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Transformation Rate of Two Plant Expression Vector
pCPGO and p(BGO with GO Gene in Tomato

1 .1 . 1 .1 1 2
WANG Quan—hua, LI Su—mei, YIN Guo—xiang s CAO Shou— jun , ZHANG Huan— chun’, LI Yun
(1. Yantai Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Shandong 265500; 2. Y antai Fushan District Vegetable Office Shandong, 265500)

Abstract Four concentration of PPT was tested in tomato. Results show ed the optimistic PPT concentration of calus, shoot formation
and rootage of tomato explants were 1. 0 mg/ L. Eight tomato lines were transformed using plant expression vector pCPGO and pCB-
GO. The results demonstrated transformation frequency of various tomato lines was roughly different in two expression vector. That
was in same vector and transformation frequency of same tomato line duing to various plant expression vector. The highest transforma-
tion frequency of pCPGO and pCBG O in all lines were Pr5 76. 47% and Prl, 72. 4%, the low est of those w ere Pr3, 13. 89% and Pr4
2.7%.

Keywords: Tomato; GO plant expression vector; Transformation

6



