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Optimization of protoplast preparation and regeneration conditions of Alternaria alternata
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Fig. | Effects of mycelial age (A), enzyme combinations (B) and digestion duration (C) on protoplast yield of Alternaria alternata
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B: 1% driselase+1% dextranase+1% lyase+1% snailase, 0.5% Kitalase, 0.5% Kitalase+1% driselase+1% dextranase, 1% Kitalase.

Data are mean+SD. Different letters indicate significant difference at P<0.05 level by Duncan’s new multiple range test.
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Fig. 2 Effects of different regeneration media on the protoplast
regeneration rate of Alternaria alternata
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