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Table 1 Comparision of soluble proteins among embryonic callus non-emhbryonie callus
and callus subeultured in mannitol for 1g times(pg/mg dry weight)

n H ik i 4 4 41 AR B 20 4 A1 0Pk A 4R
Non-embryonic Callus subecultured
Item Em]:-ryonie callus callus 10 times
e 136.3 94.5 115.3
v = 30,0 17.8 24.5
i tREA 10.6 14.4 10.9
T i 13.2 14.4 13.6
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SS, WMERANE: WSP, sKirfEER
8SP, ghixfkEE; AKP, MiEfEEA;
ALP, FEEfHA
55, soluble sugar; WSP, water soluble
protein; SSP, salt soluble protein;
AKP, alkali soluble protein;
ALP, alcohol soluble protein
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Fig.1 Changes of soluble sugar and
proteins in different days of
development

EL, BEREFZORE;

EI, Esterase isozyme; PI, Perxiodase isozyme
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Fig.3 Changes of isozygrams in different days of development
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1,4, embryonic callus; 2,5, embryoniec
ecallus subenltured in mannitel for 10
times; 3,6, non-embryenic eallus
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