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Tablel The pattern of urease allozymes among representatives of cultivated soybean in China
B O & W Eul =M B O & ¥ Eul T |
The name of variety Place of origin The name of variety Place of origin
BH35 . BRI RE RZ15 b B ?{%
Heihe 3 Heihe,Heilongjiang Jidou 1 Chengde, Hebei
B 54 b BRI ] FaI15 . it &%
Heihe 54 Heihe ,Heilongjiang Bahong 1 Chengde , Hebei
b1 A2 ) . BRI BEL b it &%
Beihudou . Beian , Heilongjiang Qunyingdou Chengde , Hebei
108 . BEL 7 BY¥E b LR
Fengshou 10 Keshan ., Heilongjiang Changpingqingdou Beijing
FHizs b REI W WX 30 b X
Fengshou 12 Keshan, Heilongjiang Youbian 30 Beijing
HE1E b REL =B MERE . dex
Neidou 1 Zalantun,Neimenggu Naiyinheidou Beijing
NEz% .| RS AE ¥518 BEED
Neidou 2 Zalantun, Neimenggu Jindou 1 Taigu,Shanxi
ax2%8 . BT W ®528 . 11 i
Hongfeng 2 Jixian , Heilongjiang Jindou 2 Taigu, Shanxi
Rk s b BRI iR E ¥E 38 . We X%
Heinong 26 Harbin, Heilongjiang Jindou 3 Taigu, Shanxi
Bk16 8 b BRI wRE ®A 814 b WA k&
Heinong 16 Harbin, Heilongjiang Jinda 814 Taigu,Shanxi
ARLE b BRI wp/RE % 94 A b L7 KR
Dongnong 4 Harbin, Heilongjiang Hai 94 Taiyuan,Shanxi
R 72—806 b BRI BRER Peg 701 b Be? Ry
Dongnong 72—806 Harbin, Heilongjang Shandou 701 Wugong , Shanxi
HEHA4E b HH T8 ®REE . BR7T RIh
Jilin 4 Huaide,Jilin Lupidou ‘Wugong, Shanxi
HHKIZE b HH T8 FHWR . W3R HFH
Jilin 13 Huaide,Jilin Fengshouhuang Jinan Shandong
k% b HH L F#®| 10 . bR Bred
Jiunong 9 Jiuzhan,Jilin Qihuang 10 Jinan Shandong
215 b HH 8 X*55 . LR B
Zaofeng 1 Huaide, Jilin Wenfeng 5 Jinan Shandong
R b LT e it 48 b WK 5FHE
Tiefeng 8 Tieling , Liaoning Yuejin 4 Jinan Shandong
Bx18 g b LT & HEE . AR
Tiefeng 18 Tieling, Lisoning Weigingdou Zhengzhou,Henan
X195 b iIT & FE4ER . FH
Tiefeng 19 Tieling , Liaoning Chenliuniumaohuang Kaifeng, Henan
BE205 . LT &% M 135 . T M
Tiefeng 20 Tieling, Liaoning Zhengzhou 135 Zhengzhou ,Henan
AH15 . a7 fxR - xxg . TH M
Dandou 1 Dandong, Liaoning Zidadou Zhengzhou ,Henan
#E525 b IT #A% ®E1% . Lor M
Dandou 2 Dandong , Ltaoning Xudou 1 Xuzhou , Jiangsu
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The name of variety Place of origin The name of variety Place of origin
fHE4E - IT AR ®E2% L M
Dandou 4 2 Dandong,Liaoning Xudou 2 # Xuzhou,Jiangsu
|33 b LT @M ®BES S . Lo M
Jin 33 Jinzhou, Liaoning Xudou 5 Xuzhou, Jiangsu
3 6606—24 b iLT @M ENEG b L RX
Jin 6606 —24 Jinzhou . Liaoning Taixingheidou Taixing, Jiangsu
H8—14 b I7 @8 | BER . ILH BwH
Jin 8—14 Jinzhou, Liaoning Suidaohuang Nanjing,Jiangsu
6422 ) LT @M BIR 493—1 . L7 B
Jin 6422 Jinzhou, Liaoning  *- Nannong 493—1 " Nanjing, Jiangsu
o101 , | L EE ES 4 BEE
Nanjing , Jiangsu Dagqingdou Sanming , Fujian
ZERXHE . WL =% =8 73-11 b wE =9
Lanxidagingdou Lanxi, Zhejiang Sanming 73—11 Sanming , Fujian
ERxbE b #L £ BIXH . BE EFIL
Shangyukanshanbai Shangyu,Zhejiang Jingangdaqingren Jinjang ,Fujian
BmE Ml R A #/M LW
. a 75—158 b
Aijiaozao Wuchang . Hubei Anshun ,Guizhou
BTE b Wi RS ANAR 'a B’ A
Houzimao ‘Wuchang , Hubei Liuyuehuang Liuzhi, Guizhou
FZ2%5 ) Mt RS BHKE b BN £
Edou 2 Wuchang , Hubei Baishuidou Anshun, Guizhou
KE1S #® &M HIAAR a1
Qiudou 1 " Hengyang ,Hunan Yishanliuyuehuang # Yishan, Guangxi
ARE L FREE IR
Bayueqing " Hengyang,Hunan Pingguohuangdou 2 Pingguo, Guangxi
EHE B BT BELE
Yunyizao Changsha, Hunan Baihuadou Liujiang , Guangxi
EHH o Lo Wi .y . PR T
Aijiaoqing Xinyu, Jiangxi Juhuang Guangzhou ,Guangdong
LEXEHL b iLr ke E#mAR b PR A
Shangraodaqingsi Shangrao, Jiangxi Wuhuasiyuehuang Guangzhou ,Guangdong
mEMRE oH FE BRAAR w85
Ruijinxiaohuangdou ? Ruijin, Jiangxi Zigongliuyuchuang # Zigong, Sichuan
ERFERD . L FiR BERHEL b min aR
Fengchengniupidou Fengcheng , Jiangxi Zigonggingpidou Zigong, Sichuan
EWBEL b HE ER BR%E . W g
Lianchengbaitiuadou Liancheng , Fujian Zigongdongdou Zigong . Sichuan
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ANALYSIS OF UREASE ALLOZYMES OF CHINESE SOYBEAN CULTIVARS

(GLYCINE MAX)AND SOME NATIVE GROUPS OF WILD SOYBEAN (G » SOJA)
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Abstract

The urease isozyme variation of 82 representative cultivars of cutivated soybeans and some

native groups of wild soybean in China were analysed by using of polyacrylamide gel! elec-

trophoresis. The Rf values are 0. 36 — 0. 39 for slow variant and 0. 54 — 0. 59 for fast variant

which agree with the values reported in literature. Allelic variation of Eul has been found among

native groups and within groups of wild soybean. Therefore,the mutation of soybean usease may

occur in natural populations of wild soybean.
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