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The physiological and biochemical changes in
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Abstract: Some important physiological and biochemical traits of Lilium formolongi during different develop-
ment stages were studied. The results indicated that the dry-weight percentage, starch content,sugar content
and protein content were different in different development stages. There were increments in dry-weight per-
centage and starch content and decrements in sugar content and protein content in bulb, There was increment
in dry-weight percentage and decrement in starch content during bulb mature stage. There was little change in
sugar content in developmental stages. The protein content got its biggest value at bloom stage. The activity

of PPO and POD had been increasing in the vegetable growth phase and decreasing in the reproductive growth

phase.
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Fig. 1 Changes of dry-weight percentage of stem-leaf
and bulb of lily during different growth stages
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Fig. 2 Changes of starch content of stem-leaf and
bulb of lily during different growth stages
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bulb of lily during different growth stages
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and bulb of lily during different growth stages
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