV AR SRS B RS RATRY
ARSI G e EETH LA EA L FRRE (Yeung, 2017) -
AU R 2 g YRR T REEE LS RA A e dE 0

2 HE XL (P delenatii) ~ ‘&% 3 5 (P.niveum)2 /i 2 44 - Lin & (2000):#- P. callosum
'Oakhi'x Paph. lawrenceanum ‘Tradition'f& + #4867, = 2. 2k 48 > 32 & >* 1/2MS; 5t 1mg Lo
124-D4r01mgL*TDZ 235 % & ¢ > ¥ = # 3 ¥ 55%3 5 487 = B & "—“T' &
£33 NAAJ-TDZ 2 THA % At > S5 T55 019 K¢ 2R v A 37 B
TR, R LT A HE R Ta% %gfi, i & o 2 v maF 6 B 7 1k -Hong ¥ (2008)
#% P.Alma Gavaert f+ 33 % % 1/2MS 7 4c 22.6 yM 2,4-D {r 4.54 yM TDZ 2 33 =3 S
%¢@€£$’£U2@9%Alqw@&ﬁﬁ%bﬂkﬂzﬁuj,igﬁﬁggﬁﬁ
277 2.69 uM NAA {= 0.45uM TDZ 2 12MS 32 % £ ¢ > 2% 7 30%7) = k48 » =
B, 28 BEMIEMM S 5 o ¥ ¢b > Poniveum ~ P. delenatii - P. callosum &+ #74 2
BRBWERE27F 24D 0 TDZ 22 2 A W BEFR & ep > TR 2-
4 LR SR Y it (Luanetal., 2012 ; Chaireok et al., 2015)

AR B R AT L RR ML R & R AR LY ER L A
FamL @M Lhz Rk E+s > 2 §8 fe B be 2,4-D {2 TDZ 2. B R A

ﬁﬁ@ﬂ@ﬁfmﬂpiiaéﬂw%F%&w@bﬂ%ﬁﬁyaa%@ B ¥
TERIFBET EF ﬁﬂr&?@ﬁ@“ AR £ 24D 2L TDZ 28 4% 4
FERRLERAE AR LR AR SR AR AT LB AR R L
ﬂ"ly“';’/z{*

%z%*iﬁﬁqgié BRHW - vETIbg B a2 P G BN
FY RIS e R AE S RARANHBERRP IR AT BESHET LERE
ok et B AR AR T R S g *
() 2 % BT
%7”ﬁ+%ﬁ“*’@¢ﬁﬁﬁTVL?*REWWﬁ%'Fi*g$%*§@~
EIE A SR ﬁ P %175 32448 - Linetal. (2000) 3% 4 P.henryanum '#1' x P. philippinense
#10' F 2 2 A fraE R AR & B EFER R AR+ o R Long et al (2010)
&-4t 4 B 0 g i &-48(P. villosum var. densissimum ~ P. insigne ~ P. bellatulum ~ P. armeniacum
fepeig A 2 R A w E S BRI 6 o 8% T Rk
£lash o E VB8 2% 1 - Ngand Saleh (2011)2~ P. rothschildianum % # & & %) 0.5cm
2. % a1 &3 12MS ] e 4 uM Kinetin ~ 2 g L* peptone ~ 170 mg L* NaH,PO,4-30 g L
sucrose 2 i‘—“%ﬁ_\’ BB BHIRARRIR S LR IREF 12397 5% &
B AR A°7w+ﬁF%%éP%@pL%%q$ﬁ@ﬁ@rﬁﬁm4;q\
TERIER R BR NG Z dv 20% 3 F 2 2 R AV 67.9% 2 AL 4 T -
*t > Borahetal.(2015) | & 3 p /8 ¥ 4 & 2. P.spicerianum {8 tk B~ & 7 {o i ¥ ‘gz ia 48
ﬁ@vﬁﬁ@ ERGE - HE At 4 343 48 A up B E P REM

«W “‘1 \H



BEIVEE 85 kg G L eSS o VAR 2L o} ‘i”\?f‘&&}?—‘r
E“%E}f}'iﬁi%'f']?ﬁ—@%?@ﬁ’@@ pHARARMAE ¥ ARFES I F /;5}@,9_
BEBRRRMANEET L (AEER IR0 A RE A F MR B A
= T HSE 4 (Prothschildianum) ~ % £ ¥ i & (P. spicerianum)$ f& 5~ 8 & # > ®
G % EESER - ELRLA :

. e 5 B e Y-
PR T ALERLEH BT

PGl A RS B R EY R AT EAT
Wi AL HTRE 2@ R 0] A ] S R
Hen T e EER BF R AR A LERHRENS @

(-) B8+ A drd a2
e dwz vgkd oIt TR BFRFEY MENEFeRR AL REY 25 W R
Y0¥ 4 1 o Huang (1988)B~ 5 3B BfF B 1T th2 1Y (7 5 32 A R B HE A AL
£ 12 pHisoHex 737k (FHp> A7 & F M B* 2 F AN B AP)GE L 554
A SLEEREE 5 “f;x. P BoTE G r2 0.5%=t & fhig ki) 4 15 A48 0 £ 1 0.005%= & fhiB R
R R ERE F R B A B2 MS A# & A e 100 mg L myo-
inositol ~ 0.1 mg L*NAA ~ 3mg L™ 2-ip ~ 30 mg L adenine ~ 150ml L™ = i+ » & >t32 % 3
¥4 x dd % (350 mg Lt carbenicillin) ~ %2 /%] (100 mg L'1 benomyl) #‘P?ﬁ‘ R ]
EMAPRA PP IRNVEFREFRITBIEMAAFF I AE IS F o g
T OZEf B R T R E 2 T ",f T F g 70%@‘]#% > % & 7:01mgL?
streptomycin ;%72 30 4 48 (Luanetal,2019) ~ 0.1%% i & ;3% '3 10 » 4& (Nguyenetal.,
2018) ~ 272 2%+ [Hikiiea] 30 A 4 (Do et al.2019) o g ¢t 5 BT F LB F & B F h
W ER BRI TSN A A 525 1 @z lm 811 7 AR RE 2 iE
FoamELF > G RN t;%“’igfﬂaﬁp wig2_»z¥ (Doetal.,2019) - & 4p >t
TREMLAR)EFE > T BEMALY 47‘5% *ﬁlfa féﬁ v 5B R 1 1.0%=%
PRy A 10-15 - T BT RSB EW R TRERI BT S X FETH
2. W32 B (FRfrtr 0 2010 5 Liao etal., 2011) -
q‘%“"’*“ﬁ FERF B AR T 4] B2 > Huang (1988) % ¥ & #-5 " 32 e 4812 100mg L
l:}r-_.ﬂgw_f&i 150 mg LT R gpeizic Frdl i g4 - AT & k2 77 KT v 2R
FERFHE AL 12 900ug L11-MCP # AQZ 24 /| Br L B~ 1o 532 (7 3) 4 AUm > A tAe a2 4 A ¢
frde 25mg Lt & skt (§ 0 2012) » 142 B 15T AR AT A7 100 mg L ks 4
4mg L Kinetin ;3% ¢ L% 27 25 ~ 4818874 2 4 1% (2 > 2016) > ¥ 3 24304
BT REM THAES -2 (016) L e- HEF LAY G morm (50 ~100 mg
LY)it 3 rc My B BB EM At 92 FpF V5 - FROIRMWME I B>
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A b e PR REBENAFIEE AR ZEE
(7)) ArBEgBEL

AR | 3 %*’i@gm BAAY A+ B £ A2 kR > Nguyen ¥ (2018) 14 P.
vietnamense = B {EIRP| T i F 2 2 2. # g5 M F% MS~12MS ~RE-~ 1/2RE = & %
ERHE TR AZ BE > 2% % U2MS 78 4 5:f 6667%5 5 -m P
Hsinying Rubyweb # # ??%ﬂ;.@:w B AN MS~12MS~VW -P2-AC 2 % £ » S %12 %
S 12MS &3kl 4 4 288 ¥ A F $ 3 H 8 AJZ (Udomdeeetal.,2012) - # © e 45 % A
it 1U2MS T A AR EAEFTMAEZ A2 &4 7 P philippinense
(hybrid PH59 and hybrid PH60) ~ P. Alma Gavaert - P. rothschildianum - P. callosum (Chen et
al., 2002 ; Hong et al., 2008 ; Ng et al., 2010 ; Wattanawikkit et al., 2011) - } it #= 3 ¢ ¢ 2
THESHLHRAME (P ovietnamense) ~ v 3R & 2 R 4 4 (P. rothschildianum - P.
callosum)z g3 48 o ¥ ¢k > 75 @& * H iz A Wiz £ 4o Hyponex (P. 'Delrosi’) ~ MS-
%N (P. Armeni White ~ P. Deperle) KC (P. villosum ~P. insigne - P. bellatulum - P. armeniacum)
(Long et al., 2010 ; Liao et al., 2011 ; Thongpukdee et al., 2013) - £ 48 k3 > & ZEf g
ARBEER DG R g o

miTk1 (2016)2. 7 3 F ALY F RV 2 A H T ERE BT J}fﬁﬁf = & a(P.
Hsinying Web 'Giant'x P. Pulsar 'Hsinying Flame') 7 #8372 ¢ 2 4 Rg ¥ 2 325> # ﬁ?
MS 2 MS j4&fi ¥ (NHuNOg)d2 (7% 4c 0.83 ~ 0.55 ~ 0.41 ~ 0 g L™ 2. NH:NOy) -

©MS & Téckﬂ‘ﬁié%iiﬁ%ﬁjf Bk 2 U (100%) TR 4 (29 ) zpﬂz_
BF P REREAm O IR da M T deReF T S A § R E g B S ERES
R ARSEE b EEE LR SR ILILS SR wearr;:;: (% 8 LA pase) s
AR ORHRA T SR B2tk o LR T EER B
A l“‘\iﬁzx\%}afﬁi‘“%z& b T AR F PR R 2 4R BN 0 A R

A PR HA RS R AL
i)i EAR N

g4 £ EA (PGR)E * » & > AT 4 B 2% Y pAS we & 5% (TDZ -
BA -~ Kinetin) & #5772 # £ % (2,4-D -~ NAA)S & 36 B Y M S # %2 3% - P. Alma
Gavaert ¢ lﬁj gl 42 748 > 2 IAA ~ NAA ~ Kinetin ~ Zeatin & = 8k & i& {7 #1832
% > B %2465 uM (1 mg L) Kinetin 2 7 #8352 5 i£ 3 & 5 & £ (Hong et al., 2008) - P.
callosum § 4 ¥ g5 %%:‘;‘flt 4e 10 uM (2. 25mg LY BA s 0.5 uM (0.11 mg L) TDZ 2z 1 %
A3 {5, THERAMT A 23167 0 il PGR & 24-D4r TDZ 2 2. & ;%
1.0-1.4 5 % & (Wattanawikkit etal., 2011) ; P.'Delrosi'# # ¥~ 5 #432 % >+ 0.45uM (0.1 mg L
1) TDZ & 0.45uM TDZ 4: 4.52 uM (1 mg L) 2,4-D > & 8.88 uM (2 mg LY) BA 4c 13.56 uM
(3mgLY)2,4-D15 ¥ {5 » ¥ 4825 & ¢ 80.0-90.0% » -~ &’343 + 5 #s 1.1-15 5 > @ & PGR
Z 4P ey AL F i 300% -~ F 4452 0.3 ¥ (Thongpukdee et al., 2013) - P

—~
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vietnamense ‘Lf’iﬁ%?;‘;’lt 40 20mgL'BA{r1O0mgLINAA zZ 2 % A % 5% > 5 2 5
B9, i 85% ~ F i {E AR, 283 % 5 Am F BAEARAZE 20mgLt pF > T AL A &K
o 7e #icy B2 F T "% (Nguyen et al., 2018) - Long et al. (2010) 4 » &% ZF ¥ ff & £ 4 P.
villosum ~ P. insigne - P. bellatulum ~ P. armeniacum z_ ¢ 24 & 3 % *> TDZ 4 NAA ~ BA “c
NAA 2z & 8% AW BA NAAZ 8475 B2 5 2= 7 8cfry & & >
Higwz BARRFFRL 02-60mg L' > NAA a 0.1-1.0 mg L™ - # ¢ P. insigne ** i<k
B 7 Agi 1.0mg L*BA it » @ P.armeniacum | & % ficik & o & T 4R R -

RN LS FREVE O kLA L SR LA AL SIS SN R
AR LTEFEES A LB SR OE B T mPE LR 5 4o Poviethamense (R & & ¥
/) ~ P bellatulum (‘&3 ) ~ P. insigne (¥ 2&f L B H =& )2 5 #3558 0 ik
B BAAJZ(1.0~2.0 mg L) it 5 @ P. armeniacum (& ¥ = #%3; &) ~ P. villosum (3" 2§ 7
oo E T )R BB EABA (BB 160mgLt) -
m)gﬁWv%@ﬁaﬁ%%*:

o J 7R NS v 7 Rg g 4o 7252 (Tanaka et al.,2006) » 14 2 £ & 514
LA e wﬁ;ﬁ? (Chen et al.,2016) - % (2010)r4 P. Daisy Barclay ;#5% > 78 > 3\ fic
£30mgLIBAZ B A A F M ARL A RAMTFHESIIBF I LT > g >
82 224-292 % > ® 77 3 ot P. Ruby Leopard = P. In Charm Silver Bell = 5-f8.55*> 78
LN ol Sy - SRR SRIEAT A e L ’2010) - Udomdee et al. (2012) 1~
P. Hsinying Rubyweb %2 #-5 #8 & {7 5i27 ~ 7 2 ”‘*"E‘@‘i’ BENESG BB LT
it fev i 105 TR FF 2 1.0 7 fot 322 25 7 -Nhutetal. (2005)"‘“ P. delenatii
FAwTHAITNUEEE 34 BELG03IMM 2 Fr A HMARHEEAA RBE A
Bl RS2 HR ey BT HAA S LG AL AR A AT A2 23 B Y > Fr41H
I ek RS %é}%@;&@ A2 B52B7 > BT A G iRt An g {E2 7N
7 5% % o Luan et al. (2019);:%5%;%% BE - 4 ]G ed2 ¥ P. delenatii ~ P. callosum ~ P.
gratrixianum = -8 5 A 2 R %2 4 B E 2 33 e M SH 4 0.4-0.6mg L1 TDZ
2Rl A AR S 903 (s 2 B2 TV RS 548600 BY A Al iR iE
AR ] B AR ;§¢74uﬂywmfﬁra4w537@vo R R AL
(PR E7 R E ST )RMREY L RF T EREF TR SR BT
Bz A RS T RRERT] S S mﬂgﬁu,mﬁf%Hﬂﬁﬂgfﬁur‘ S 323
3% o

T

o H

2EE 7 %ﬂl‘ e B AR R ITLRAREEE YN AFE A AL o Zenget
al. (2013)z#% NAA fr# ik 7 I ik & #f P hangianum 13 5 2 B 5 g £ 47 035
e NAAREF H R AR 4 03 e 3 2omn1Mﬁqciw%%ﬁ54mmm’?ﬁw¢ﬁ
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100 g L' 4 Eir 2 3425 5 54.67% > @ 12 20 mg LTNAA +c + 100 g L™ 4 Fik 7 #4542
F#H 2 91.00% T #2474 4.60 12 - Nguyen etal. (2018)* 3 % A # 7 4 05 mgLINAA »

B ¥ 4% % P.vietnamense 2. # 12 % d 10% (4+P8 )% % 5 70.0% - i&ﬁ 0.5mg L p g 42
Fa'%m; ¥r205mgLINAA 4 1.0-1.5gL A9 &8 7 i 88.89% - Luan et
al. (2019)z# 5 45 1 P. callosum ~P. gratrmanum + P. delenatii = &-f&% ™3 %> 1.0 mg L?
NAA £ 1% 2 123K (4.15-4.50 i£43) ~ 18 & (5.10-5.29cm) 2 2 & tk ¥ € (1.65-3.13g) - &
WA RSV oo O IEREBF R 1 M0ER NAA(F A2 20mg LY) - 3 45 s e 2
AERVERAFLFRS

B e pw R A wRR BT e A R BB TR R ¢ 3

94&#&@5#7&”ww1 % (15-30%) - 7w % 4 £ (1.0-288 ¥) -~ @i 4T L
(90 ) x pEF S 6 BRI S TR R AL T RN A N
B R R T M AT MR AT T 70 s IR T SRR R i R
TREM)F 3232 S8 %2 TR B A 7R - BiEW)F 54
FERE A B R TR P R 0 o BRI AR 2 S RS e R RS R G B
REBOEFEBEF TN ARLE  PHYEF BN eSS R HNFERE G TRAL A AR IF
HEEFREFA R RTF AR LD B 2. .*aw AR ﬂ‘*&; AR BV
%‘q*“é)l%%flﬁﬂf“ﬁ&% fedrfd > 2 97iE % 2 i"’faﬂ?‘ﬁl'a— 2 NREBRIEE T R AR 0 F|R R W
BFPIAPRGFM RA M AN 2L SR LT Hr B EE L ST B B P
oSt iEe > TEEPFLR L ST e E

= ?Je

3 EH 2016 Iy AT AIZE B A AL HUHBFTHELA AT R Y B
AEFEFF T Lk o 118pp. o

3 EIE et 0 2007 o Ay B HEAE T ASLELE 2 me A B A HTAE 2 2 B
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Summary

Paphiopedilum is an important economic flower crop in Taiwan, but its seedling propagation
has a very high proportion of relying on asymbiotic seed germination or division, which makes
the development of commercial production mode difficult. This article reviews the research
progress related to tissue culture technology of Paphiopedilum, and sorts out it from the directions
of regeneration pathways, culture conditions, and species. In fact, recent studies have made some
breakthroughs in improving the propagation efficiency of Paphiopedilum in vitro, including:
explant sampling, browning inhibition treatments, and shoot proliferation methods. It is hoped
that more research resources can be invested in the development of in vitro propagation of
Paphiopedilum in the future, and the establishment of efficient and stable seedling propagation
methods will be accelerated.
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