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TEFWGLHEAB IR E mXHE, F A

CRrigRE APt SR B Bl 58 AT 830046)

B EAARREBEBRABALEERARE A2 98N T1 RELX BT A RXM, KA
23 HARAT BN K 09 ShALAR A ) PCR B AR 3 283543 3] 69 SPALAR AT A M, VA HA R s 2k ot Fa b
Hitk, ZREW ERRSMERERERY, LRI TFRERGEH A 2C.FR4h,HHE
MR FFHIHRAM S Z MS BpE+B5 44 % +2 mg/L 6-BA +7 g/L 3585 +500 mg/L k78
1] g/L TR E; A 1100 Nt E FRAE A2 69 T1 RAFF 5Nk 34T PCR &

), FabE b 4. 5%,

R I FE A 5 Ar2 FE IR ;5% FE PR AL AR 7 10

hE 43S S 685. 21

FRFRE RS A E TR XM E R FH, H
AR EE S B 1R FE T B (Pseudoperonospora cubensis
Rostov. ) , 2 —F & A AW . MER EEEFFHIR
WU ERTIRE R Fr, it A R R S 2 PR AR R
SRR A X RO BE S R YT KR A UK BE R, i
A EBETHG, A 2T A, 15 d 224G B A]
BOEMRASFES . ORI BRI E R R EE T
W5, EHET, KE A EH K& R X 78 8o A otk I
TR TE 25 BRI XOR AR AR AT LK B Rl AR T
BTGB A RS . b, I JUAE TR B AR RN Al A 2
WKL, ST FEER Y H XA B R
HIZBFRR A B E ORI .

AT, TR A B I8 R BAR SR A H 5, SR
910 P 2 o 5] o A5 0 D TR 0T SR 43R0 7 AR 5
HITR 250 , B IR ORI FS E ZAIH . LAk, £k 2 i1 550 1
REF AR SERATHEWEE. F, &K
a8 B PR R RN R B R R A B R AE T
Ingi. FEEAEYBAR KRR, Bk 82 )RR TR
FERIBE NI T M. FH T 7R 5 v 22 DR 2 6 X B R
RUPE—EMHEED, BRRENEERENEA
Pc-1,Pc-2,Pc-3,Pc-4 # Pc-5" , M &4t 1 3 B 51) A

E—EEBMMN T E AT, &, AR LR F @A AR
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REEE:FRAMD, B R HLEFF AL OAHED AL
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TEREFEPIT T RR o 4 25 PR F A ke ) ARG 2
BREEN ., EEHEEFEREN B2 FREE
J&i » >R Fil PCR Kyl %541 F BL 4 EAE AR X 8 se Y e it
TREHEME, XMFERSRAEFRBEE, T
fEER K, EBESRT, i THESIRESIER X4
T AR R A R 7 AR TE — S R AU » T k38 4T
T B — i | A7 BAL | %o Ak A K T 45 A R O ik ke it
AP LI AR A T 26 . 126356 78 S B3R Fh 7 1 i) b AR
TG RIRTIR T, VIBUNER 4> F i S R R 17 35 77, 3R B
SME R DNA, @ i PCR £ AR X 160 8 E i % FA Ar2
FEP AN T1 AR T 3047 POs ARSI, R4 T %% 32 B
JIFPF ARG A4 R REAE RN S R AR Ak IR 8 L TR
FHRFD /NS 43 F SR 14 85 5% 4540 DL B R PCR
L5 T B A 5 PR RS 7 0 A 1R R 5 DA 3 4 e s
PR ML R O 0 ) P 300 DRkt 7 o+ o) 78 B P bE RE 1 48
S8R P 2 e DRI, Sy J B 2 5 PR 08 TR A 9 4R 1L 3
WARYE , AEEE B IS A 5 s IR A X 75 R A Pt
JHT R F .

1 MEEFE
L1 Rk

BHRA R S B E R AR AR B RN A2
RO T1 ARFPF £h 2011 45 HH ) 4% £ 5 24 4t 8 o <
Ui 3R .

7 : At2-pPTNI133 HUB iR F 4 A fl 22 5 H AR 2%
R SLI6 = 4 - 77 ; CTAB , RNase A W H g4 T; H
F PCR J 17 A S5 B Marker W [ 52441 (K& B
PR ] (TaKaRa ) ; 6-7 & 3 I8 (6-BA) i H Sigma 24
Al HoAYE AR 3 00 B 7= Bk O 434 45 Sk i e fi5 48
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REBE T 570 % AT Bk 37 F B FE AR R (GE I TS S A
FRZF]) 550 60 AT BRG] 25 8 R (223048 TG N B IE AR AR
BT RE TR EET R .

BEFR L. AR FR L (MS ML +B5 g R +
2 mg/L 6-BA +7 g/L IR,

FEAUER : Tissuelyer-24 L4 5 HLUHFEEHL R
%= ##), TECHNE TC-512PCR X (£ ) , ECP3000
HEBE KA CFEILED .
L2 R®rk
L2.1 SMEAREFRAGRA T RO R
ik R AT 250, #6147 2.4.6.8 h 72°C TR E AL
L B IR D 5 1 e B ARG SR AN 500 mg/L
Sk 76 8 Fi5 4k DA A 5 4 A B A K AR R T
2R 3t GZE 3 35D ¥ F 1 mm SME A, A B A8 55 4
R B ARE AT, T 25°C (16 h Y% E/8 h BB 1% 3%
6~7 dJEME,HE 3K, FitFH o R. HHREN
i v 4 KB AL B M FP U0 F 1 mm SMERR, A SH
AN TRI R BE 7 ) [ A 3 3% A, F 25°C (16 h OB HR/8 h
EEOIEFR 6~7 d JFWER L, EE 3 W Gt H R,
KB e BT SRR R 1. b TR S AME K
PR K, 48 5 B 37 A [, FE R SR R 7 H A n bR
HIFRRZ 150 6-BA,

*1 RE7IF %R At &

Table 1 Culture media of antifungal agent screening

Rk HA RS 3K HIWE N Hh D il
Media Bocsic component Cefotaxime Bactericidal agent
MS Ttk +4E4 & B+
MSBO
2 mg/L 6-BA +7 g/L Biig
MSBI MS Tetlsh+4e4 % B5+ 500 mg/L kI
2 mg/L 6-BA +7 g/L 3§ W N
MS Tl +4 B5+ 500 L3
Pl +4E4 R mg/A kA L1 /L R AE A
2 mg/L 6-BA +7 g/ L 3iig 15 44
MS TeHlEh+44E % Bs+ 500 mg/L 3k
MSB3 . 8.3 mL/LARE
2 mg/L 6-BA +7 ¢/ L 3iig 15 44
MS Tt +4E4 % B5+ 500 mg/L ki
MSB4 5g/L b
2 mg/L 6-BA +7 g/L 3ifig WE 5 6 gLERR
1.2.2 SRR FRERN  AMEA KRS

e AR FR B A KL 18 cm, FEH 9.8 em K&,
B E ARG TR AR BRI T1 AR5 5 A AR i 5
Kb E)E , NFrERimd) T 1 mm SMEK, %5 5 A
B A 3 PR, B B AR 40T, F 25°C (16 h B HR/8 h &
BOIEFR 6~7 d, T FPF I 5 SR E P T
I N Ui —— X L FRIC AR AF . I DNA S .
ki fk CTAB ¥R BUE RSME R ZL N 4 DNA, 4
FERBESR 5~6 d J& , ¥ AR 9 SR B, FHZH 2
BHEEHLTEE , A 500 pL #9 2 X CTAB ¥ ¥, 60°C K I
10 min, & & =R 5. A S KB & /57 kB
(24 + 1), BifFIE47,12 000 r/min B.L> 5 min, /N{IE
FREWR Y 400 pL, A SRR TS 1 5 P9 I R IR

57,12 000 r/min B> 5 min, BB LS,/ MNOFE L
THW, BT FERE BT, HULER T 15 pL TER
WR(TEBH+7.5% 1 mg/mL RNase), % ZPHFIK
#) PCR Kl . 2 FR F CH %1 77 3, iR 3% GenBank H
Ar2 3 (PUB-MED 14688292) F %1% i PCR 3|47, 3~
RSN R T A2 22N, 3140 F . PL.5'-CGG-
GATCCATGGATTACGTTTATGCA-3'; P2. 5-CGGA-
GCTCAATTACATGGACATGGGAGA-3', PCR J% i #2
¥ - 94°C WS 3 min,94°C .30 s,48~40°C G EHE Kk
A% 1°C . ANELEE 30 5,72°C .90 s,30 MEH, 72°C JEA
5 min,

2 BREHSW

2.1 SMEERSEFRZARTE

2.1.1 FhFRERREAE BB 1A, YR/
T2°CTFHKEE 2 h B, RAEA RN M IR ROR , 75 21
InFpF K At A i AME R YL R R, FPF K 4~8 h
HARKEIMEEMPERER B (P<0.05), KK
8 MM B R BT () 50U &EH), K 4 hiIRZ (A h
55%0),{HKH 4.6.8 h TR EER., HEIAMTFEEK
HRTE R KX FREERE — 2 E, H ik, %
T2°CTHKIE 4 h AL HFIF,

| LT

FKEF18] Dry heat sterilizing time/h

Bl #F&EFHRE R E T
W AR R R R T B EEER, AR FEREFERE P
0.05), T,
Fig.1 Optimization of seed dry heat sterilizing time

100 - a
80
60
40

HME IR e R

Explants contamination rate/%

20

0

Note; Same letters represent no significant differences and different let-

ters represent significant differences (P<C0. 05). The same as below.

2.1.2 ¥EFRFEMTEE BT RA 72°CTF MK 4 h, ¥
FREEHERIN 500 mg/ L 3k HUWE fi5 4k (4 kb 3 7 i B4
FRIGSME R A SR SR B P A R B 0.
PRI 5 123X 18 T 1) 3 % 22 P O 0 (R A EC TR I TR 5
DS EREA K, B 2 R0 500 mg/L L flgEf5
AR P IR AL B 5 ORI AT B R B R AR AR B
Z5 ., mE 3 [ A, MSB2 #l MSB3 3% 5% 2 AE % B B ¢
fIRHME ARG 3, Hod MSB2 3555 530 I 3UR el (2006
ZF). 5 MSBO B FEFA L, MSBA ¥4 ik 2 T 1
BOR, —H YR TE SO% L FL A B EER, HIt,
MSB2 hEiE 5L, B MSBO #5323 +500 mg/L 3L
WEfSE+1. 1 g/ L B FEHEAEE,
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2 AEMEFMNERR
vE : A:MSBO 15573 ;B: MSB1 1238 4 ; C. MSB2 #5384 ; D. MSB3 %
FHE:MSBA 53 A~E N33R 7 d RS SMEMRAE KIFH
Fig. 2 Inhibitory effects of different antifungal agent
Note: A: MSBO; B: MSB1; C: MSB2; D;: MSB3; E: MSB4; A~ E: The

growth status of each explant after culturing for 7 days.

HME IR R R

Explants contamination rate/%

MSBI MSB2 MSB3 MSB4
BN LA FIB0ES S5 Media with different fungistats

3 RESWMEFNMGE

Fig. 3 Optimization of the antifungal agent

2.2 FEFEPIAEMRAR TP AR I

2.2.1 FEKEKMG TIMERERGEEREPERS
M IR TS Bl K AL BE T ¥R R 72°C T
KEFF 4 h, BB SME KRR IR I MS ToHlih + 4k 4
% B5+2 mg/L 6-BA +7 g/L BiflE+500 mg/L 3k Hime
faéh+1.1 g/L HRFLAE, LIBOE KF P AL
H 1100 RiFhF , FEFOB BE SR I R AT RAL 3R . iRl 4
BN 3537 5 d IR SMERE B, H Y FAK,

2.2.2 TN DNA M#2EC Rk CTAB L42 HUE
FKAMER DNA, E 5 5 DNA sk . frig DNA
2 L TRORI Y BE R SCRS I , 45 SR 3 AR & 5 B L B AR
A DLl R JES2R PCR 36K

4 BRERAEGTIIMEBERBREFEPERER
Fig. 4 The growth status of explants in the optimal

sterilization conditions and optimal medium
2.2.3 WEFEEPFTFHNH PCR KW DL B S0 48 1K
DNA YE R854, I Ar2 #9751 95%F 28U 1 100 SSME K
#E47 PCR G . B IKEMZS R BR 5 MEMY N T
L2 kb A EMZW, AR 2 5.7 5.8 5.9 5
10 5 (& 6), FE:PFF PCR A A FHPER A 4. 5%0,

8 9 1

B 5 HEEMNIMEGEAXELR DNA BKER
#F :Marker DL 2 000;1~10. Ak FH.
Fig. 5 Genomic DNA extracted from transformed melon explants

Note: Marker DL 2 000;1~10 represent different transgenic melon. The same as below.

M P N 1 2 3

2000 bp
1 000 bp
750 bp
500 bp

250 bp
100 bp

i i

6 T1REEEEHk A2 ZEER PCRIEUER
1 P BT 5 N SR S R A R
Fig. 6 PCR results of At2 gene from T1 melon
Note: P: Positive control; N: Wild type plant.

104

6 7 8 9 10

- 12kb

il

PDF SCH# ] "pdfFactory Pro™ X RAG)E www. Fineprint.cn



http://www.fineprint.cn

F @ % 2014001):102~105

- YRR -

HE3X 5 i e P AR HEAT R B FR R, A F I gkt —
431K K A FEAG I 56 UE
3 Zig5itie

RPN TFREEEEEEENSE —
#. HIFFAEFZNEE, BB &ER™E
TS G, W K AR IR AL 335 B R D R0, — e R
KPR 7 42 NaClO 5% HgClL A BETH 3. XL K7
KXERKEYE B FF 203 Wik B 5, FER
Gyt ISR IR R, R TR E W AR — 2
FERE B ARFERN TR IEANE , 3 H AN B A Fh T BE9 1 3]
B TR M™% 56 R T 3K B vk %t il
FHATKEE . BRI 2t )i+, ¥ & S B0R
FIRIK BT b 16 VA B, HL 2K B I ) A, X AT
B R AR . R, 1R 8 Akt KB B TR AT T O
B, B 2R Bl E A T R B &R E N 72°C, TR
FF 4 h, KT FE— 208 SN RS 3R A YL i R, 1) 8%
FREPRMABHMEAEF UM EF#AEK, SEEHA,
THRAIME R B 5 57 8 MS THLEh + 44 K B5+
2 mg/L 6-BA+ 7 g/L BEHE + 500 mg/L 3k i ¥E i
B+1.1 o/ LEESEAHE, 1 100 BRAE T A LT Ar2
FEPI T AR F TR, FE R 4. 5%0.,

R SL A Bk B AT O I, 2 S AR F &
K AN REGREE LA I b i AT R R A TR R — A EE
B RS, B g8 A A IS R AR X i SR N
FERERR T —/NER 43 BEAT AL 2035 3% , 1 6 47 20 1R 0
G536 , W] A S B AE ot i 2 R b AR I R, AT R
BRIGYE . XA S8 T & 40 i v G R A
JE RIS, F R BE SR AR vk R T B AR SRR I TR
2~3 JRIEIRM] 1% 05 A L AR PR A R (R 5~
6 d ZE A I I 5 o i/ B IR AR T ik 7E A R
RS 7 BEAE N B I b PR AR R, % R TE 18 em X
9.8 cm ARG IR A AT 58 KT 60 B AR R ARSI 5 Uk 20 T

#o HEIHIREIR BRI O 1 B X B A A A ) BT AT
FHHESR SR, Sk th B AR R S » T B W5 4T K A 77
TER I J A AR AR % B PR SR 2 R . X7 IS TE R
HELRT BP AT 58 B b1 BRI » i T AU — /NS 0 1 44
E X B3 G 4 0 6 AR T R LR R A, A
WA F1 . BRI XU ORI 5 L R 2 D Fh 7 i
FIR EFAE , LA — A0 TT JR L 78 B i 2 N T 20 1
B PR AR I .
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The Screening of Transgenic Plants Resistant to Downy Mildew Disease in Melon

NING Xue-fei, HAN Xiao-lu, WANG Xian-lei, GAO Xing-wang,LI Guan
(College of Life Science and Technology , Xinjiang University, Urumqi, Xinjiang 830046)

Abstract : Taking T1 melon of transgenic plant seed that transgened into Az2 downy mildew resistant gene though pollen-

tube pathway technology as material,swollen explants was gotten through tissue culture technology. Then PCR analysis

was performed on the explant,which were obtained from transgenic seed to screen out positive transgenic plant rapidly.

The result indicated that the optimal sterilization condition was 72°C for 4 h and the optimal medium components with
antifungal effect was MS salts+B5 vitamins+2 mg/L 6-BA+7 g/L agar +500 mg/L cefotaxime+1. 1 g/L thiophanate-

methyl,during the culture processes of melon explants. 1 100 T1 generation seed explants transformed with downy

mildew resistance genes At2 were detected using PCR technique,and the positive rate was 4.5 %o.

Key words: melon;downy mildew; A2 gene;transgenic plants screening
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