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*  superoxide dismutase(SOD), peroxidase(POD), catalse(CAT),  ascorbate
peroxidaselAPX), glutathione reductase(GR) <°l fth 538, 1xA<Ql Hol7]ztol= superoxide
dismutase(SOD)7F 2 #oddtAl Hed, SODE: superoxide radicallOr 3§ #8A1 A A hydrogen
peroxide(H ,,'.)g AAskA o 2o, peroxidase(POD)¢}  cataise(CAT)s=  hydrogen
peroxide(H:02) & EAAA BH0H 42 O0)2 g2, T LFe FalzES S48 A7
+A e A °ED} a8, peroxidase(POD)< hydrogen peroxide(IO) #lel & 7]|dS Hag ¢
i~ whd ol catalse(CAT)Y 23 hydrogen peroxide(H:C:) W& 71EE o] 8314 sle Heolth

SODY= dd A9l iscenzymeZ ol Uth E Mn SOD, Cuw/Zn SOD, Fe SOD7 sl+v: ZHelth. Mn
SODE mEREgold HaA sl glow, Cu/Zn SODT AEED g2 Y Ash ddon, Fe SOD=
Rz ¢ X8 ot el AZAd s Mn SOD, Cu/Zn SODE zha o} 13, PODS CAT
v oz 742 iscenzymeEol UL HoZ o 4E AT, SODHY F&3] ofH FFLol AeAe &3
A AdAE &k

AZAEL ol AEHAE & o YHHE SYMLFES ¥ty SR8 2E AAR & Unv
of wet WAel AARETn AAHAG uetd o] =FoAME tobacco plantel 7t A ELEY &
425 & 7947 transgenic plante] $EE Aelsle Fatstgire Hteg zAlgon ¢ & ¥
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B o] AR E Sul(Nicotiana tabacum, cu. Xanthiyc A A#E A &2 wild typed control
line® €% (Pisum sativum L)2] chlMn-SOD% chl.Cw/7Zn-SOD ¢cDNA® #HAHEH F linedl 3
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24 el transgenic line TAb: Kanamyceine selection medium(150mg/Deli~ dhopA] o 3w & g ur

duralelel, AwE AE 2 105 hole plate® &7 AE 2F 1 AT O F A 10ma
O

G Ae HEgE i Aeskad.

plastic pot £ 5 ¢lAsle] &

Lt & XF
doeF &%

A4 3m, ol 24mo open-top chamber® ©) &34t} charcol-filtered air® FEAHA i~ W
of  Fstis 29EHE AZSEch o ool AW 09m, Feol Im® 248 open-top
chamber® 4 21s9 k. 3 chamberdl s 02ppmel 2 F& FIA|@EHW, tE chamberol i
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Y. sampling 2 @A F&

3¢ b ey MBS cEAYHA @& A AdARE WA ’l 2 samplingstel A
AR A1 SYde) M AAAL d2 HAsF.

opababab S o) &3lo] sampleE & #olE ¥ vig] dqEsd A &7 &4 gt 01M
KPi huffer solution{pH7.0y 2m¢ © plant exatret Igol MEE & £ 15000rpmel 4] 107 1 4
F otk el uA g ke Setd A2E 84704 &4 Ferh

g gk e gk

w3 2 Bradford(1976)2) dye-binding methoddll uwhebAl BT samplet &% %+ 535me
o ZARgon AR 22EFo gz ey BSA(bovine serum albumin)®} standard curveZ
e A=

sk SOD activity assay

SOD activity assayE McCord® Fridovich(1969)9] xanthin oxidase-cytochrome c2 H¥cg %
Al 71F A0 cocktail mixture 50miol ¥ 0.2mM KPi buffer(*>EDTA(pH7.8)7F A& 2 47me,
ImM xanthine 2.5mf, ImM cytochrome ¢ 05mE w3 & HojM TE F cytochrome c2 ¥& =
#8c}. xanthine oxidase® € %% 550mm{scytochrome co #gh)elM 0025+0.002 A/min® 7] Fo]
Uy A9 SOD activity assays 550mmoll Al 28 302 & Ao} vew 1 ghe] 00125
o gk iF sampled] %€ FEY + Uk

v} Electrophoresis

Loading 2 3til YA, pgelE2 Bio-Rad vertical slab gel® o} &8l 10ToIA 40mrael dAT
HEZ 3-4h ES rumningH Ut gelEol  glelxd  SOD2  banding patternE <€ nitroblue
tetrazolium(NBT) activity staining % (Beauchamp & Fridovich, 1971 ol &8t} A1zt

qp el vAE 94

SEdY 19 Fefiz AAA wsirh Py 29 ARy AstA gARs] ARstd 39 Felw
Wabo)l Brbipabel wru) ol Aa o] FAS it ey e @& olst BAF FA L
alo] A= lineste] a8 Fod 2ol Eygvd o8 Hgsta o2 Control lined 2F€ A
sk 7ol wlE A 9F 2895k ow ool Hlsh Mn-S0D® Cuw/Zn-SOD transgenic line® & 2Ed 2o
Wel 7h7h 46%, 3%z M ARF27E g2 ERES o 5 AUtk X Mn-SOD linel B$E 2E
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Table 1. 0.2ppm O3:& A2 ¢ tobacco plante] & WM F W (g fresh weight)

A ZE AHAHE @i UAE transgenic plantE A4 Eul 9 Fo 23t wAW
ZAAEN FEY ANDNGAE DA 2 Hg 2Ysts Rog Mz
AR AL E A9 overexpression®l BAHAAFE scavenging® W AAH oz 2t fs
n-SOD Bohir Mn SOD7F o RgMolaln Y@t

line Oppm 0.2ppm
Control 0.98+°0.06 0.2710.02
Mn SOD 0.77£0.16 0.36*0.08
Cu/Zn SOD 1.15+0.15 0.40+0.05

. +t=8D(n-3)

doedd B oA Ay

& o Y4 PAHMAFLE Dy 2 o PR FEE vAe e deid oy
oxidative damageZ® #®<Q#7] Ao carbonyl groupd #HHFL ZHEE= we] oj&FHID 9oy
(Levine et al, 1990), ¥ AgolAd s vz g3t W E 2ASYY. 222 st @& dxT
o Gl d $¥E 10022 EdE W eEXEA T v &E dELY Helth(Table 2). Control linesl W
e Mn# Cuw/ZnSOD lined] @z #3e] 2-25u o BEET ¢ 5 v} o)2l¢ AAL control

lineol Y& < transgenic lineg¢] 2& 2E#d 2o thild damages @ Yotz 2 F+ ¢god o
= HAAEE g i s B Zigisls Aoz Algdd

Table 2. 0.2ppm 019 A zlo] @& tobacco plant
e#® 3 ¥ F(ng protein/g FW)2 3

hine Jppm 0.2ppm
Control 3.7201+70.3 0.770£0.07
Mn SOD 3.080+0.3 1.120%0.04
Cuw/Zn SOD 2.780+£0.1 147X0.2

*# ¥&S8D(n-=3)

o SODEAY PAs 4%
&MY ge Ad H3Ig LEMYTE A line RFNA SCDEA L FAHG FHE el

gem 2 F control lineol 78E 714 & F7H8& Bl Mn-SODS} Cuw/Zn-SOD linekx 27
54, 38 Frlsted 2 & 2Ed 2o SODZF €A 4L ¢ 4+ A Table 3).

Table 3. 02ppm 039 Ao @& tobacco plante
SOD activity' (Units/g FW)g] W&

line Oppm 0.2ppm
Control 30.3+73.7 210 £ 20
Mn SOD 53540 260+ 30
Cu/Zn SOD 30.7+33 9321122

*  S0OD activity ¥ specific aclivity.

* % +=SD(n-3)
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rd e shR] B8 A elM s SODE AL control hineel Hldted Ma-SOD lineet ¢ 2wh,
Cu/Zn-50D% Mo ¢ 8458 =59 o5 SOD $A49der 248 2 23 SOD isozyme
2 Y% 3Foy EYSY control lined A 1 Cuw/Zn-SOD &g e Mn-S0DS Cu/Zn-50D
tned H 1 CwZn-S0OD band®& EZ @3l zZvzh 20 Yoz Jeiygoh asy 222 dasgde A
% A 1 Cuw/Zn-bandw EE lneds A&A Jelwu £ Cuw/Zn-S0D line? A4+ insert®
> Cu/Zn~SOD band?t AbebATE Zeihvk Mn-SOD linegl #%oli= Mn-SOD band® © & §4
ATt AE, 2 Fo ¥ AMNAFE AAZTUE Mn-SODS Al 1| Cw/Zn-SOD isozyme©l
rd o g Afsle o] A 2 Cuw/Zn-SODlnserted)™ #4144 Fol 28 47 2485 = A
L Aizhgch

ols} & HAT ArabidopsisHE ARE ¥ AFNAHE B3 HASdl{Rao et al, 1996), d+Fel
A ¥ 02ppmel BRER 8y I *i et g W Ay 1Y AFE SOD¥EBel A8 Frrared 8¢
Moll+= of 2wl HAMEE Jegdidew o] B oalREe §4F77F Cu/Zn-S0Del o Aoz
oo =g cEMEURHA WS A TAPE 442 Cwin-SOD isozyme F Y
isozymeol £ &Fx el oaf glolz Aoz B ansiyo

o B2

Ky s:{a _‘:1 T

gh, POD #2do vl 48

POD¥ B473H9) HOp olgel oed 7bA co-substrate® At4sted 2 AdgdMde
pyrogallol g ol &3l BAEZHE 9. 538 PCDE 4% A4 2y Fag 4898
B Aer deid Qovd(Gaspar et al, 19913, w@&tA  isozymeX multiple molecular form 2.2
Z5%7} gt} Xanthi HuiolMde 2&xe Hx @& Ad9M control®l H$ 2709 isczymeo] U=
g wls] Mn-SOD Cu/Zn-SOD linedl & 4742l isozymeo] EA3tHTH o} R overexpression®
SODe] A Lol osld AAE H.0:2 PODVE scavenging 3H7] dalldE 42 isozymed POD7H
BAPL Heolaty Aldd F2E Dl & AelAldle SODS vl g4 2-34) Fri8
e Mn-SOD line°l 713 & @49 F71E HEtHTable 4). €4 94 EAddx 28
isozymeo] AE A =G

Table 4. 0.2ppm 39 A g @& tobacco planty
POD activity (Units/g FW)< W3

Oppm 0.2ppm

Control 3.17£%0.1 6.6211.2
Cuw/Zn SOD 4.6910.2 124120
Mn SOD 351%0.1 891+Q.7

*  POD activily?* specific activily.

** +3=SDin=3)
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