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Forest Genetics of Isozymes*!

Young Goo Park*?
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1. Zymography

a. EuEFE (Isozyme)

FfzRE Sl #E42 SLERSKHBEF (LDH)S Hile]
R BESHeE AAY Relwh LDHE 19194
Myerhofol] #3] A8 HESAA TWR=EA = 1940
fEoll = Straubel #d 4438 AR il Kk
=glew Neiland 59 BRXFHEER & T4 K
oz iyol A& vy Wk 2% Markerto} Mgller
(1959) & 2R ERKE) %l LDH/F =47k K
Lo e AE 4A Hel 3 EFEE WY HE
FE FESSE R #ael ke, #e BEER
£ Az o oz EET el e YRw=
Qe &S o8 BERS AR EB g
Bl EEEANAA s 22 BERES AL STHes
M-S el & —Fe] BEEE FfBRdz @49
LDHE A& 22 39 AesA <43 RAEEe ®
LikEiol vt azulezats B ke FEsElE A B9
ofizl ££9 ofnlmf HKoIV RERKHE HI &
Bl 2 RELERQ ZERAA FEH ¥
b B =) =

b. Zymogram

BEAHE T2l 68 BHE 711 2097

] oln| oz HRE dbd o oxEEL E
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B, ABN = P BWE Mz ol &l
FE HEES BT BR o ke e #EA
fiEs vt ofv :FEF He BWE 71X AL aspatic
acid ¥ glutamic acid®) carboxyl#:»} —COOH=C00"
+HY o 2 fREEY Aol gtEe] Aw pHoF EobA]
= tyrosin®] —OHZEL, cysteine?] —SHILS] fEE] A
= uvedoh EBRAE lysine, arginine®#9 aminoZk
—NH;+H*=—NHz* & histidined imidazol#: =NH
+H*==NHy*o] EEg}. ol ok & HEHHEY BH
FEob SEo o Wk LA BHAZ BEERE
HEE 2 R SRS B K BEAD &
Qe BEHES Zymogramik, = Zymographyet=
o] o] Bl k) vhehd E{LA¥RELE Zymogramo] &
Z g
c. B % kg% (Electrophoresis)

Tiselius (1937)¢] {8 HFEH TRKEE (free
electrophoresis)-& %2 oW W BEEE o B
Sithel Bt SE TRASY BRES Az
o] A LTHHEE (A BRIk (vone electrophores-
is)o] BAEES 9ich(Smithies, 1955). HiHM == IBiK,
HE, B, EHE, olzPolul = Fo] HAA L.

Zone electrophoresis Tiselius®] free electropho-
resise] s B A9z ghel Ao RABEC B
8 Aol E Fifel FHEEH & Koo HEESL U
o F4 Ax A FlA 57 BEE A=z At
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Zone electrophoresis® H#rEEe Y =t o 4
Mol £ ad. BRERXEES zone electroph-
oresis AT 2bF A Aok WK b K
T WS doA BAEEBE delvA Bt
FHeznt TEAY kEFd THEBY REIA B
o ey A 2ol ERRNTIT WEAE BEHE 4
* EHLEY ARGz W g A AL Ut =
Hr2 B BEMERES HEA WEdts 3l ¢

#HAA Tiseliusgk et PEA do A& AL 9.

old it otz Felml=ile FHE glort HHH

32 4 AL BERSS AL ERE

e A A Eed gl A2 gt Bl 4

ol PLEH bl stel BAES SEHEE Bof €2

ABT e Bl Aes] st —fie s AR
A== g+

wol {Fla=ln

KEFAR Fode KT Z|ER, #ERY 3714
Jidel ded o HEE £ d2d. kFERE BE
Rl s RS 2F ey @ERE Re9e
FA —Ed HEAEL dxE G SEe K
mateh, ®md F AR —XKTRI ZHERe] 9
o Hokeld b el A HE AL KTFR BF
Az sk, Telotmyeil=Alels Ao 34
—FAEFRE JTHET

TR BB BOHESE 2 s BER
5 Begmike firs 2R udod

d. SRR FERE

BAsI] FESE STH SH ke 8
AAE TS A7 BE R Q5 Sie BR

ket BT MD} R 8 e HABRK
R A Aobz kRS o FAAA HE oA m
3 3] whal o gle ko 2% L sl LR= 2 I -2

'g’;%‘l— uﬂo] PEE A gl
a

PR %B}L BESE AR HIAHTER
o 9% ‘E—c S BfRdlE sz, LR B
EERe L= ﬁﬁ*?é“é‘m | tRd] AAG AeR FiE

sz glvh Kimura(1968)% %89 AumkRet cytoch-
rome-Co| Mty #£RE Moz Bol e B
A obvl o) WEH Bt ks dojd A=
FE3 2 glend o] = nucleotided] #EEH-T W& e
ot ol % BRRE = etz #ESEs.  Kimurash
‘Ohta (1971)& AMS EHESEC Hel Yamazakis
Maruyama (1974)% =7 &R ﬁ%ﬁ!’:‘igq
1,458 METFES MBESE 2608 BETE] Na
JGKEY, heterol, shirFe) 371A] oz 1}yo] BE

BE WS BR huyBez Jelddtz #5 9.
x% Yamazaki (1971)% Zute]e EST-5 BETERE
EE B3 9 BREES 3EY 42 GE B
Tl 4 2 BEREEES R 3E £E 2501 A 29
e BETFHES Yz #4 9t O'Brien
(1969) ¥ z=steo BREM} 206 BAHET KRE
Eol #3 10E BEEREE #AFEY &8 HREES
A9 e BMREF eEllvh. Gooch (1972)= B
(1, 000~2,000 feet)d] Exz7] Lmiﬁo‘] %ﬁf_} ERIXEE

Bt 2RSS e AL —ES BETAA b
TH) RABEST EH= ] “H:T‘i = ol =

@ H\kEH

BRABARE RIS AL BEEL BHEER
S} &= FBRE#LS HHel B2i% ¥ i} Johnson
(1969, 1971) E44E@Q A=t vpu] HEEe BERE
Bol £Fme BRERTS B 2+ BE e
v}, Schoff (1971)%& ulr}e] Al ectoproct?] HARE
Ee] EST, MDH, APOHZo] IRy f8H1E veadle
¥ ol= AFHey Id¥ BHY KES Bt 22 A
o2 A, Williams (1973)+& ) Ze 9] APCH,
ADHe| iebd EHER-T BRI £% Aoz K
wotd ek flEdpel el Allard [1972)%= AEE
Bl Lol RS Rl ESTEEEAS ;’:ﬂ[ﬁﬁﬂl A
WA PFE FzEe] DSTEFA SEiot Efme BE
7 OEF FrE e SRS 4% goo] Tigerstedt
(1974) & Picea abic:o] A LAP, EST, APOH, ADHE
AHY HEH LAPS- EST: #iE< W& g vt
W3 APOHS} ADH = BEIFETs MBRHAST st
3 F5%A et

Bkl A s THEST BARELS B4 v
B A e MEES T REabd REFR T A
A BEEDIOl EY) W Ee] dEd BEoER AAEy
BREARS TS s A2EE g (Ayala, 1976).
Marshall (1970)3} Clegg (1973} afzke] ESTH{IF
il A Frydenberg (1973)% Zoarces$] [N
A 93%ie] FfCEESRSH ARImERS]  32ETEC A FEE
EET By 28 e ARNENR #RE
E B9

PLEst ol FrA Fiie] Hiud= o o
dx Al F= 1%% A E 4 vt BEAd o
AL ol ZqA BET FFo et A= e
% BE A ﬂfﬂlﬂl dE  AEEL obF Rl
ges 4T HE HEW2 FTRS TWETAA HR
of ERsE A Kl

|
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fEH o
2. A B{IEEFE sr3gEftel ol Al BERS EESN & PEEERL
AEFLY) BYREIS 2nfElfRel SrEECl Mo REFRIS
a. i@ 8 &s}oﬂ 44 #9d £ 94 =23 TRt ERE /\
P E#He A5l 24 9—44 HEEE e TREEANA 92 Fiot BHgel BEERE st
Aoz WA glov HEEFES W= “EHB ML ;sﬁé}éﬁﬁ}t A$= 9eh
ol 7$-o EMEES S HEE 50 A% K& S il B 8 el ol % 6fETEE A
A¥FEE BEHQ 297 ¥ ¥oz HEEES 1 #he) GOTRMIEST S EuERS #iists) S8 B
ZEASe iy =E. oA piEES BEETE BT RERAA #HEE
Bk Siles BREKBELZ FljEtd o9 2 BRI B BRRXEEoE BAT Aok

EFRETERDA e & #EERES  allozymeod] 2t EILER ()3 $HEE (2n)9 BETHES AHY &
2 35 YRR FHEE T (allelic enzyme)d] o2 B g} o] BETFHE #ETU
F 1 BRI BRES fhige] KT e EBETE SH
GOT-A EETHE
BiE 2 AR . AR EETR AR
HEHEETH
Ai/Ar Ai/Az  A/Bs Ax/An  An/Asx
S3006S: Ai/A, 0 12 3 15
$3059S; As/A, 14 14
S3078S1 Az/As &
8$31055: As/As 1 3 0 4
$3144S; Az/A, 15 15
T6007S1 Ay/A, 7 7
W30408: Az/Ap 19 19
W6009S: As/A, 14 14
$3244 < S3006 Az/AsxX Ay/A, u 27 41
W3040 X S3006 Az/Asx Ay/A; 19 22 41
W6009 x S3006 As/Agx Ar/A; 17 18 35
$3105 x S3059 Az/Anx Ay/Az 21 4 25
S$3244 x S3059 As/AsX As/A; 16 16
T6007 x S3059 Az/As X Ag/Az 26 26
(Rudin, 1975)
® 2. BOAIRE Ao EEEETES SEEL
GOT-A #EETE GOT-B & & F &
B . 3 124 - |3 H H A
HERETR HERETR B
A, A, Aj 2 Bs
$3006 A/A, 47 64 Bs/Bs 111 111
$3096 As/A, 39 B,/Bs 18 21 39
$3078 As/A, 18 B.2/Bs 8 10 18
$3105 As/An 52 46 By/Bs 9 ;3
$3244 Az/Az 10 Ba/Ba 10 10
$6007 As/As 19 B2/Bs 8 11 19
W3040 Aq/Az 60 B2/Bs 34 33 67
W6009 Az/A. 20 Bs/Bs 20 20

(Rudin, 1975)
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Picea abies

Pinus nigra

Morus spp.

# : BMETER o e
Picea abies EST/1 needle, macrogametophyte
Picea abies EST/2 needle

LAP/2
Picea abies EST/2 endosperm
LAP/2
PHOS/2
Picea abies LAP/2 needle
PHOS/1 needle
Picea sitchensis LAP/2 endosperm
MDH/1
PGI/1
PGM/2
Picea glauca PEROX/1 needle
Pinus sylvestris EST/4 needle, endosperm
Pinus sylvestris GOT/2 needle, endosperm
Pinus sylvestris LAP/2 needle, macrogametophyte
Pinus attenuata APH/1 embryo
LAP/2
Pinus rigida 6-PGD/2 embryo, megagametophyte
MDH/2
PGM/2
LAP/2
GOT/2
LAP/2 endosperm
Pinus taeda LLAP/1 needle, endosperm
ADH/1
PEROX/1
Pinus densiflora PEROX/4 needle
Chamaecyparis obtusa PEROX/1 needle
PEROX/1 leaf blade
PEROX/1 leaf

Ulmus pumila

® & &

Bartels, 1971

Bergmann, 1973

Bergmann, 1974

Lundkvist, 1974
Lundkvist, 1975

Simonsen and

Wellendorf, 1975

Feret, 1971
Rudin, 1973
Rudin, 1975
Rudin, 1977
Conkle, 1971

Guries, 1978

Nicolie, 1974
Long, 1972

Park, 1976
Tajima, 1977

Hirano and

Nagamura, 1979

Feret, 1971

i

* Remarks; PHOS(APH): Acid Phosphatase
ADH: Alcohol Dehdyrogenase
EST: Esterase
GOT: Glutamic-Oxaloacetic Transaminase
LAP: Leucine Aminopeptidase
MDH: Malate Dehydrogenase
PEROX: Peroxidase

PGI: Phosphoglucose Isomerase
PGM: Phosphoglucose Mutase
6-PGD: 6-Phosphogluconate Dehydrogenase

Y FA e A o]
frEF = GOT-A, GOT-BF7] 2
o ofEs) By EETE Sz & Aoz HEsy

o

BB GOT [
BIETH] 44 3B

Lundkvist (1975)% Picea abies®] 3] 4] PHOS

IFHEEER S AHTE BR N BT

3fES

MEET A2 S BEA LA o E 3E (AL A. Al)

I BETS A9 AEET
BEl2 eEsddd(ayg -1.

BAE7A #Ake] glelA i FAfirpgHe)

2 wEoR %89 ok
b. BB

E HEREE

Bl T

BT
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Ay

A,

2224

Aj

Py Fy P,

a8l 1. 5971Ey $1% Acid phosphatase RfrgE#ERY
Aq9t As SB{ET Abo] o HEfEE;FE M (Lundkvist,

EPAERE HARER slol A ZEERE dile
AL HAFEY EXWEH=A o+ 8BS Mg
3 MRS AEAEEE 4% HMHHBSH] -
A8A Dol ZZhe] ol 59 AR A, ZEEHK
o} o ETHERAEAA B, &)
BRY Rolztx PR A WEE A, dotd &
ol Y7k Rl ¥AHE FLKE el HEiks
A W Bk A g A E HEEM A
Efo] W4 AR f7l gl drh. AIMeE HK
g REEAA DA clone®BEE & Aol AEAE
€ 294 dx=f e A AFTAA & BER 2ok
gt ARAEMEE 823 FRENE S8o2 &
B e REEJA = #9 e Aorg M.

FE#ES FRtd KA ERLREES HES:
Re AZAA FHFL HEac A8z 2 F
s WY 4 Yok

Rudin (1973)& BEMHRIAY 38 @A 212/EH
9] ¢S KL GOT, EST, LAPS FfrEEs 24
ol & 3fE9 EEF A EST-B (6EErHEET), GOT-B
(6fE% A BHET), LAP-B (4EE:EETIY 3@ &

1975) ETES BESdAS oF BETHC Hd @R
;4 BOMARE 3ELECA A BHAEY AHARR(F)
EST-B GOT-B LAP-B
# B % y — - . - N T
AHRA FARA F AW A #ARA F Ad9A FAA F
Vigsjofors .4863 .4184¢ .14 . 5054 .4610 .09 .1145 .1064 .07
Gardstjan . 5650 .3788  .3%¥ 5g]6 .5909 — . 1150 1136 .01
Kiruna .2526 .1538 .39 .5613 .5385 .04 . 0979 .1026 -
*E% (000, 1% (Rudin et al., 1974)
TIEETY BESIEET EES FE, Be ARd I LAP-B #{#FHdl B, Bs B WirHET HES

e EBATEES fEstd .
F= HO—HF

4]

F& FELEE0 2 Hor REMEATS HFE Hr
t BRAEATY BEHelt 4% 3@ £EHY AR
TEE (F)& Vel ZAold.

o] FollAl Fizl ¥-2 Kol A
A2 Gérdstjon #FS 33% 9 .

o8 EREAS SHEE flEH Norway Spruceo] 4]
258 Lol i Msle LAPHEEE &%
LAP-Ast B, 77 #ETEES HEENAL. KAKS
ol A RGEME BE MEBRE HE BFE R E
A BETE AN EBEY FHEZYS 3 OErRer
eyl EWiRd EERA A 100088 BETE R

HEET GE

FE U B.BERE EERkes EHF o9 Bt

¥ 5. BEEK (B.B)el 9sTEETY
ey il

LAP-BL BT

slel B EET FEe BT

Bs$ Bs9B3d Bs$Bd BiRBid
(459) (13) (81) (365)
B,S B,$Bsd B.9Bud Bi9Bid
(528) (44) (825) (159)

BiBast BuBy: HEIA oM (4 BRMTRE 2

7FA))
B3Bos} B:By: BRAT fHFE] A 2T
BsBix} B.Bi: 2E {lfifie] A }2F
(Miller, 1976)
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i . HEVE BARBMEE W oE &
Acacia decurrens marker gene 5~15% Moffett, 1958
Acacia mollissima marker gene 10% Moffett, 1958
Picea pungens marker gene (albino) 18% Cram, 1960
Picea glauca seed characters, germination rate 23~30% Coles, 1976
Pinus sylvestris marker gene (albino) 22~37% Sarvas, 1962
Pinus sylvestris marker gene (albino) 0~27% Squillace, 1963
Pinus banksiana cone serotiny 27~74% Teich, 1970
Pinus banksiana cone serotiny 9.6~10.4% Stitmann, 1971
Pinus elliottii yellow-oleoresin, virescent 4~36% Kraus, 1964
Pinus resinosa seed characters, germination 10% Fowler, 1965

rate, mutant seedlings

O COC Y C O COC ] T C A LAP-a

Y7773

LAP-B

7777, /177,

rm

B]_ B1 B] Bz B2 Bz B2 B3 B2 B4
(53) (25) (%) (6)] 2

a8 2. 59 g e B(2n) st BFL(n)2] LAP
-Ast LAP-B JBETH S B (Miller, 1967)
( ¢ 2= HERETER

BaRETE 717 ElT EEARCZ ¥ 40mbRFo4

BREAA ket

BBs, B:B:o] METHEE Z& A 2RETI Y
& olE BTHE 2 d 579 HiEHR .

2x(134+44) =114, # 987{8 Tl & 11.6%7t
Hrh. e BeBedh BeBaHS Mot sEA e R
2+ Bao) EETHES %] A Ee] deld Ziom *§
8ol 13+(3x44)=145 A 4.7% %= HE & 4+ ¢
o (Miller, 1976).

HRERBEEL K#gol ATLZERLY ficsl 3HEA
EREE WAiE T BT BTHY &kl
# HEIRC) A HRE HBUEES 4 #edd B
FEETE b ERAS B BT EHisls
ot F-eel A eb ol Rl e, =¥ MAEFE

ol el #Hel, BTRE #fzel whel HREZC &
% thach 2EMeR 0~74%9 HERe & e
o EHEE EET BME e oF fEdd ¥
o i+t
c. BESH(Family Analysis)

FRES AN A AR FHRE ot 5 v

WAEE Fberde LAY i&féi‘?ﬁwii bR - §
pRE ¢ F Aot ofwfole FEe] o1gA KN
ol AE AE 28 BAT Bl =& HMEL
& oA GanAE Qo} EF 7] wEeoleh

Sakai (1972)% HA HHEY 8 (Thujopsis
dolabrata) HEAA AW CEEE HELRA pero-
xidase FEfUEEES WMET &R v BEES 7
9 EEE A2 sl R £FI= v AE
sty ok W<y REE F—FKM(disagreement
count)2 Vel BREEBAA EEHoE 2
st gl 10kmA = wivhE RRRER FA RS T
P 130 k. F— FRHA FERY T B
Hr4d & EEE hLeE g4 pE smd B
AAT g4 v EiEs hoEEREY T ?fc
s HmEdz 2L HEes LE 5~10m Aol

EEss O EBEY A%, 10~15m, 15~
20m, 20~25m, 25~30mAtelel 9l EEE chua
Rl R—EE #JEIA = BR R X
olE EHEEE F—Ect 15 AL i 2 %lg
U ge] ez gy EHEMd e T—FEU Hmssl
o). BBl Ffr B WESA gedd M
oz 7l Rol AE s Bl £FEdGx A
&9 el Aoz g7 =tk olsh o] vk K
Hbkel A= BEHez s A IR, T,

r ‘& m{o fu
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PR 2o NEELE BRIZ 95 AL ¥y @ of Ha £ kel WRY 53 rametd EE EIE clone
. ol & MRE Wl Ed vehd o] FRElH. € oy WE AA97DL £ clone REB MR
o] FREE FIAST R EEMSD %I Ak 2 ramet®] E®EE s8] ) =9 E1,sg . Rasmuson

£ 7933 BT o A5 Y 985 KRGS
HEEE ddads FHENS] AL o8 Ax A
2VFA 8 ERgEe] 28A4A g #Ee &
EEEE e obd e HED Hal delx & #Aleld
Ax ZTFHEFe] dold F A IHLEA 2
£ B BEME BE vl g2 WEelh
d. EEER

Linnéfgel A 8 B HEN i &T Ao
= zeEv HARe Ee R MRS e A FE

o 24 SRS £2F FEfMNeE BRI
He Aok gt ¥atelest B SAiREst
w9 BRI MEEEAA S A FEd e g8
3 BAXERS dolv} WEMNoE EFl] o=
= FEL BRIE A= . o8k o] BEEML
2 Bl SR gov EERes o HKRe o9&
ol B— EARAA A2 HMLE ol 7o BEN
2 o & fo] BREE A5 BEMRE Yol ¥ F
Sle Aoz REUER/ FRAAL

Picea abies$} Picea sitchensis= &eti7bel 7hvic)
Aol BREEIA KBS Mms Y& fHolrt o
F fEAlolo] AA G A2 #Ee] ¥l GDH, LAPs}
TO RiUBEET #HET BR BAZHA &9 444
GrfE Picea lutzii7} #1455 9l v+ (Copes, 1977). Bonnet
(1978) %= Pinus nigrad)| T8 P. laricio, P. clus-
iana, P. nigricaus®} P. pallasiana B8-S GOTREfAL
o Fd S¥T EE BHENS X3 sded
Esen (1977)& 7+F 7 458 B8] amylase F{IFFE
5 FA REY EEHFS 9474

e. ClonefE 7y

AR EEH el HefERe] =t ER
cloneo] A YA =i HEiE SEREEES oA
2E KEH o)A = clonefifEez Bl 23
gt AT 22 HEdA T dE L] BR cloned]
#®3 BERERFEoE EHkI 2 dd. &vFu sFe
Ze Al A RER EXR.E Hd FHARY
clonefts} RE= 3 v, FL cloned A & BE
B (ramet) = FEREADQ] Hbkel K& EHE F= Slo
1oz gbho]l BHE A @ BEcl vt clonefifol] Stk
ol & 7 Sol e FMEMHY Agte R EHIEZ] EHEEs
o} 22 cloned EHEPHE F27] = Fel RArEERE
e & zrobA 47 BRI ¥47F Jet

Miyazaki (19690 Au}%F A% clonesl FREA

al O
2

(1671) & BPAR S K cleneo] HE BEEHKS 5
3t FAMEEEST clonezb el HAE FHI L ¥
Wt
f. BksEmel RERR

HAREE] At Qe EERMRES =24 Jra B
RIERS] #E Bz dold BESRS SRR
#, 183 2 Bl SAEKE W e R#gol
SRS ERAA EBRMWeR WAL LHHBLEME
v SRR Qlon REMRY EF we A
B R} o] 5 EWMY B Hk et 44w &
FRBRFoE JE F Yo

ol BA: KGR £4 BuMos fESe A
ol olzm Az dslm Ul HES HiEe H$
2 Qe Aol eIk ol WS MES
AETHS] 2 FEE ol A HABERE
o 2A Ege] F Zolgh. HAKEES z24fKe W
71 @ ol MTEmM] 2] 7tx MM $ikd =
Bot wfol #igsEo fon o e sEmez
HET o] Bof EiRold olEox dilg
A ARz BiEz . olulst WAy sk
e o] EEND B MR EEERE HokgE
of B RESHE TFAE A2 FHiko] Hx 9
o WEAE £9 oL g

A HE T RRGFE 2 Q= Abies sachalinensis
o REMG #e Mastuura (1972)% peroxidasefd]
(IEERE FIR 7THEEHEC B3 RHBEERST Bdw
Chu (1972)& FEFE L] A vigle] WAL 85
Clones} w1} F-# o] #5] peroxidase FfrEFHS #
R Effes F—% sEo2 Uy F KN
s 2 e Blel = dwe) SEieS Taich-
ung @} Chaiyis #EAPLME HESA T 4 (1977)&
SFeivietel AR BAdste avR o7 SE(EHE
12848, A& 15%E) ] #4d peroxidase RS HE
T ER AREENY BEREEST 928 W Yo
= o] & AR E R K¥EE #Hae v
el @ife] 4 FRR%S BESNoZ o R
gEotz fFRAc. ol HEE BAMIRY 7%
tHe BRAE —F9 vty RS B
{ee BEREIA T fm= At B9 wiRgEd
# A Hayashi (1976)= BZFo A ftF oz mWE FH
FEAES WEPor ok BERT] B 948 B2
RS el el E{#H TF9E)(genetic random drift)e]
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ket SR Hcid . Sakaiel Park (1971)& Cry-
ptomeria japonica®] 3{E /EEREEME  peroxidase HEH
E AES SF AL B dedE 702 #
ez A oEe HEgew ol HETHE
fomt = Fol eyt HRE HEEDNM
Grant (1977)% Abies lasiocarpa$} Picea engelmannii
9l Sp{bE peroxidaseSEE FIF FAEY BH Wk
el SAMETHEIO BESAE Hol dolvtzm glort ] E
EMER] ot W Sibe Hsle]l el HE K
Fiiks TAtel R EE @kA o) 9 Aoz W
3199 e}, Feret (1974)% 18~42km €A Piaus
pungens 318 /EEGS B peroxidasest EST R B
#E FWHI B EEEL 9 panmictic FECl
A SR Fdem HHEAN

Plle A T AAE #ﬁﬁﬂ* B Rk eh 3t
# glo] 9o wohe Har#(l- d) &2 gt
o fle]w BAEke #ddgE °M‘ FIHEE B
= gtk

Tigerstedt (1973, 1974)% Picea abies®] el A
LAP, EST, ADH, APHE AT #H5 el abit ]
pEE 949 urslm o B QMR Hps] B
Hel Ay e T HEC B A= el BE
o] wheh MRSl ERSE $vhz fFmAd Yang
(1977)% Douglas-firg] 98 FEHel ¥ LAP, EST,
GOTE ol @ #hiffel Al FAY FHP HWEEST Mk
ERmEsl 9e% wawe =® Mush (1974)=
Douglas-fir 14 ol ¥ieh 96f@EEY peroxidascB st
L A L5 AR AR E Bl kel 5 Bergmann
(1973)- Picea abies 8 il ¥je] EST 2 ﬁ"'fﬁi"’]f‘
ol Fel MET G4 Feld mF ez T @i
s s ogrel el EAER st Juf%‘}/}‘ﬂ;g |
g Hlat hEe) Chinese Ailanthusst BARA
20088 4E0] B XEEN IEES RS o iR B2E AL
ey MBS hEA RS FA Yesieh ol A il
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I. Buffer System
(A) Lithium-Borate Bufter (pH 8.3, ¢.2M)
1. Lithium hydroxide 1.2¢
2. Boric acid 11. 89g
3. Distilled water 1000ml
(B) Tris-Citric Buffer (pH 8.3, 0.2M)
1. Tris 6. 2¢g
2. Citric acid 1.6g
3. Distilled water 1000m1
(C) Sodium-Borate Buffer (pH 8.5, 0.2M)
1. Boric acid 18. 5¢
2. Sodium hydroxide 3.4g
3. Distilled water 1000ml
(D) Phosphate Buffer (pH 4.3, 0.2M)
1. Sodium phosphate (NaH,;POq4) 27. 8¢
2. Distilled water 1000ml
(E) Phosphate Buffer (pH 9.2, 0.2M)
1. Sodium phosphate (Na,HPO,) 53.63g
2. Distilled water 1000m!
(F) Tris-Maleate Buffer (pH 3.3, 0 2M}
1. Tris 24.2g

2. Maleic anhydride (or Maleic acid) 19. 6g (23. 2g)
3. Distilled water 1000m1
(G) Sodium Hydroxide Buficr (pH 14.0. 0.2M)

1. Sodium hydroxide 7.99g

2. Distilled water 1060ml
(H) Tris-Glycine Buffer (PH 8.7, 0.2M)

1. Tris 3.0g

2. Glycine 14. 4¢

3. Distilled water 1000m]

(I Acetate Bufer (pH 4.9, 0.2M)

it
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1. 0.2M Acetic acid 410m!
2. 0.2M Sodium acetate 90ml
3. Distlled water 500mi
(J; Tris-HC] Buffer (pH 8.0, 0.2M)
1. Tris 12. 1g
2. Distilled water 1000ml
3. Adjust pH with HCI
(K) Tris-Acctate Buffer (pH 4.0, 0.01M)
1. Tris 2.1g
2. Acetic acid 30ml
3. Distilled water 1600ml

III. Enzyme staining on the gels
Note: An effective buffer system for assaying most
plant isozymes discussed in this review is the follw-
ing: 7a) Gel buffer: Use 9 parts of buffer B and 1
part of buffer A. (b) Electrode trays: Use only buffer
A. For a continuous buffer system, use buffer C or
buffer H in both the gel and the trays.

(A) Leucine Aminopeptidase (LAP}

1. Distilled water 30ml
2. L-Leucyl gnaphthylamide HCI 10mg
3. Black-K salt 20mg
4. Buffer F 50l
5. Buffer G 20ml
Incubate 45 min. at 37°C; wash and fix in5:5: 1
(water : methanol @ acetic acid)
(B} Esterases (EST)
1. Distilled water 40ml
2 a-Naphthyl acetate (1% in 1:1 acctone-
water) 2ml
3. Fast Blue R R salt 40mg
4. Buffer D 50ml
5. Buffer E 10ml

Incubate for 45 min. at 37°C; wash and fix
(C) Catalase
1. Pour a solution of (.5% H0: over cut surface
of gel and allow to stand for about 30 scc.
. Wash gel by rinsing with running distilled water.
3. Pour 1.5% XI solution,
acetic acid (12 drops/30ml),

acidified with glacial
over surface of
gel.
4. Photograph immediately
(D) Alkaline Phosphatlase
1. Tris-citric acid buffer (pH 8.5, 0.1M)
2. a-Naphthyl acid phosphate-Na salt

100ml
100mg
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Fast blue R R salt 100m ¥
4. 10% Aqueous MgCl, 10 drops

10% Aqueous MnCl, 10 drops

Incubate at 25°C for approximately 8 hr.

Acid Phosphatase (APH)

Buffer I 100ml

a-Naphthy!l acid phosphate 100mg

Fast Garnet GBC 100mg

10% Aqueous MgCl: 10 drops

Incubate at room temperature (25°C) for appro-

ximately 5 hr.

(F) Peroxidase (PEROX)
1. O-Dianisidine 50ml
2. s-Napthol 30mg
3. Aceton 20mg
4. Buffer K 10ml
5. Hy0, 0. 3ml

Added distilled water 100ml

(G) Alcohol Dehydrogenasc (ADH)
1. Buffer J 50ml
2. Distilled water 130ml
3. KCN (0.002M) 2ml
4. NAD (0.01M) 2ml
5. PMS (0.01M) 2ml
6. Ethanol (100%) 1ml
7. NBT (nitro blue tetrazolium) 50mg

Incubate at 37°C for approximately 30 min.

(H) Malate Dehydrogenase (MDH)
1. Buffer J 50ml
2. Distilled water 50ml
3. DL-Malic acid (0.2M) 1.38¢
4. KCN (0. 1M) C. 4ml
5. NAD(0.01M) Iml
6. PMS (phenazine methosulfate) 1. 6mg
7. NBT 50mg

(1; Glutamic-Oxaloacctic Transaminase (GOT)
1. DL-Aspartic acid (0. 04M) 332ing
2. a-Ketoglutaric acid (0. 005M) 72mg
3. Pyridoxal phosphate 30mg
4. Fast violet B 200mg
5. Phosphate Buffer (0. 034M, pH7.0) 100ml

(J) Phosphoglucomutase (PGM)
1. Nay glucosc-l-phosphate (0. 0046M ) 576mg
2. NADP 10mg
3. PMS 2mg

PRARS! B 83

4. Glucose-6-phosphate dehydrogenasc 0. 36mg
5. NBT 30mg
6. Tris Buffer £0.03M, pH 8.0) 100ml
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