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Table 1 Change of different recover time on HSP of Qihuang No. 10 under 25T

b 5]
a N Oick) 2 4 6 8 10
HSP [X# '
Bands of HSP * 4 5 £ 2 1
AL TFREKD) 89,85,81,73,89,85,81,73, #9,85,73, 73.51 73,51 A
FPresent HSP molecular Wﬂi‘hl 70‘5]!‘6 ?0.51.‘6 70|5] * '
MR HSP KW - — 2 5 5 6
Bande of disapper HSP
Fiked HSP NHTRED) B —__ 89,85,81, 89,85,81, 89,85,81,
Molecular weight of disapper HSP ’ 70,46 70,46 70,51,46
HSP KB (mm?)
HSP accumulsti 13012. 906 28563. 652 2652. 518 2407. 812 1652. 64 893. 949
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Fig. 1 SDS—PAGE of different recover time on HSP of Qihuang No- 10 under 25T
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Table 2 Change of different recover time on HSP of Shu88—M19 under 25C

e H (ar)
Recover time 0ek) 2 4 6 8 10
HSP K#F . _
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MTE HSP 43 F/(KD) 81,70,67,
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Wisk iy HSP (X3 _ 3 3 ‘ . )
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Wik HSP §95r-F ik (KD) — 81.70.67  81.70.67  8L70, 81,70, 81,70,
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HSP R (mm?) 193609.87  2618.905  7488.518  19165.046  21564.268 22819, 796
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Table 3 Comparison of HSP between Qihuang No. 10 and Shu 88—M19
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Shu 88—M19 B
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Fig. 2 Changes of accumulation of HSP at different recover time
—FM 108 (Qihuang No. 10)  «eevee 75 88—M19 (Shu 88—M19)
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THE STUDY ON INDUCED SYNTHESIS HSP OF SOYBEAN (G. MAX)
OF DIFFERENT GEOGRAPHICAL ORIGINATION

IV Comparative Study on Recover HSP of ‘
Summer Soybean in North China and Spring Soybean in South

Ma Shuying Yin Tianfu Wang Ping
Song Haixing Li Jiping Zhang Yangtang

(U niversity of Agricultural and Anémal Sciences of PLA)

Abstract

Summer soybean in north China, cultivar Qihuang No. 10, and spring soybean in
S.outh scultivar Shu 88—M 19, were treated with heat shock under 40°C for 2hr ,Then put
them under 25°C for 2hr ,4hr,6hr,8hr, 10hr,for analysing comparatively the types and ac-
cumulation of HSP of soybean (G.maz) of different geographical groups. The results indi-
cated that the types of HSP of both soybean were lessen with the prolonging of recover
time. Accumulation of HSP of soybean was obviously different. Accumulation of HSP of Qi-
huang No. 10, was suddenly increase of recovering for 2hr. And it decreased gradually until
10hr of recovering time. Accumalation of HSP of Shu 88 —M 19 was suddenly decreased of
recovering for 2hr. And it increased gradually until 10hr of recovering time.

Key words Sobyean (Glycine maz ); HSP; Recover of Heat shock; Geographical

groups



