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Abstract ;: The content of CP4 EPSPS protein in transgenic soybean plant was studied by Elisa method in this paper. Results
showed that significant difference of CP4 EPSPS protein contents existed in different tissues and growth stages , with CP4 EP-
SPS protein content in seeds at maturity the highest. The contents of CP4 EPSPS protein in the upper and the bottom leaves
were not significantly different in all growth stages except stages V3-V5 and R8. The contents of CP4 EPSPS protein in the
upper and the bottom stalks showed consistent trend in different stages. The content of CP4 EPSPS protein in root decreased

in stage V3- V5, then increased gradually,and then decreased from R1 to R8. With the growth of the plant,the content of the

protein of CP4 EPSPS in all tissues changed greatly from V1 to V8 stage.
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