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INPY B3} 04400053, BRIGAEFLA e B LARWFST BT, BRVT P44 71060054, BRPG4 B LA AR A0, BRPT P52 710600)

W OEDENERARM AL TENERSAEFERR, A RFENF L RFARTD
#R(HBsAg) & B 3 LB E Aty S AT THRAHT R, SR AW 11 d G#e FrHst ik
MS+6-BA 3.0 mg/L+IAA 0.2 mg/L #9355+ & EF3E 4~ 2 d 5, ODALA 0.6 69 RAFH 12 4
15 min, T4 B ALE Ao AL AR X B AR 0 AR SHAL R

X§#i7 : HBsAg Z A #8604k

FESES S 641.203.6 XEKERIRFG:A XE4HS:1001—0009(2012)11—0105—05

BBk (Lycopersivon esculentum Mill. ) J& 8 F
HEFP ) — 28 FEARAR R 3k, FAE BB 58, R RR
TEFEAAE L BA E KR R RGN A, RFRE
HTRMIEAEY Z—. BET. R FEERNFMEEN
W E A VF L 4RAE™ , (8 X5 PRk 7 il a8t 15 1 fL RO B 5T
HAZ ., RIFES FBUE I k fR BP, 2 4 I
A BB R R, &% N T3 i 0B 5%
AR B A FARJIAR G, H A AR R #E— 2
Ak, BT R Y A FOR R R LR R = IRR 3T
53 2 T A ) W BT B RN AR 88, IR 5 B 7 38 23 X A [R)
PR Lb SR BE 3 , 07 16t Ak 3 A 1A S AR
AR IR HB S i AL R AT R BT 5, it —
T Bk il 2 P T AR 9T B e LA
1 #R5AZ*

L1 sk

BRFEMN—S M T P Z W a e R T A H
W, AT B B Bk LBA4404, & A Z T % 3 £ 1\ LR
(HBsAg) % 9 pCAMBIAL301 JFURE 3 ¢ 74 38 3¢ ¥ A
WMERREYBARE MILE AT IHE L LRERT .

FE—EBE N KIE1986-), %, ML, AL BN FHY @i T
BERRL A,

REMEE A EHEA960-), B+, 2K LA SH ARFL
BLmph 424 2% FHK T4, E-mail: weiyahui@nwu. edu. cn,
HE&EWME B R aAHFEATBF B (31000144 ;B 85 £ HH
ARELZBERBAB 08JZ72); kB E MK EFR KB AR ; &
X FH EAHERXBA B (10YZZ36) ;35 3%, 3 B LA 57 & 3
B B (YQ2011042),

Yr7s B #9:2012—03—19

L2 REHek:

L2.1 HEMITEMENEE  BURHEE 7 LI
TBKIZHL 5 h; 70 %I RE IR L 30 s J5 1026 (V/ VIR
FR4NIH T 5 min, JCTEZEIEK ik 3~4 W, 3B F T L
) MS 8 EM E, BE R 0. 7%,pH 5. 8,25°C F 15
F*, R EE 2 500 1x, JERRFA ] 14 h/d,

L2.2 BEFEDAEYEE BBk TCEMEE R H
T NS IR T R U N B [l B B TR R R
HAMIEFREL ISR MR M 0 B TR R 3

*1 BEFERERE
Table 1 The components of induction culture media
e wREEE gm:ﬁ:ﬁi/mg. .
No. of culture medium Basic culture medium
IAA 6-BA 2,4-D
1 MS 0.1 2.0 0.0
2 MS 0.2 2.0 0.0
3 MS 0.1 2.5 0.0
4 MS 0.2 2.5 0.0
5 MS 0.1 3.0 0.0
6 MS 0.2 3.0 0.0
7 MS 0.1 3.5 0.0
8 MS 0.2 3.5 0.0
9 MS 0.0 2.0 0.1
10 MS 0.0 2.0 0.2
11 MS 0.0 2.5 0.1
12 MS 0.0 2.5 0.2
13 MS 0.0 3.0 0.1
14 MS 0.0 3.0 0.2
15 MS 0.0 3.5 0.1
16 MS 0.0 3.5 0.2

1.2.3  BiAE R X Ak e 5 A 1 P A AR Y
FEmR T B PR Ak A T A SN AR 4 1) B R T 30
K BAEH AR FE 3 (MS+3. 0 mg/L 6-BA+0. 2 mg/L
IAD F,FRZEREFRMAFRKENLBER
(Cefotaxime, Cef): 200, 300, 500, 800 mg/L; ¥ & %&£
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(Hygromycin, Hyg) :5,10,15,20.25 mg/L., WML R
VA B A0 8 S %ot Ak 26 0 /M 1k P A 1 0 O R i,
THHEAMEE,

1.2.4 PEREESBEHE LSRR BBk OB
HMER R 2R RE 7R3 MS, (MS+3.0 mg/L 6-BA+
0.2 mg/L TAA) FHis%5: 2 d, PREURFFE LBA 4404 B
H 7% (N7 pCAMBIA1301/HB kD) ## F YEB &
REFRFE R, 28°CHR 7 5 R I W T AL G P B R 1 ¢
100 4 A BT 1 YEB i35 37 B 4k 8235 55 2 OD
ER 0.6 24 B HE W 4 000 r/min 2544 F & .0> 10 min,
AR IR R MS MU S L T B e TS 2 A 41
MRS T &R B R 15 min, SR 5 I TC B U4 T4
MR Z AN AR ZERE S35, 26°C T BEE IR
7% 2 d,JEHRIESE 1 &R I KMEREA MS, +
500 mg/ LB RMIEFRAESF 25°CHER 7 d 5, R H
BN ) 0 v B 5% 3 (MS, +500 mg/L kW E X+
20 mg/ LR R) LA AGAL IR E R L B
20 d4RAR 1 IR, HB W AR IR B FR L Sk B R R,
FHEKS 2 om £ VR TE FARERE
MS, (MSH-0. 2 mg/L TAA+300 mg/L k& £) I, 4k
R 2 WG ATC LB R MRS P 4R s 5% .
1.2.5 PERREAENE SRR MERERIREE o
BRI A T~13 d PRSI0 BR vl 1 T R DL K
YR B ZEBAE N AMER, B 5 2 d J5 RS
LBA4404 EFFZ OD K 0. 6 2% 15 min, FEHER| &
ZEEESRIE FEEESR 2 A ORI TR 1 dE RS AR
REFpE, 155 20 d 5, MERSME IR EARE T4 RIE I .
1.2.6 RIFENT HBsAg FE N % AL Bk ik 45 R0
b KE AL RARAT I LBA4404 ¥ AH £ YEB Wi fA
RFEEFEFER ODE, B OD &% 0.2.,0.4.0. 6,
0.8.1. 0, ¥ TKEFE 2 d MR F N FIIMERE T

W 15 min, HIEFFEH ARG SR AT REAMERAE
K20 dEMBHEAEFAEKIEN. H ODEN 0.6 1)
PRV AR G Ak 7 o0 A1 A AR, 4R Y st ] 43 9 2 5,10, 15,
20,25 min, 3 K O 8 400 TAME & E 2 R A
JERARTIGSRE EREESR 2 d, 6 BER 1 d,20d 5
W H A E A RAF I
1.2.7 FELAERRRG PCR %5 BUME ZPUME R MR
AR T T R, CTAB 355 $2BUE DNA, ##47 PCR A
M, PCR Y4 H A 51414 PL1.5' AACGGGATC-
CCGCACCATGGAGAACACAACATCA 3';P2.5'CCOG-
GAATTCCGGCTTAAATGTATACCCAAAGAC 3'; &
B 25 7. 94°C WAS M 5 min; 94°C 30 s,58.4°C 40 s,
72°C 60 s,35 MEIF;72°C 10 min, ¥ HLEH IS, ¥ PCR
FEHI 0. 8 Yo B M A B e e ARSI
1.2.8 Southern blot ZeAZ &l $2HL 0.2 g FHEEnt A
f DNALIE T 40 pL TE W5 , W H 33 uL DNA,
Hind[[7E 37°C{iH4k 12 h, SR 5 #E4T 196 M B IR B i H
Tk, BERCH ) DNA B #% 2 e RIS DIG Fric i)
HBsAg FEPH#E 7438,
L3 BdEST

FrisdE R A SPSS 17. 0 AL B 534
2 BREHSW
2.1 ARERAE TR IMEERA E 2B
AR

PERR A IMERAERE R E AR 7 d 5. 0%
Wil .20 d R R A H A B 2F 5,30 d
JE BT AER . MR 2ATUEFEN,IAA S 2,4D I
BLAEN TFAEF AN AAERHEBMRTEE. 4
WEBCLL Y 6-BA 3.0 mg/L Fil IAA 0. 2 mg/L B}, SM#
1A ZERGR B R K AE 86. 25% , BB A A
B R KAE

x2 AEHEAEERBEMIMEALREF FFHHIT
Table 2 Effect of different combinations of hormones on the regeneration of cherry tomato explants
™
SRR WK Pl growih SIS MR R B3R AR 5
No. of culture regulators /mg « L™1
No. of explants  No. of budding explants ~ Frequency of differentiated/ %  No. of regenerated shoots No. of buds on each explant
medium 1AA 6-BA 2,4-D
1 0.1 2.0 0.0 80 39 48.75 128 3.28
2 0.2 2.0 0.0 80 43 53.75 173 4,02
3 0.1 2.5 0.0 80 55 68.75 198 3.60
4 0.2 2.5 0.0 80 53 66. 25 216 4,08
5 0.1 3.0 0.0 80 60 75.00 401 6.68
6 0.2 3.0 0.0 80 69 86. 25 498 7.22
7 0.1 3.5 0.0 80 51 63.75 204 4.00
8 0.2 3.5 0.0 80 55 68. 75 231 4. 20
9 0.0 2.0 0.1 80 11 13.75 29 2. 64
10 0.0 2.0 0.2 80 9 11. 25 30 3.33
11 0.0 2.5 0.1 80 21 26. 25 41 1.95
12 0.0 2.5 0.2 80 13 16. 25 38 2.92
13 0.0 3.0 0.1 80 22 27.50 79 3.59
14 0.0 3.0 0.2 80 30 37.50 96 3.20
15 0.0 3.5 0.1 80 19 23.75 51 2. 68
16 0.0 3.5 0.2 80 39 48.75 128 3.28
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2.2 Pk R AR X PEARE h S ME 1A 4T 5 i

FER IR R B Sk 088 R 0 P AR B R i vp, SN 1A
& 2RI R 2 B B B M, b R, Sk A R
W FME IR B AR AT R AR R AN K. ARk & A A
A8 B R (Hyg) A MR MU 5 mg/L YR BiAR
A BRI SMEAR A K, Y Hyg W E A% 20 mg/L
i B 4 s Bk A S ME A4 TR AR 2F i Hyg ¥R BE 34
# 25 mg/L B, B 2R R R 0, I, 20 mg/L %
FE TR PR A A AR R A A R R
2.3 IR B i A S Y A S AE 1A 0 AP T A A K R I
F¥ 1]

M3 3 AT E H, RIFE N T HBsAg 3N % {48
BTN [ 28 20 (S ME R B, B0 25 1 A A 5 b 2 M
BB ARAFERENZS . SIH R 2B
RBAR, HZE B AL RARAR, AR 0. 56 %0 ; Bl & v ik
FIRE R, FrESME R B LR B R = My 11 d
W, AL Rk B 15.96%; 13 d R LR T B2
9.43%., T FRERSMERNIZEE S 9 d Bk B H LR
HIERIME 7. 96 %, BRI, HIR R 11 d AF T SMEIRE S
A

® 3 AEEBSMEER LB IHEHE

U ERIT

Table 3 Effects of age and type of explants on

transformation efficiency of cherry tomato

SME RIS i SMEfR BE R
Type of Age of No. of

Pl 3R R

No. of regenerated Generation rate of

explants explants/d explants shoots resistant buds/ %
7 88 5 5. 68
Tt 9 75 6 8.00
Cotyledon 11 94 15 15. 96
13 106 10 9.43
7 84 6 7.14
TR 9 113 9 7.96
Hypocotyl 11 126 7 5.56
13 99 5 5. 05
I} Leaf — 201 3 1. 49
2£B; Stem — 178 1 0.56

2.4 NIRRT B e B2 A0 1R e i i) 3o R MK 2 i e AL R Y
2

H1E 4 AT, 78 4R Je ik o) A ) B9 2614 T A [RR 3t
ViR B X A 7 il M TR 2 AL SR B R R R R 2. 3, OD fH
0.2 I H L R B (B 2R AR R B K. OD fH
0.4 1 0. 6 RYLSESMEMKF AR B R  OD {E K 0. 6
AL AR IR B R R, 34 OD {HIA %] 0. 8 J5 . SMERAY AL
R T, OD (BN 1. 0 B, i T RAFHE WL K R
RERIERBIMEK N TAZZ BB MR . W

5 A, RAT B AR AR Y ik R R R 5 4544 F AR B & A5G
AMERALR RV R B AR, ZERYE 5 min J5,4h
HEARA R R L RARA , (R 8%, 1R Yeht(a]
10 min F1 15 min B, M8 1510 R R AL R 8 88 , 4
HH 34.69%6 1 35.29% , “HERAHE ., MER YL
B B FE , SME R AL SR A B R . R, 1R Y st )
7 15 min A , ol APk SME R L

x4 FRARTEHBZLRENEREM

BRI

Table 4 Effect of different infection concentrations of

Agrobacterium on transformation of cherry tomato explants

1R e Bt B
. SME K Faia i SR
The concentration A AR
. J5Y¢ No.of  Frequency of
of Agrobacterium . ‘ .
No. of budding differentiated

resistant
explants /%

No.of  Generation rate

tume faciens of resistant

explants

/mg e+ L71 buds buds/ %
0.2 56 27 48. 21 6 10. 71
0.4 63 30 47. 62 21 33.33
0.6 70 33 47. 14 27 38.57
0.8 60 23 38.33 4 6. 67
1.0 56 14 25.00 0 0
RS RHEARER G BB E A
BEERA R
Table 5 Effect of different infection time on
transformation of cherry tomato explants
RYLRTH] igla MR BEEAR AR
Time of i No. of Frequency of No. of Generation rate
infecting No. of budding differentiated  resistant of resistant
/min explants explants /% buds buds/ %
5 50 16 32.00 4 8.00
10 49 21 42. 86 17 34. 69
15 51 21 41.18 18 35.29
20 53 13 24.53 15 28.30
25 51 6 11.76 15 29. 41

2.5 HBsAg F:H 5 ABEFEA A5 F R

B g A 32 MR AR A AR, B 1 R4y A A
BRI PCR AIMEE S . | & 1 AT, Xof HR 20 {2 T DR A Ak
A 1G4 , T 5 BH M X R pCAMBIA1301-HBsAg §
18 AR R 2 AR AR BD %% HBsAg SR MERE, &
it PCR %:5EJ5 ,22 MR FHAEAEBR Y 1 H 5 PH i BEAH )
F/NHI &, UL HBsAg BN E &84 IR IENA
HR WD S L P R DR LA

B PCR i 45 5 g B (9 P AE AE AR #E 4T Southern
FATIRG, B 2 HH A 4 BRE AR R 2R . BBl
2 AIAN, RS FE PRI FEAE AR I R R385 5 » T H AR
AERE PRI B T 28 AC 40, i — 20 VAR L O B B N A
M. J35h, HBsAg A K ER 43 LA BL4E I i) T8 X B 5 31
PERR AL 2 A, S AR R B 2 S48 DL HBsAg
A,
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1 HEFEEBE DNA B PCR %R
HE : M. Marker; 1. B B 52.4.6.8.9. B LB ME#K53.5.7.10. K
BeALAE PR 10, BHAEXTHR .
Fig. 1 PCR amplification results of transgenic cherry tomato
Note: M. Marker; 1. Negative control; 2, 4, 6, 8, 9. Transformed

plants;3,5,7,10. Untransformed plants;11. Positive control.

B2 HEFEEHERD Southern LR
1 BN AR 5 2~5. B BB [FIRR 3R 5 6. JTORL CFHAM:XT R .
Fig. 2 Southern blot analysis of transgenic cherry tomato
Note:; 1. Negative control; 2 ~ 5. Independent transgenic plants;

6. Plasmid DNA as positive control.

3 WitE4ie

SNEM R Y AL TGRSR P LA A, KFE
WA S LR B SR R — Y S R A R
FIRIRCR, ZW R G AEH LA — B RN EHER AT
HYIRGAL AR EFN 4., AHRAREBRE
HHIH SR SR R, X P IR WO L B R BE AT T
R, (HiH TR SRS N IRME K FRESR,
HAMEERH RO HBR RN ZR. EXREF,.IAA
TR A E HIEFEMNAR T 2,4-D. EESAG
LR FIEE , BT S 28 /9 4040 mT LA BA S5 14 45 40 3k
B, WIZRE A LB, BREE T aGALLES
B AR EFE LI SR 5 L R ARG A AN B S
FURE ZF R AR SR B LA 6-BA 3.0 mg/L
I TAA 0.2 mg/L i, AU AEE S A4 2 TE AL,
BEE S ANE 240k, B 2 28 1 H ZE R A4 S S 1
A AR IR B B KA

PR B A BRAE AR R AL, X TR K B3
HiEREABEEEH. ZMREEY RS EAER
FRE, RGBT R SMER P R R E S
XA BALEE AR RE IR . T R AR DR L A e A A
BB 77, VR A AE Y R R A Ak R R ST N s A% B L B
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B, Velcheva M M YCHHRE N 7 d I RIS E L
FA 2 TR DRI AL R, 3% T BB ol T F AR A AR BRTE BRI, 5
ZAHNRH R, SN EAE AT 5 8 AR
B HEMTRFERRER, AT ROAEZL, 5T
PEZFRY A SRR MR O . i R B, Bk 2l T
W R4 ) % A R R S i I R PR OC. HR 11 d
HIRERE AN T AMERE IS S . S5 RFFRER
Yt ] e BE XA AL ROR R AR B, AR
VRV BE 3 TR » AN 3 SMELAR U] B A 3 RS A 35 TG S il
HEARRS W HIEFEF I AERATRAR LSS
MHIARFFE A A K TR BOMER I FET: . W RSMEE
T TR VR P IR P ) et P /IR R DR 6 A S 1R 40 i
T L RE AR 32 A R R Y I 18 , SME R L & 32 BIR T
FTEETIET . R [A] 5 4, HM IR R A B JL 3R
RN, FEEEASCR S RE R KA AR . RE7EE
HEIFMT SMERA REIE T H Hu itk A 41400501
PR AR T RE MM, P 5 Rk it
HIB AL AR RIEAT T Ak S iy R B e R DRI A G
FAERBEE T HeAl
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(L P EREBE BB ORI, Bil 58 ST 83001152, H EAHERE HFFTAEBE LA 100039;
3. BHARO L BB AT Bl | ST 830091)

B EABZERREOYNTARM AR T AR S BMA NE S & E G Bk A
b B R aE ) B EER S E R R AR S BAERGYa., EREN Y ESH 13N HE B
CPW g ZMEN>& 2h RIFHRERKFZAERYNBZTLECRES B R;HHA20d 8
Yt H BREGRERKRESR, RERKZAL ALY S E N R BRAEH LN T HFE
B +0.2% B A78E,25°C BB Aot T BEAE 12 h TT3RR X A K ZHE N 09 R £ K By i F 5 Jm

RERH OV ERRESRERKYS .
KW EE 4 R A A

hESEKS:S636.203. 6 CERARINAD:A  CEHE:1001—0009(2012)11—0109—04

BE (Lactuca sativa L) R EER 1 asi# 2 a
EREAEY) . TIZRE TR, B BCPERZ A&
FWFEZ —. BEPHRKLEY & BAK, TR (B
BEMEFAD SEFE, 2% & AN RRBE A #75 [F
B FE ST R, BRR R 1A SRR TE ST M ; R B E
BT A RO BER Y 27 £ R LA R PR R I L

FE—EEEMN 2 HA986), K, EiEML AT RZNFHY LR
A AEH R TAE, E-mail: whui0221@ yahoo. cn,
BEEE T REA62), B, AL, AR AETEZAEELD TR
A B F B % TAE, E-mail: wangxj@ms. xjb. ac. cn,

EEWE  PAR BRI A ZFITRBHREL” KA B
(XBBS200913) ; Bl % B &A% A & F 45 A2 F 81 R B (811027375
AR B AT 30 I R FH I AR TR B (KGCXZ-YW-509),

WK E:2012—02—27

OERZEFLAAE FIT 5 e A1 58 B A e AR O 1k
oy At B I SR Eh S Th BB, LR RIIBT I KB, 55
BRI —Rr B AR BRGS0 B W I BUR Y R
St » %ok R L B i A N O TR R — RE A T A
JH AL AT U AR R AE R O B AT Y SR

AT AR B8 B PR R B rh e | AR
WO R EARMGRE Y . BB SEE TIE
IEAETEA B B, BA H BRI f AR B A
B 3 I BUA R A b B4 5 | M A i, A2
SRR A R) — 2 2 ) 55 ) SR GOk R B IR AR T SRR
7 R T B AR B\ T T RN B TR A BT A
¥t i BTG B B8 BT i v PR LA R P B A ™
T, RN ESETAIGES, K, 18 FJRAE B ik
RIEEFTEERMRBTRAH 1R — MRIFRIREE,

Optimization of Agrobacterium-Mediated Transformation of HBsAg Gene into Cherry Tomato

ZHANG Yan-ting' ,GUO Bin' ,GUAN Zheng-jun® ,DAI Jia-kun** ,WEI Ya-hui!
(1. Key Laboratory of Resource Biology and Biotechnology in Western China, College of Life Science, Northwest University, Xi” an, Shaanxi

710069 ;2. Department of Life Science, Yuncheng University, Yuncheng,Shanxi 04400033, Enzyme Engineering Institute of Shaanxi Academy of
Sciences, Xi’an,Shaanxi 710600;4. Enzyme Engineering Technology Center of Shaanxi,Xi’an,Shaanxi 710600)

Abstract; Cherry tomatoes were used as the experiment materials, and the high frequency regeneration system was

established. Hepatitis B surface antigen ( HBsAg) gene was used to transform cherry tomato explant mediated by

Agrobacterium tume faciens , and the explant was cultured to optimize the transformation system. The results showed

that,the highest transformation efficiency was obtained when 11 d old cotyledon explants were preconditioned on the
culture medium of MS+ 6-BA 3.0 mg/L +IAA 0.2 mg/L for 2 days, infected with Agrobacterium tume faciens

(ODGOO =0Q. 6) fOr 15 Inil’l.
Key words: HBsAg gene;cherry tomato;optimization
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