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1 Table 1
Congo red Phloxine B 1
Methyl red Blue dextran 102
Phenol red Bromocresol green 106
Neutral red Bromocresol 4
purple

Methylene blue | Bromothymol blue 5
Methyl orange | Bromophenol blue Fuchsine
Coomassie brilliant blue R-250

Ostazin brilliant red hydroxyethyl cellulose
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100g 140ml 10ml
25
100 0 75
2. 25 50 50 25 75 0 100 5
21
TTC 20 (Table 1) YPD 200g 300m1
1 YeastExtract 2 Polypeptone 2%Glucose 1L
2 Agar
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3 10 20 40pg/ml
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Table 2

A A/K120 | A/K200 Ko
3.7 kg | 3.7 kg 3.7 kg 3.7 kg
3.4 kg | 3.9 kg 6.4 kg 3.4 kg
40 ml 40 ml 40 ml 40 ml
1
50%) 50%)
50%) 50%)
6.4 kg | 6.4 kg 6.4 kg 6.4 kg
2 10.5 10.5 8.0 10.5
kg kg kg kg
1 100 120 200 100
50 50 50 50
150 150 150 150
2.4
V-570DS ( )
190nm 350nm 2nm
2.5
GC2010
DB-WAX (30m,0.25mm,0.25u m)
3.
31
TTC 5 Neutral red Congo red
Fuchsine Phloxine B 106
(Table 3)
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Table 3
Ko A Ko A
Methyl red Bromocresol greer
Phenol red Bromocresol purp
Neutral reg Bromothymol blue
Congo red Bromophenol blue

1 Methylene blue

102 Methyl orange
106 Blue dextran
4 Fuchsine
5 Phloxine B
TTC
Coomassie brilliant blue R-250
Ostazin brilliant red hydroxyeth
cellulose
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