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Fig. 1 POD electrophoretogram of maize inbred lines
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Fig. 2 POD Isozymic zymogram patterning of maize inbred line
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The Analysis on Peroxidase Isozyme of Maize

Inbred Lines with Different Salt Tolerance
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Abstract; In order to use the germplasm resources of maize inbred lines effectively and promote the breeding

process, band mobility and cluster analysis of peroxidase isozyme of 32 maize inbred lines with different salt tol-

erance were studied by gel electrophoresis. The results showed that the band sites and band classes changed

greatly, distribution of bands were different and strength change; There were 258 bands which could be divided

into three zones: A zone(0~0. 13),B zone(0. 26~0. 43),C zone(0. 55~0. 81) ; the change scope of euclidean

distance was 0~3. 000, the average was 1. 500; when the threshold was 20, tested varieties could be clustered-

into 10 types.

Key words: peroxidase isozyme;salt tolerance;maize inbred lines
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