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wiln (Vetiveria zizanioides) \Juftynsznavafigniunldluniseysnvfuuazidn nsusuugaiugurn

av ay

FeAsUnasiidasiin esnnenvesurd ninddnvazuniu Fensiunaluladnnsslnsinwatadungiely

[

nsUfulgsTLsurnastaeandedfadina ild defuemAfeditngussasdifiofnviannefimngaudeoniss
Tnglunaadseninaulngy agnugiIunaneys 2 uasklnaou a1eiuguszaiuAstus lneldatsazaney
Polyethylene slycol (PEG) idushnileniliAnnissiulnsinnanas wiowdinslnnaradfiuwenlanluvesurn
ﬁgaaaqmaﬁuﬁjmﬂmiwﬁumsazma PEG 6000 AMab0u9u 10, 20 waz 30% tJuiian 10, 20 waz 30 w1
TURUNITVNRDILUY 4x3 UilAnaisealuukunIsvnaedLuugulaenasn (4x3 Factorial in CRD) U3 3 Ea
WUIN15Ma1sazaty PEG 6000 ALty 10% saufussegiiatlunisdniy 30 udl Tiesiduinissu
Inslnwanadudnuuu Binary  fusion  waziesifudaiuiidiandenissaulnslvnanasigegn wirdu 43.45
wag 89.63% MIUAINU %aam%%&ﬁtﬂumﬁﬁﬂmLﬁaqéful,ﬁaﬁﬂﬂiﬁﬁﬂizla%u‘iumia%wﬂwﬂwwmammnqﬂmam

Wonsusulaiuguwnsaly
AdAey : wln Masalnsnwanad gnuave Indefidulnanea

Abstract

Vetiver (Vetiveria zizanioides) belongs to Poaceae family which is used for soil and water
conservation. The improvement of this grass through the conventional breeding is very limited due to
male sterility. Protoplast fusion technology is a useful technique that can be solved this limitation in
vetiver improvement. Therefore, this study aimed to optimize the protoplast fusion conditions for somatic
hybridization between two vetiver grass varieties, including Kamphaeng Phet 2 (Vetiveria zizanioides Nash)
and Prachuap Khiri Khan (Vetiveria nemoralis A. Camus) by polyethylene glycol (PEG)-mediated method.
The mesophyll protoplasts of both varieties were incubated with various combination between
concentrations of PEG 6000 (10, 20 or 30%) and incubation periods (10, 20 or 30 min). The experimental
design is 4x3 completely randomized factorial design (4x3 factorial in CRD) with 3 replications. The results

showed that the highest percentage of binary fusion (43.45%) and the viability of protoplasts (89.63%)
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were obtained from 10% PEG 6000 with 30 min incubation period. This research is the preliminary study

which is useful to produce somatic hybridization for vetiver improvement in the future.
Keywords: Vetiver grass, Protoplast fusion, Binary fusion, Polyethylene glycol

umin

utln (Vetiveria zizanioides) {unluidsaiennszgand ifinsnanlduslonilunseyindauuas
ih iesnfissuunndnuarautuutiuudinszagluluiu ludssmalnowdudnesnidu 2 nau oA ulnAeuway
wilngu Tneurneaw 1wy dneudiunanes 1 Uszarudsdus wezUnanine dudu Sszuusndnuasuinszaionsy
adlUlufunuuuais sindunszgnvileuloviesth gaduiuasdestunisitmarsrestihmildd fugs 100-150
wuRilas uindnaouliduifeslumsihlulivsslon esnniifeidefoduvesluumauay iWeduialuoravili
Aaviaunald wazvillinnsdanisroudrsonideruIouiiouiuulngy 1wy aeiusiunanes 2 a3dan wag
warsrenu Judu Sduresidnduiuazemdangs lufiluedeullanaes vlliAaununadloduta fugs 150-
200 Leufmns ndnvarvsdiuiigaiwihliAansussdufdusunsaiagiulassrisdidususn shlsn
wilnguiasgyliiluneldfvinduuinaeu (Hayeehateng & Keawnok, 2014, pp. 22-26; Sivaarthikul, 2015, pp.
13-10)  Fadunisusuussiududnnoulilidnumsrduuaslumiouudngy wazdinsdnuazanveudnnouls

=

Jadunwimandsiazgliinnslduselemianudnaouiinuniu uin1sufuugeiugulnieiSunsgiuded
Fos1iin iesneenudndnddnvaziuniu nsveeiudulndwlngiadunuuldendoina lnonsuenuiouas
iluwegn (Hayeehateng & Kaewnok, 2014, pp. 15-31) msuumalulagnissaulnslyuwanas (Protoplast

fusion) wldlunisusuusiugurn Faduidnisivizandedidadinardld Tnsausadeasiiugnssunse

oofuniuadeng 9 llululnslnnanadiialdlasnse ldldeisfugnssuuAsundady (Kativat, 2011, pp. 2-3)

'
i '

Tnslnmanadifuwadfivfiinunszuaunisdesiondaugadesndotouledl fiflsudevuwaddousou
osfUsznouneluly nentduvadfiviivaglaaduosdussnouuasudasisadidonfinfudetuiiiont fndaan
waan Failneduduosiusznau (Keegstra, 2013, pp. 483-484; Gu & Catchmark, 2013, pp. 1613-1615) fatiu
Fesodldioulesilungu Cellulase  1¥u Cellulase  Onuzuka R-10  luni1sgesiwaglaa wag Pectinase

'
a N

\u Mazerozyme R-10 lumiseosineiu itonsninsinsnanadiien q dew antusahlnslnwanasdiuenleun
sufulaenislinsyualniivieansiadl 337den I nsldansavate Polyethylene glycol (PEG) iilasanvile
1o Bishsmsnuiuvednsinmanasias manlsiung Sanmdufivin wagiinadenuiiavestnsinnanadtos
(Badr-Elden et al., 2010, p. 53) Inevialufienld PEG ﬁﬁﬁ}mﬁﬂimaqa&gﬂmi 1500-6000 Audusuiile 25-40%
swivszuzalunstninliAanssaulnslnwaiasd 10-40 unil (Shalsh et al, 2016, p. 14) laglanznsly
PEG 6000 aunsadniliminnissiulnslumanadlaf wasdszaunadniialunisasgnuanluisnateviia wu
agyjs Uazayen (Tudses et al,, 2015, pp. 50-56) 14 PEG 6000 iy 30% fiszeziian 10 Wi, 9 (Guan et al,
2010, pp. 279-284) 14 PEG 6000 Ludu 30% fisvozinan 15 undl, dule wardudoaninu (Wulandar et al.,
2018, pp. 233-241) 14 PEG 6000 wiudu 40% fisvaziian 10 und \udu
anudnsalumssinsinmanasidutuegiuvans 4 ade i dntnlianaves PEG anududuuas
93fUsTNaVYedEsaaty PEG szeznaitunisdniliinnissulnsinnanad wazvinvesiivuaziug idudu

(Tudses et al.,, 2015, p. 51; Shalsh et al., 2016, pp. 14-17) ﬁaﬁuﬂﬁﬁmsnamazﬁmmzaﬂumﬁm
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Inslnnanadseviunlnguuasudnaeu lnenisldansazate PEG Jalanudfny wedwanlaludszgndldlunis

aaurngnualwaznsUTuUTsTuswnsely

IMQUILAIAYaINITINY
WA YIANUINTUVDIAITATANY PEG S3UAUSEea NSNSt Ins Imnanaf Niiuneausnanis

afalnslnmanadudngnuay warANuiInrdanssmlnsinnanaden

oA iun1599Y

1. mswnzidsaiadaudnludnwlasnde

vdeudng lawn aeiudiunanys 2 uasidnaeu lawn aeiuduszaruasdus Viﬁmq 4 \pou
vandradaetinlrazen asnnulu 2-3 $u feldudentesuings 5 wufiuns Wensdesie Clorox Wudu
15% uavdreetnduiidesiide 3 ada é’f@LLm%ud’Ju%wﬂaiﬁﬁmaamﬁam%aamgﬁmmm 1.5-2.5 L9URALUAT
maﬁ?uﬁﬂmgmuummiqm MS (Murashige & Skoog, 1962, pp. 473-497) ﬁLﬁumimuqmmim%m@U‘Im BA
Arandud 5 fadnfusedns tinaglaza 30 nusedns USuUTHINT warUSu pH 5.6-5.8 iiufu 7 nfusedns

wazilufleain@e insnzidesnngluriesnfioungll 25+2 ssrgalea meldnstiwasmevasnngealsa

]

'
A o o k%

UATIAMLILES 2,000 809 uu 16 hluasetu wetnilriAnduseureanluanlasnide

2. nMsuenTwslnwananumn

iluusnits 2 aneiiug 07y 2 feu nduildnmamnzdsaidede (nd 1 0 uay v) Teldl
weua  Faiednlild S1uau 0.5 A% wunuean Wuaisazanednslwsinwanas (Protoplast  washing
solution; PWS) iusgnausag Mannitol 0.5 M wag CaCl,.2H,0 2.5 mM 7 pH 5.6 U3uas 0.5 fiaddns uu 20
wnit e fuanmeadliinnundendeutunueninslimatad ieasunaign PWS een anduiuasazany
wulesilaganeiusiunanys 2 1asazaroieulesifivsznoudie Cellulase Onozuka R-10 0.5% (WAY)
(Yakult Pharmaceutical Industry Co., Ltd.), Macerozyme R-10 0.5% (w/v) (Yakult Pharmaceutical Industry
Co., Ltd.), Mannitol 0.5 M way CaCl,.2H,0 2.5 mM 7 pH 5.6 wazaneiugusyIuAstus Masazaaieulesd
Usznauniy Cellulase Onozuka R-10 1% (w/v), Macerozyme R-10 0.4% (w/v), Mannitol 0.5 M uay
CaCl,.2H,0 2.5 mM i pH 5.6 U3u1%5 5 §adans ﬂmiuﬁﬁmﬁqmmﬁﬁm Juszozinan 24 $lus vuadeaaei
ANILSY 40 SaURBUNT NTBSlNSINNANERfIeRTLATINTBITUIR 40 mesh ’Wuludmasavuin 15 Tadans Wiy
viIBseLAes Centrifuge (Bio-Active Co., Ltd.) finmi3aseu 800 seusound utu 5 w1l gaiiuteules]
wavdangneulnslnmanadse PWS Uias 10 fadans viuimlesfinnnuiiisey 800 seusiound wiu 3 undi 1
asazasinslimanadassuuasazaneglasa 20% tieuoninslymaradliudans Inenyumieaiianud 1000
seusiou? U 3 undi uazgaiuansazanelnslnanadfieguuiavesansazaneglasa udrdrsdie PWS S1uou
3 ads antuneaansavanelnsiimataiasuy Haemacytometer titetfusiuaulnsimanadiiuenldnieléndes
ANTIAU

3. Anwanzfimunzanlunissulnslnwanadusn

AnwiAnulduduretaisazats PEG 6000 wazsyeziiainissiulnslvnanas laguiaisazany
TnsTymanadiiuenldanluudnii 2 aneiug snufuanusmnuiusihiy 1x10° Inslywanasirefiadans wauiuly
dnT1du 1:1 nen lunasn Microcentrifuge INasazany PEG 6000 udu 10, 20 wag 30% sauiu CaCl,.2H,0

3.5 M, KH,PO, 0.7 mM uaz Glucose 0.1 M i pH 5.6 fiiun1seinde vals 10 writ i Washing medium
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(High Ca**/High pH) fiusznausie CaCl,.2H,0 0.8 M, Mannitol 0.1 M uaz Glycine 0.1 M 71 pH 10.5 antu
YuufuiietninlmAnmssalnsinnanadsewinun 2 aeug Wuia 10, 20 waz 30 il dlensuan
Fenanansiadeuesifusnissaulnslnnanad e Haemacytometer  Iaetfusiurulnslinanasiisaudu
wazsaulnsnmanasimuaneldndosanssm emefidudnssinslvmanad Tassuamangns il

Wasiduin1ssiulnsinnaiad = Suulnsunatadninnissiy x100

Srunulnslymanadinavan
LarATIIEDUANLITINNAIN1TTIINTINNAEA fe Trypan blue 0.4% (Sigma, USA) finuiasainisuey
Tudses et al. (2014, pp. 221-230) lneanasavarelnslnnaradu3uing 10 lulasdns sauriu Trypan blue 0.4%
V31195 10 Tulasdng uuliuiu 10 wiil wemasuy Haemacytometer wazusuaulnslnnanasifiiddin Sezlifn
Adfou Trypan blue (nnil 2 n) nnsdananeldndesqanssmi Turaeilinslymaadillfifinasfindtniuses
Trypan blue (nwl 2 %) ilssannsdevanmvenboruwad Mnduduamiesidudauidiandnis
Twslywanas oeid

Wasiduimnuildin = Srwulnsinnaradnlifieddau x100

FuuUlnsIanaRnamLn

4. ADAKAZNITIATIZINANITNARDY
TNUHUNITNARBILUU 4x3 urlanaiTealuununisnaassuuudulagnaen (4x3 Factorial in  CRD)
13U 3 91 IATINTELAAIINLUTUTIULUY One-Way ANOVA waziUSeuiisudiaiinis Duncan’s Multiple

Range Test firudiesiu 95 Wesidus (p<0.05)

NaLazanUsenanisIveY

aAad v ¢ Y

1NN5ENTNS INNA1AR N TULE N @S RUSATWNILNYT 2 wazUsEIUASTUS frea1sazaruaulay

)
v

Cellulase Onozuka R-10 Wag Macerozyme R-10 Wudaiunsawanlnslumwatadulnmns 2 anewug ladiuiu
10.65 x10° waw 13.47x10° Inslymanadsofioddns auddu anduuiuanusmudureddnslnmag wihiy
1x10° Inslnwanadsiefiadans drlnslnwaradudnatefugiunanys 2 (1wil 1) wazUszaruaidus
(it 19) FvSumumuILLULE TR R AR S50 U s@ saYas PEG 6000 aududy 10, 20 uway 30%
SwiuaINsTlnslumanad 10, 20 wag 30 w1l wudnisky PEG 6000 VARt S3ufuyniiainssiu
fnasioUszansnmnissalnsinmanadudn Werl3euifisuiugaauauitlilfifiy PEG (5197l 1) Tasnsua
Tnslnwanasfuddniis 2 anesus Tu PEG 6000 sy 10% uiu 30 it Whefidudmsmuinslnwaradudnuuy
Binary fusion uarAudiavdsnisrulnslnnanasigean winfu 43.45 way 89.63 muadiu sesalaln MUy
Inslynanasilu PEG 6000 Windu 20% wiu 30 und Tidesiduinissalnslnnanasduelnuuy Binary fusion Wiy
32,62 wariiedidudanuiPisndsnisrulnslnnanad wiidu 84.92 (15197 1) udlinuanuuansisegiad
Hoddameada Taun1s39uiu Binary fusion Suiduntssansewing 2 tnslimanadivindu Saduguuuuiviili
TomaiAnlwsTimanasignuasls (Mwdt 19) TuvaigAinisuanslnmanadusdnsauiuly PEG 6000 iy 30% unu
10, 20 uag 30 w9l Idosiduinissaulnsiunanadualnuuy Binary fusion Lazauidinvedlnsinnarananas

o w a

pgnsiitudAyneana Weolssuiisuiunisly PEG 6000 tudu 10% W1y 30 w¥l (m152991 1) uenainilunns

Neapaldanunissiulnsinwanadulnwuu Multi fusion 3adun1ssaulnsinwatad u1nnan 2 nstnwaanauld

(il 12) usliiduidesnislunisasidnsinwanadgnuauiiionisusuusaiug Tnenuinnisunlnslimanadunn
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Tu PEG 6000 yinAnnuitiutu ynszezinan Wianssaslnsinmanadudnlusuuuu Multi fusion (15797 1)

fatimsrufuvestnslnmanadiuniiintu flusuiuy Binary fusion uag Multi fusion tu fukaaN
AuaNTRves PEG Mlumsnedmesintmdlniduiorturedlnaln fudussdussneundnvoadeumadi
Faumsiiy PEG Tauifuansazany High Ca"'/High pH Fsdwaliiansanauuandiswesuszylni (Zeta
potential) 3enasimvasszalwiniifalnslymanasasls vinlilnslnmanadindouiidrunlnduazeginfiniu Tne
Uinaieruwaddudatuaziinisaina Interpolymer  complex  sgnitaanenediuesves PEG  fuane
Indugnnlsrvoudeuadituiulusiusetusylelnsiau auiliiAanssudiuveslalanatadu sofuniuad
A9 9 waziledeald (Kativat, 2017, p. 19; Tomar & Dantu, 2010, pp. 881-882; Badr-Elden et al., 2010, p.56)
Tunuddeinuinnsld PEG 6000 fimnandudus (10%)  saufunainissuinslnmanadiiunuiy

(30 w#l) Tilesidudnissaulnsinnanaduelniuu Binary fusion wagiUasifudmnuidiaudanissiulnsinnaias
geiian Tuwagiinisly PEG 6000 finnududugs (30%) Biuesidusmnuiidinudsnissaulnslimanadiianas
Tinaluviueafeafunuldeves Guan et al. (2010, pp. 279-284) SsldAnuwinissinsinnatands éae PEG
4000 uaw 6000 finanududu 15 uay 30% Wuaan 15 uag 30 udl wudnisTd PEG 6000 dUseansansnnnia
uazileld PEG 6000 Anmuidudius (15%) Wunannudu (30 wil) WesidudinisAninsinmaaddegnueaud

WinTu WalSeuisununisty PEG 6000 WsUd 30% w1d 30 Wil

é - @

@

At 1 wlnanesfussiunanes 2 (0) wasUssuAiaus () fngidssuuaegns MS+ BA 5 adniusiedns
Hunan 2 Weu neslnslmmanadfiuenldanluudnaneiugiunanys 2 () wazUszarudidus (1) feansazany
wules] fUsznouse Cellulase Onozuka R-10 WAz Macerozyme R-10 Unisasfuuy 24 dalas gnurandnihls
Ainn153auiusieg PEG 6000 wudu 10% @urian 30 il anunsadniilifanissainslnmatadudnuuy

Binary fusion () wag Multi fusion (@) 1#; Bar = 50 lulasiums
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100

o =

2T 2 anwalzadnsInaanLlnNiTIn Feldfnddeu (n) wazlnslnnaasuenilafidin YeazRnduntuveed

fou (v) Won339doUsIe Trypan blue 0.4% wavdunaniegldndesganssami; Bar = 50 lulasiums

a13190 1 Wesiudnisralnslwanadluzuiuy Binary fusion wag Multi fusion uaziUasidudanuidinnas
N135ulnsInnanad senIuNnaIeNUSAUNLNYS 2 wasUseauAstus Wevu sauiuluaisazaiy

PEG 6000 AMULTLTY LAZLIAINITIINAN ¢

o wasiudnissaulnsinwanadusn (%) ANUAYINNE
AIMULYUVUY
LI81N19333U N1933U
PEG 6000 d ,
(%) (W) Binary fusion Multi fusion TwsInwanas
%
(%)
10 4.17+6.16° 3.03+3.03 94.10+3.02°
0 20 6.27+3.28 2.56+2.56° 95.05+2.47°
30 7.20+3.73° 3.03+3.03° 94.66+2.67°
10 22.50+5.62" 23.1024.63" 85.61+1.68"
10 20 26.68+0.34" 25.90+3.08"° 83.5742.71°
30 43.454+3.61° 29.37410.40" 89.6340.37"
10 31.25+2.43 21.36+3.43" 85.56+3.90
20 20 23.28+3.00" 18.33+1.73" 80.09+3.78"
30 32.6244.55" 25614635 84.9240.79™
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A1519% 1 (5ip)

o wWasi@uamssaulnsinwanaduin (%) AUTYIANAS
AMULYUVU
1381113374 N133734U
PEG 6000 . )
%) () Binary fusion Multi fusion nslnwanan
(0]
(%)
10 25.2026.50" 16.87+3.03" 72.14+1.48°
30 20 28.85+4.13" 33.19+2.30° 76.36+1.82°°
30 26.59+2.38" 22.3045.06" 65.87+0.79'
F-test * * *
C.V. (%) 55.51 65.17 11.33

o o

ToyauaniAnaie + S.E Manusinsiuluwuins uaziaeamung * wansrnuuandsiuegediduddaymeada

(p<0.05)

wenanil Parihar et al. (2015, pp. 62-72) l§vhnsfnwinissinsinmanadiaugues (Cajanus cajan

v ¢

(L) Millsp.) szninsiugugnuasiugin agld PEG 6000 iudu 28, 35 uaz 40% tlurian 5-15 uit wudinsld

]

s

PEG 6000 i 28% Tiesidusinissalnslymataduuy Binary fusion gefign uaziuualtuanasileniny
uduves PEG getu (35 uag 40%) Liosannsld PEG fianmdudugs q tu asstiliiAnenunie dawalinig
\ndouiiindadntuvestnslymatadianas uazarunduduves PEG figauiuluorafinnunbuiiuselnslnwanad vl
Inslnmanadldszoznaunlunisituiuazivan uardmadennuiitinvesinslnnaradls (kao et al,
1974, pp. 215-226; Kativat & Tantasawat, 2017, p. 1908) fstunsld PEG aududuiimngaufuiivusazyia
usnNazteinlsEansamlunsiniiliAsnsrainslymanadud Sannsatiesnudninuidinves

nstnnanadndanissanls Feluwdnnuin n1sly PEG  Anusdudusn srufunainssiuiuiudy  Wuaniiegn

o '

winzan anunsafinlanialilnsinwaradudniinnissaulauindu szezanlunissiudunuinidfgys

Usgdnsnmnissainslymanas Saduladefidmalaenswodeulnslymaiad lnawiulonialunisiianuaudd

= a

vosdeviuwadiunssenliansuvlinndouniniudneenwadld (Permeability) (Mansour, 2013, p. 5) 33%3eiiix

Usgdvsnmlunisuaniuasuvedlelanaady eosuniuadsns q uarasiugnssuseninlnslnwatad neginiule

Y

(Shalsh et al,, 2016, p. 15) egalshnumndnisldaisazans PEG finnnududugidu arsanseuziiallun1ss
Wstnnananas wsgssezanuuiuludamalvanuaiuisalunisadienisvadvasdnsinnaiad Niuiuedd
AT Mswlages wazmsiialulasialativednslnnaradanasla (Tudses et al, 2015, p. 54)

AT NS 1UDIsERIUANUTINTUYBY PEG 6000 Sauiuiain1ssuiwmungal lunisdndrliinnig

I3

sulnslnwanasiuslnuuy Binary fusion lagsgn sasidunisiiulenadlifnlnslvmatadulngnuauls eealsh

s

mulunismeaesiifslianunsassylauidainnslymatadnfinnissuty iWunssuvednsinnaadulnanenug

q

o

Weaiu (Homokaryon) wiatdunissausgnialnsinnatadurnensanenug (Heterokaryon) Wedsnanelindas

o

qavs3AY FIN9LAn Heterokaryon duluguuuuiidesnsdmsunisusuugaiiugity A dgidesdnusely

7
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fio BnsAmdonlnsinmanadignuauiusiads SedlvaneTBnanunsadranldle 19y msnsieaeumaduguine
mMsasaliaisuenmun nsldiaiemnemdue wiensldadon Aldfinudufivdelnsinnatas wu &
Fluorescein isothiocyanate (FITC) 39 & Rhododamine isothiocyanate (RITC) 18aunaun1ssanlnsinwanas
\Judu (Chakraborty, 2016, pp. 48-49) ﬁaLLﬁ’iNmﬁsﬁ%é’aizjmmsaé’mLﬁammﬂqﬂmauﬁﬁmmﬂﬁ winadile
Mnmsanwluadsilfinnudfydenistnildaanissnvednsinwanad dedsldineiinisdnwandeuluudn

Frazlusglevilunsadaurngnuauionsusuugaiugraly wazthludnisldusslemiannunniiuannyule

AyUNan133dY

mATetidumsinvidesiuiielimsvannefivngaudmiunissalnsinnatansenitawlnga

'
o =

ABNUSAIUNGNYS 2 wazurNADY @8NUGUTEIIVATTUS BInuI1n1sld PEG 6000 LTUTU 10% Saufuseestind
n3dnin 30 Wil anunsatmibiAansuvednsinnatadurniuy Binary fusion ladfign wazdiivasidudniny

Fendinsninslnnatadgegn Jauvangandmiviiluldlunssaulnsivmnanad ieasadnlnsnaiadueln

anuadliladnuiugean ntuhgnuauilalumgidsasdndeniienisuiudseiusudnsely

AnAnssuUsENA
MAetlasunuatuayuudean dunnuaugnssunsiawieUsyaIunulasin1seuiiaanain

We519as (nUs.)
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