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W =N T KRS (Aphis glycines Matsumura ) 1£4% ) K & 4E M5 25 ( soybean mosaic virus, SMV') 5 HAA& Py e 7=
AR EELS G B (GroEL) Z [ AR FAHLEN , 32 I RT — PCR R SE AR 3R D87 N 3L 2E T/ groEL FER 2 )7 41, #i%
R 5 pET21b AR T4 )5 I TR K5, & Ni-Agarose His SEFUZ TS B S04L 9 2 1, - FI 2 € i PCR B AR 43
BT AR [ I 8] AN [R] 430 K S0 N A T8 groE L JE R Rk w28k, TP A0 3R W . R G N AR T groEL B K]
SRJFHIH 1 647 bp, 4l 548 A& LR, HEWE 170 T8 pL (5505108 69 kDa 1 5. 24, ik D4 £ 5 2 2844 pET21b-
GroEL HEAT % A , Western-blot %5 i 1y H M98 11, 3 P AT Pk 40 17 R E 20 2 P A (L A Bl ) £ SMIV i ]
PIER K T IF N LR T groEL FRiA 5 W3 35 I, HLJC# A B 54 A N L4 T groEL 3Rk R 35 TH T 4
DR REBFNIEATE groEL BRI Re /e JFAZ 40M e E#ASRIS , JF B R S fEm & SMV f5 & s i 3ta:
W groEL BYFEIK , TG I SMV 45 & A THY AT fe ko

KGR R T RS AEM B s WA T 2 G iR D B R 9O E & PCR
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Molecular Cloning and Analysis of Expression Levels of Buchnera groEL of A-

phis glycines ( Hemiptera ;. Aphididae )

XU Zhong-xin, WANG Hong, ZHAO Kui-jun, HAN Lan-lan
( College of Agriculture, Northeast Agricultural University, Harbin 150030, China)

Abstract; In order to probe into the mechanism underlying interaction between propagation of mosaic virus (soybean mosaic
virus, SMV) by Aphis glycines and its Buchnera-producing GroEL protein. The full-length groEL sequence was amplified from
the Buchnera of Aphis glycines by RT-PCR technique, and the gene was recombined into pET21b and expressed in prokaryotic
expression system. Meanwhile purified recombinant protein was obtained by Ni-Agarose His affinity chromatography, the con-
tent of SMV in Aphis glycines at different time and the changes of expression levels of groEL gene after feeding SMV were ana-
lyzed using Real-time quantitative PCR technology. The sequence analysis showed that the full-length Buchnera groEL se-
quence of Aphis glycines is 1 647 bp in length encoding 548 amino acid residues with the predicted molecular weight 69 kDa
and pl 5.24. The built recombinant vector pET21b-GroEL was expressed in prokaryotic expression system,and the recombi-
nant protein was determinded as the target protein using western-blot analysis. The Buchnera groEL gene expression levels of
Aphis glycines was increased significantly with the extension of time of feeding SMV, the expression level of Buchnera groEL
gene expression content in wingless and winged adults were significantly higher than the other four nymphs periods. All these
results above showed that Buchneragro EL gene of Aphis glycines was expressed stably and correctly in E. coli, and the expres-
sion of Buchneragro EL was induced in Aphis glycines after feeding on SMV, which increases the possibility of SMV spread in
soybean field.

Keywords : Aphis glycines;soybean mosaic virus ; Buchnera ; GroEL ; Real-time quantitative PCR
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BB, AT UG 4 5 7 1 0 A R R 0 3 R e
ST AR, DT 5 AR 00 0 7 7 A AR P9 G 3 K
PES S SR RERS A I A groEL Hrik ARl ,
T REH IR HUR N IE A TR 1Y) groEL JEMH fifi 2 R
REHEAT 5 75, DA T D320 A8 W s B0 1AL 3E 5 R A,
BT 7 25 T R 5 groEL JEIH A S A M I P 15
B Morin S 210 FHGF s 2B 1 groEL i L 75
TENAS BT 2 B HEAT 4RI , & AR A BLAS 46 75 i
AL (TYLCV-Is) B LR T T 80% LU |
R G RS GBI e U R KA I
TES A E R - BRI LR 1 h s, HEATIE
BRI RE R, R AL 3R KA MR # A
TR, Akad 25 DB UEFS AL GroEL K 1A 76 M8 54 iz
TR S P e 3k e FE R T 9 AE GroEL R
o, T T 25 1) 52 A R RS 3, 3545 T B R IR
YURBREPRZIAG . H AT, & F B AR N A = AR
groEL JFAS M0 RAS 4 A 1 . 5 K BF FBk 7 B
AARE S R GroEL 2K 75 R A 4 1
HARTRENL , 45 501 2 5 R S A 0 75 1 4 1 o6
B AR SCHIFE 1R 7 o A 285 AR [R) 6 [) 36 B o7 4 i
S B K S ) B i AR N AR T GroEL 3Rk
IS B, J it — AR groEL 3 X () T BE LA
BRI groEL JEFA- S EATH0 K AL M 25 60 & i
WFoE B T 3L,

1 RS 7%

1.1 ##

A3 Y5 R K G T (Aphis glycines Matsumura ) |
SR M Ry PR VT AR M R BE T AR AL AR ML K2 7 By 5
A, T E P E IR OG IR B SR AR R A SR T )
FRAFA N RBE (25 £1)C OEMR(L:D) = 14:10 4
XHBEE(RH)70% o B LA & 7 25,

RELAEM R 7 (SMV) g Bt ARl R 27 A 27 B
YEW) 35t A% 5 Fh 5T 6 8T 1R 58 8 a5 B & 2 1t SC3
B R
1.2 FZEiKHA

kA S BN EE H Promega 2\ 7] ; DL2000 DNA
Marker \DNA Z{i{6 i) & | ook $2 B0l & . pMD18-
T 44k . Taq DNA 45 Big FIBR il P N VTG EcoR 1 |
Hind W4 [ TaKaRa 23 ] ; pEasy-T1 SEFEAR UL
% H marker 1 Ni-Agarose His FR%5 36 12 M4+ % W
T4 N F s K E DH5a BL21  pET21b JF ki
FH ARS8 28 DR A, AR iR Sy gk 11 s ] 7 40 A 4t
SIE RS MY B A T AY) TREARRS A

PR B 52 A% o
1.3 FHix
1.3.1 K23 ME4E DNA 6323 433HE 100

mg JKIZR T — 80°C vKAF P 1) 5 5 R 1) 8 K G 07, 28
400 mL DNA Zf# % [ 100 mmol - L™' Tris-HC1
(pH8.0) ,25 mmol -I."" EDTA (pHS. 0),500 mmol -1~
NaCl, 1% SDS | Z&fif, 2 J F 1 05 il 2 75 £ B
PRFEIH L DNAYY S JRECS DNA B 52 50k
FETE K 1% Bt B bt e ro DK A 5 ORAE T - 20°C UK
Fahas .

1.3.2 3lapikit MR A e st & R A
(B sR5: AF367248) it m G, HIF 5
T (GroELF2 F1 GroELR2 F %12k 43 51| & BamH TF01
Hind TEGYIA ) -

®1 EHREFASY

Table 1 Primers used in this study

5| # F% Primer name
GroELF1
GroELR1
GroELF2

541 (5' —3") Primer sequence
CCTGCAGATGGCCGCTAAAGATGAAA
ACGGATCCTTACATTCCACCCATGCC
CGCGGATCCCATGGCCGCTAAAGATGAAA

GroELR2 CCCAAGCTTTTACATCATTCCGCCCATAC
q GroELF3 TCTAAGTGGAGGTTCTGTGATTTC
q GroELR3 TGACTAATACGGCTTTGGATG
18S-F ATTGACGGAAGGGCACC
18S-R CGCTCCACCAACTAAGAACG

1.3.3 K E¥ W& AEH goEL 2B PCR ¥ 3
PCR WK% A 50 pL, H:if 10 x PCR buffer 5 L,
dNTPs 4 L .DNA B4z 3 wL.0.01 mmol-L ™" iy 37
MFWES1445 1 wL.Tag DNA BAH(5 U-ul™")
0.5 wl, #4450 94°C FWiAE Pk 5 min, SR )5 94°C
A5PE 1 min,54°C 3B & 1 min,72°C ZEf# 2 min, 3t 35
MG, 72°C S EAH 10 min,4°CfRAF, PCR =¥k
FH 1% S5 8 e A i, S8 I 70 5E S LR 43 i R 52
HOREE I EAR 10 25 AR

1.3.4 #8 #45ffik PCR =YL DNA
[l W) G Al )5 L 1% pMDI8-T 884K 5 e A K
¥ Escherichia coli DHS o B2 5400, 18 TS &%
H R LB Pk 37°CHE IR 0, PRI TR % , 42 X
JFUk DNA 3 i (R PCR (D) HEA T 45 S5 )7 o
1.3.5 55 54 i DNAstar 44k GroEL ¥%
FRIF 51 (1) ORF X, b L 0% & B 2 ) 4, 1
BLAST #£ /% ( http: // www. ncbi. nlm. nih. gov/
BLAST/) 4RI T 2k groEL SRR T 51 SR )5 #l
H Clustal X 1. 83 HicfFb475¢ 4 O R, 1 MEGA
5. 05 # A4 Y Neighbor-Joining ( H Z$ #6536 %%1 000 )
TrEH T 7RG AL, BB TR
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FTN AE Expasy IR 55 #% (http: // web. expasy. org/
computepi/ ) 7387 o F 1BHIFE L PR 41 43 A S 3
A 5 F50 00 S FH 28 1 20 27 Chittp : // web. expasy. org/
protparam ) #7437, H YD BRI A H] NCBI
W B fE 26 T. . Conserved Domains ( http://
www. ncbi. m. nih. gov/Structure/cdd/wrpsh. cgi) ,
=5 KB A T R F SignalP4. O (http://www. cbs.
dtu. dk/services/SignalP/) , | F§ SMART (http: //
smart. embl-heidelberg. de/) Z3#7 & H &5 1, T A
ey e NINIE
1.3.6 #% kA% ® M BamH 1l Hind 111
XI844 pET21b F1H 1 1 Bt groEL , ¥ RN ™ 4)
HEAEIF AL T A A A0 BL21 v, 8 B RH 4 TR Bk
PR T 5 mL LB( %45 100 pg-mL™" Amp) R IKR5 37
Jerp 37°C,220 remin RGBSR B mL B
W HERR T 100 mL LB( & 45 100 pg-mL ™" amp) i i
Bigadkrh 37°C 220 r-min PR EEFRZE OD (4 0.6
FEAT MALHEE 1 mmol L™ 1 IPTG( 24 mg-pL.™")
TP R AN IS SR EE (10,25,37°C) FIA[R]
TR EERFR] (0,36,72 h)220 r-min " 5504 F4kS4R
Figw 6 h, W1 mL K2 E.OE T, &R 12 000
vemin ™ B0 2 min, 7 13, R B AT 150 ul f
Ix A EFEG s d, Z W 10 min, Z i 12 000
remin T B0 1 ming, B 15 pl |3 4T SDS-PAGE
(15% 53 BSJEAN 4% Ve Aa e ) , Kl B Ry Rk
W T 4LEE IR 22 SDS-PAGE HL VK 5 5 %% % PVDF
JES, FH 2= 3 5L R TBS YRk e, LATC il 4 1 & 4]
WEATHEE o H —HT (His-tag HUAA) , oIS W
HRP (FR) BT A7 B WRTR A 10 1 04 HO A4 593 &
ZfE L, THRER B LUE MR 40 min, Z80E %
J& Y DAB 2 41K

Xof BT 2% 1A 1Y R T2 F N AL AR TR GroEL 2 kAT
Westem-blot 5 il 73 #fr ( LL R & DNA J B i L i
PET-21b BEREAE A XTHE) .
1.3.7 RéssEaaddiit HSEREENEEK
LB IR 2 5 K Ni-Agarose His Hr25 75 [ 44k,
1R & (TransGen Biotech) #lifk K T 14 2Lk Wi
fiftF 7 mol - L™ RIS , 56 FI V-5 2% vh i T 1 12
B, BRI TP 2 o s 2 B AR AT R i &2
A Tr] e JBE A WA e 5 S T 1 E ) B
1.3.8 FRRESMARFZEEFHAXLFALLR
groEL 9 Z 5541 43 Bl IBUE R 2 10 K R 7 36,
72 h R LR A M e TC R BRI R
JEA T DNA,Hf DNA S 5 7 B 2] 100 ng - pl ™'

ST fik g 220 gy g4 GroELF1
Fl GroELRL 3 15 2| 1Y J¥ 9 W 1+ e R 51 9
qGroELF3F1 GroELR3 #47%% ¢ & & PCR 4347, LA
18S-R Fl 18S-F YN NS I (F 1)

%% 2 B PCR 2K A Quantity PCR Kit ( Bio-
Rad) {7 & ¥ AR H:10 wL SYBR, 5[4 (10
pwmol-L™") 4 1 wL,2 wL DNA #E#z , Jin K B XGE K
%20 pL, PCR JZ W 454 :95C il 242 P 3 min,
95°C A 10 s,54°C Bk 12 s, ¥R 40 WK, J 145
HFidsk CofH, b 3 IRE K
1.4 HIESH

FIXF 26 1k B A9 R 27 sk it AT 4
Bt o SR SPSS 17. 0 Geil 4 5K R )5 22 40 i
(ANOVA) #4784l 43 4, >R ] LSD k47 2 8 1
B (P <0.05)

2 HREHW
2.1 KEHHEER groEL BRI 5F 7
S

ARWTFEARAFHY groEL BN, 42K 1 647 bp, 4t
Hifith 548 A2 FH MR, WP 25 54 NCBI 1 BLAST
BEATARUPE ARG 2, 5 22 = I A% v A ) B ( Schiza-
phisgraminu) groEL & [N J¥ 51 ( GenBank % 5% 5.
AF434719) (—5ME N 89% ,UEMH B ires H ik A B,
BIZ T 44 AgroEL( GenBank ;: KJ543522)

RZIFNILA T groEL TF ) BEHE Z A HE 5 1)
BB FHE200 69 kDa, B % pl Oy 5. 24,
7353 Cosoo Harg I N3 Ogposy » H1 8 210 AN T2 AL 5
GG 16 B 94. 51, “F By i K R¢ 1 (GRAVY)

—0. 120, 53 RECH 72. 14 N2 E T BTRE

SERIBAT TR B R B SS R Ty A A
B 2 1947 T P45 cpn60 ( Chaperonins 60 ) fi) B 75U 43
fiF, BV 1% 2 5 EA cpn60 signature ;: AAVEEGV-
VaGGG, RH] SMART 75 £ 8 A il K &8 GroEL
b B TR T, BRI EA 1A cpn S5 5,
GYAGTES 23 ~ 525 iz HER , K EE S 503 N LR,
EA{E R 2.4e-124, 7 4 /> LCR X3 (low complexity
region) , [ 83 ~ 96,291 ~ 302,402 ~ 424,539 ~ 548
PR L, A 1 A3 R X By 337 ~ 368
P EIERR L. F)FH TMPRED il i% & (4 Al fig
A1 ABE X (TM) 287 ~307, K 21 A>3 4k
iz ; Signal P 4.0 FF W] 18 11 & A KN 26 4
A W E 5 K. MAPAVFLSLPDLRCSLLLLVT-
WVFTP,
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967

76
26
151
51
226
76
301
101
376
126
451
151
526
176
601
201
676
226
751
251
826
276
901
301
976
326
1051
351
1126
376
1201
401
1276
426
1351

1426
476
1501
501
1576
526

ATGGCCGCTAAAGATGTAAAATTTGGTAACGAGGCTCGAATTAAAATGCTTCGCGGAGTTAATGTATTAGCTGAT
M A A K D V K F G N E A R 1 K M L R G V N V L A D
GCAGTTAAAGTTACTTTAGGTCCAAAAGGTAGAAATGTAGTTTTAGATAAATCTTTTGGCGCACCTAGTATCACT
A V K v T L G P K G R N V V L D K S F G A P S I T
AAAGATGGTGTTTCAGTAGCTCGCGAGATCGAATTAGAAGATAAATTCGAAAATATGGGAGCTCAAATGGTGAAA
K D G vV S V A R E 1 E L E D K F E N M G A Q M V K
GAAGTTGCATCTAAAGCCAATGATGCAGCAGGAGATGGAACTACAACAGCTACATTACTAGCGCAATCAATAGTG
E v A s k Ao N DIEANANGISNGN AN o s 1oV
AGTAAACCAAAGATTCAAGTGGAATACAAAGGTGAGACCAAGAAATTTGCACCGGAAGAAATAAGTAGCATGGTT
N E G L K A V A A G M N P M D L K R G 1 D K A V 1
AGTGCTGTTGAAGAGCTTAAAAGTTTATCTGTACCTTGTTCTGATTCTAAAGCAATTACACAAGTAGGTACTATT
S A V E E L K S L S vV P C S D S K A I T Q VvV G T 1
TCTGCTAATGCTGATGAAAAAGTTGGAGCTTTAATTGCGGAGGCTATGGAAAAAGTAGGTAATGATGGAGTGATT
S A N A D E K vV G A L 1 A E A M E K VvV G N D G vV 1
ACGGTAGAAGAAGGAACAGGTTTACAAAACGAACTTGAAGTTGTTAAAGGTATGCAGTTTGATCGAGGTTATTTA
T vV E E G T G L Q N E L E V V K GM Q F D R G Y L
TCTCCTTACTTTATTAATAAACCAGAAACTGGGATTGTTGAATTAGAAAATCCATATATTTTAATGGCTGATAAA
S P Y F 1 N K P E T G 1 \ E 15 E N P Y 1 15 M A D K
AAAATTTCTAATGTTCGTGAAATGCTTCCAATATTAGAATCCGTTGCAAAATCTGGAAAACCATTATTAATTATT
K 1 S N \ R E M 15 P 1 I E S v A K S G K P I I 1 1
TCAGAGGATTTAGAAGGAGAAGCGTTAGCTACCTTAGTAGTCAATTCTATGCGTGGAATTGTGAAAGTAGCCGCT
S E D L E G E A L A T L V V N S M R G I VvV K Vv A A
GTTAAAGCTCCTGGATTTGGTGATAGAAGAAAAGCAATGTTACAAGGTATTTCGATTCTAAGTGGAGGTTCTGTG
V K AP GF G DURUREKAML Q Guiisiiiiisieiasy
ATTTCAGAAGAACTAGCAATGGAATTAGAAAAATCTACCTTAGAAGATTTAGGACAAGCAAAACGTGTTGTAATC
I s E E L A M E L E K S T L E D L G Q A K R VvV VvV I
AATAAAGATACGACAACTATAATTGGTGGTGCTGGAGAAAAACATGCCATCCAAAGCCGTATTAGTCAAATTCGT
N K D T T T 1 I1 G G A G E K H A I Q S R 1 S Q 1 R
CAAGAAATTCAAGAAGCTACTTCTGATTATGATAAAGAAAAGTTAAATGAGCGATTAGCTAAGTTATCTGGTGGT
Q E 1 Q E A T S D Y D K E K L N E R 12 A K 1 S G G
GTTGCGGTACTGAAAGTTGGAGCTGCAACAGAAGTGGAAATGAAAGAGAAAAAAGCTCGTGTCGAAGATGCTTTA
V AV L K VvV G A A T E V E M K E K K A R V E D A L
CATGCAACTCGAGCTGCTGTAGAAGAAGGTGTTGTTGCTGGTGGTGGTGTTGCATTAGTACGTGTAGCTAGAAAA
W ATRAAVETEGVYVVYV AGG GGV ALVYR RV AR K
ATATCCAGTTTACGTGGACAAAATGAAGATCAAAATGTTGGCATTAGAGTGGCTTTACGCGCAATGGAAGCTCCT
1 S S i R G Q N E D Q N \ G I R \'4 A L R A M E A P
TTACGTCAAATCGTTTCAAATTCAGGTGAAGAACCTTCTGTAGTAACTAATAATGTAAAAGATGGAAAAGGTAAC
L R Q 1 \' S N S G E E P S \ vV T N N vV K D G K G N
TACGGTTATAATGCCGCTACTGATGAATATGGGGATATGATTAATTTCGGAATATTAGATCCTACTAAAGTTACA
Y G Y N A A T D E Y G D M 1 N F G 1 L D P T K v T
AGATCCGCTTTACAATACGCTGCTTCTGTTGCTGGTTTAATGATTACAACAGAATGTATGGTAACAGATTTACCA
R S A L Q Y A A S VvV A G |5 M 1 T T E C M \'4 T D L P
AAAGATGAAAAGTCTTCTGATACAAGCGCTTCTCCTGCCGGTGGAATGGGTGGTATGGGCGGAATGATGTAA

K D E K s s DT s As p oa GUEIMIETETMIGTG M

YIRS X 3 T HE R/ 9 IR 2R X (LCR) 5 T RIZ TR W U B i 7 RN R 3 5 1

Transmembrane region is shaded in grey,low complexity region is boxed,while the initiation codon and terminate co-

don are underlined.

2.2 KE GroEL R GHNL K RSHT

1 XESHAEER groEL ZHEF I RiESHEERF T

Fig. 1 Neucleotide and deduced amino acid sequences of groEL from Aphis glycines

i 12 Fp R b R AN LA R groE L 2[4 5 T+]

FIH MEGA 5. 05 Xf bid 12 Y groEL £ ¥l F O BF groEL J N FE AL 5 R B, T -5 X

WHEFT T RGO (B 2) o SR fEdtE W H B H S AR R IR R
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65
84

99, Sitobion avenae U77379
100 | Myzus persicae AF367248
Myzus persicae AF003957
Acyrthosiphon pisum X61150
51 | “——— Diuraphis noxia AF465536

—— Schizaphis graminum AFA34719

D. '@sinh um nadi

100|100l a7
10o | Mopslosiphum pad

100 * nnopal'osxpnum maidis AF387863

Aphis glycines KJ543522

100 L— Aphis gossvpii KJ001292

E.Coli X07850

Bemisia tabaci AF130421
Laodelphax striatellus EF468716

—_
0.05

groEL 4% H: R % U5 B GenBank % 5% (The origin of groELgenes and their GenBank accession
numbers ) ; Bi G KB B A A YR Acyrthosiphonpisum ( X61150) ; K 5 WF Aphis glycines( KJ543522) ;
TR ELL AT E Y ED Bemisiatabaci ( AF130421) 3 42 SR Diuraphisnoxia ( AFA65536 ) ; K T 1
E. coli( X07850 ) 5 4k WF 4% ¥ = 1 % Myzuspersicae ( AF367248 ) 3 Bk 0 47 2 2 ) B Myzuspersicae
( AF003957 ) ; T KB k7 v A= 9% Rhopalosiphummaidis( AF387863 ) 3 A4 %5 15 4 5 1 W 9. Rhopa-
losiphumpadi ( AF387864 ) ; R4 45 4 1o 411 241 ) 4 Rhopalosiphumpadi (U77380) ;32 — X Az vz A= )
W Schizaphisgraminum ( AF434719) ; KiUEF Aphis gossypii ( KJ001292) ,

2 BHGrELERRGXREHT
Fig. 2 Phylogenetic relationships of GroEL genes of insects

2.3 REPHERMR groEL EEEXBGFEH
xRix

PET-21b 2] ik 2800y 6 B, 4 A Be 5 vl

FP A58 4 —3, H EER BT e e HE 5 J5A% e ik 3k

1Y) His-Tag [#]S2AE IE A LA . B HEE 52 2 BL21

(DE3) HRE&H5 , 0 8 19 A B FE 22 0. 8 mmol - L™

kDM 1 2 3 4

100
70 -69 kD

50

40

30

1: 10C FiES#ik;2: 25CTHESHIL;3: 37C Tk
R4 TIFE PRSI,
1:10%C; 2:25%C; 3: 37°C; 4. Control without IPTG.

B3 AEEREFSTAEY GroEL
T E. coli PRYRIE
Fig. 3 Expression of Aphis glycines GroEL under

different temperature in E. coli

1) IPTG 55, FEAE X 43 B 423K 69 kDa 4b, 47—
S A H Y S5, T pET21b X B8 2H 7% A5 H 17 7Y
7 H B, SDS-PAGE HiJK g7 , il 1 A [A] 175 R
JE RV B 5F () S S A () AR, K BRAE 10°C R HEA 7155
S A BRI B 72 h B, FA AR R IR AR (B 3
El4),

kD
100

70
50

40

30

1 XFPHEG2: R EER G S S 3RIA,;3: W#E 36 h S
Fik4: fE 72 h FERIK,
1 Control; 2; Without feeding on SMV; 3 Fed on SMV
36 hours; 4: Fed on SMV 72 h.
B4 AEFSHEFSTKEYH GroEL
EE. coli HIRIE
Fig. 4 Expression of Aphis glycines GroEL under
different time (feed on SMV) in E. coli
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2.4 BREREZEAR4l

MK SA AJLUE H , 28 Ni-Agarose F:4lifk ) K &
If GroEL 2 4, 7E SDS-PAGE |- H R Bl — & Y
aifbE . WK SB Al LA, BIE T RA B &
L MPCHE B A B 500, TR R R0k &

M 1 2 3 4

kD

100

70

A

40

30

69 kD

GirpREEAEA R —-MERRES.

[RI, X BT 32 38 (9 K G 8F GroEL 3 H 4T T
Westem-blot #5707 45 R H B, 28 TPTG 5 57" A=
RS S S anti-His HUA LR G R (1816)

AM: BRI TR 1 ~ 4 DRIERBEIRARE 535 80,120, 160,200 mmol - L~ /i
WEH. B: M: fpifenr 7RISR 1 FREASESMR N LE; 2,3 FREASEN

W5 AITIVE o

M : Protein molecular weightmarker; 1-4; 80, 120, 160 and 200 mmol - L =" imidazole concentra-

tion of protein elution. M : Protein molecular weight marker; 1:Supernatant with ultrasonic disruption

after the expression product was induced ;by IPTG; 2,3 Deposit with ultrasonic disruption after the

expression product was induced by IPTG.

5 EZEA SDS-PAGE i
Fig. 5 Analysis of recombinant protein by SDS-PAGE

b 69 kDa

M:ARESF R M 1 TIFESFRAXR; 2. KE
GroEL 21 .

M: Protein molecular weight marker; 1 Control without
IPTG; 2. The GroEL protein of Aphis glycines.
6 KE1F GroEL Western-blot & il
Fig. 6 Western-blot analysis of Aphis glycines

2.5 KXEPMAEERENR groEL ERRIEEERH
Xl

FOGE T PCR ZRRWI (B 7) , KRG F 1 I8F5
AU EE 72 h Qb PR S AR groEL (1) 335 5 3
FXTHELL 5 5 AL BE 36 h A BRAY K G HF (P <
0.05) , 43538 T 2. 42 f5F1 1.85 f5(F =31.25,
df=2,6, P=0.0007),[5MELRENEESR; KT
IoF 2 A AEAREE 72 h 36 h {R P groEL () ik

P T A (P <0.05) B3 hn 1 2. 55 £%#i 1. 51
f5(F=122.578, df=2, 6, P=0.000 1) ; K 14F 3
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o T IR R A B AL B 36 h AN PR R S (P <
0.05) , 4 #4801 1. 83 f% 1 166 % (F =38. 815,
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Ja HAR P groEL F& R 3¢ 3k & 8 3% & T X R4, 15 3]
W K- (P <0.01) , Rk 43 w3 1T 3. 59 1%
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A3 B R B AL RS HAR Y groEL ik i b 205 T
X R, iR B 7K (P <0.01) , 33K 5 43 51| 1
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A B (B 24 1 e 7, B o ) i e (1] S K K
WHAIN groEL &3k & 38 i 3% 5 R 5 0% Ak R % 49
KT, TN 5 A A AR groEL 1) ik & i
Fm T HE 4 A2 R, BERAS [R] b B[] T 5
HIR & W AR N groEL 33k 2 35 1Y & 3 s FAIK
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