H3LE W3
2012 4 61

PR
SOYBEAN SCIENCE Jun. 2012

Vol.31 No.3

—FEEA TR AR E T R

MR, AT, HREAR W

(L BB RS LBl SR ah TRSABE, TIPS /5 3300315 2. AL BB AEMIBHEE 5 BT/ [F SR AR M 2R R IR 5 i e i R 2 T

T/ A AL HOR G AL W) 24 B S22, bt 100081)

B OE: LSRR EAE R M, 2] S AT B = S J5 AR B o 2 (R R B3 e 0 1R AT R L€ A7
TEHEAREAT PCR 303k, I 70 B H A3 EPSPS 78 T, AU SRR AR b A I8 15 00 5 BT AR A o B I TR PR S R S P
To MRk 75 B, B H BT 25 4 B T, A bk 65 4>, PCR P B T, Aiidk 6 4>, PCR I Fr Kl 4% AL 803 0. 14% 5 K45
T, X PCR BHPEAE R 52 4>, 120 UEW] H B9 5E K EPSPS AT gt 4% 31275 75 BEA RO D58 DA AR AT K% P A4 Lk PR X
IR, A6 R AR YT, S AR ARAT B B R SR AL AR R i e f 5 ok AR T 2%

KA R RN I 02 SR 4 1k
B 42K S :8565. 1 XHERARIRAD: A

X E4RS :1000-9841(2012)03-0347-06

A Simple Soybean in Planta Transformation Method

GUO Bing-fu"* ,LIU Jie"> ,JHONG Hui-long”, QIU Li-juan’

(1. College of Life Sciences, Nanchang University , Nanchang 330031, Jiangxi; 2. The National Key Facility for Crop Gene Resources and Genetic Improve-
ment( NFCRI) /MOA Key Lab of Soybean Biology ( Beijing) , Institute of Crop Science, Chinese Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Beijing 100081 , China)

Abstract ; In this paper, the terminal bud of germinated soybean seedlings were longitudinal cut and infected by Agrobacterium

firstly, and then transplanted the seedlings into field. Eliminated the seedlings without branches on main stem, transformed

plants leaves were painted or sprayed with 100 mg - L™" glufosinate, 3 days later observed leaves reaction and accounted for

the resistant plant number. All alive plants were identified by PCR and analyzed the expression of EPSPS gene in T, genera-

tion. There were 75 and 65 plants with resistance to 100 mg - L™" glufosinate in T, and T, generation, respectively; 6 and 52

positive plants in T, and T, generation by sequencing the PCR product, respectively; the result showed that EPSPS gene could

inherited in offspring. This transgenic method could short transformation cycle, enhance efficacy and provide reference for the

optimization and improvement of Agrobacterium transformation.
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Fig.1 Scheme of p3300-GRO2 vector
1.1.3 RAZHHREN MEHEITAE R RIS
% (Kanamycin) g [ Jb 50 /R 0 23 7], Rl 48 F (Rif-
ampicin) 575 3 (Streptomycin) Il [ Sigma 2% ] ; B
R FI) RE g TR PR R EE S R AR, B RO 2 200
g L7 H AR K 2 g U 2 40 s S H A
RGN 41% W H AL st iRk 2w .
1.2 [Bf#iAix
1.2.1 TRA&RGES FHEMIFMN LB 8577
B2 I (Rif* Kan* Str*) $kEL & p3300-GRO2 JFik:
ALK R B SEREHE A T 5 mL YEP W AR B; 77 3 v
(Rif* Kan* Str*),28°C ., 220 r-min "' &/ F R
IR FRIEAL, FELL 1/100 (% BB 2 6 Y YEP
RS aE T 5 2 R4k, HZE ODgy, =0.6 ~ 1.0
#H.
1.2.2 ez PRkl i Joms 3 i K A
¥, F E 7K=L 15 ~ 30 min {47 2012 ik J5 78
EAC LR 2 ~4 d, FF RGP K 2 2 ~ 3 om B
AR, HIEHEFARII A (LB A
B2 H]) (8 TT U0 & &y v i T2 il & 10 0
PR 2 ~3 mm il 5505 DR 2 NI BT sh iy 2 &
W DA RIS o FH TG B S E 43 1 N 3 AR Y
PFT BB, HER 10 ~ 15 min J5 ¥ AME AR 5
FH R S Ak R, R A O AR
BERE . R AR B P AR 3 S At
SEAJEIFI, VA IR B2 A R ORI, PR R B2
A TR RERE o
1.3 BEFRELEE
1.3.1 Feempm b X 3Gtk 4
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JEIFINEE 3 7 =t Sk R DL E iyt AT R g
TAEBTE S ; TR PR B2 100 mg-L7",3 d J W gxnt
A B AR, GEi Ut RREL

1.3.2 ZFHmami TRk e HF ¥
LR PR AP T 86 [, 30 em AT HE, 10 em R R
XURL 7% FERN Y T AU LR REERS 1 R =t At
SEASRIT T, X AR 1A 7 R e P ) IR 2 R e 12
SE 5T Ve B S 300 mL-hm ™30 d JiF 48 T4l
7R

1.4 FHEREEKE PCR £7E

1.4.1 DNA #9323 H Genome DNA purification
kit 3 7 & 5 B R &AL A 44 DNA, Bt 50 ~ 100
mg« L7 M T 2.0 mL B0 AL, B R AL B,
400 WL Lysis Solution 65°C 7K 20 min; il 60 wL 4
P4, b F i 3 ~5 ¥k, 12 000 r-min~" B0
2 min, F 8% W R HTHYECAE N N 800 WL A kR
10 %9 Precipitation Solution, 7573718 & 10 min J5
12 000 r-min~" B0 2 min, 3 |74 ; i A 100 L
NaCl Solution JF R f# DNA, 78537 i J5 i 300
WK B, —20°C +f B Fh#2, 12 000 r» min ' 5.0
4 min, 7 35 ; 1 70% LR 1k, e M
100 WLICH K% f# DNA £ H] .

1.4.2  PCR %4 J EPSPS JLH #5519
RR2F FI RR2R % 55 H [ 18 2 45 5 47 15 Al bk 2R 47
PCR 73#7, EUE5 14 RR2F 518 5'-GATTGATGT-
TCCAGGTGATCCAT-3", Nii#51 4 RR2R JF4H 5'-
ACCGTTTGCGACAGCAGAAAG-3', §" # F Bt K/
379 bp:  PCR NI 20 wL( kT 2B%1 DNA

50 ng,dNTP 40 pmol - L™", 10 x Taq Buffer 2 pL,
EX-Taq2 U, EFiiE5[4 1 pmol - L', k7K & 20
pl) o PCR M504 :95°C 4 min; #EAJEH,95C,
30 $;60°C ,30 s;72°C ,30 s;35 MEH,72°C , 10 min;
4CIR-AE. PCRYIEEE IS, 1% By AEHl e e vl vk A
I PCR 458, VIl PCR FAME 2557, 1] AxyPrep
DNA &fie [n1 i) & [mfi H 1) DNA J B, i 4 A
pMDI18-T 4K , & 42 LB AN : pMDI18-T #ifk Kz So-
lution I VKRRl BT > 200 pl 8504, 735
B 5 wL Solution 1 .4 pL [A4i f DNA 1 uL
pMD18-T Vector, 16°C b 15 % 4% ; R JH VR il 12 44 % 4
PR AC AT T < AR IR DK e JBCHS R 4 oA
JREZZS I Top 10 vk b RlAk s K32 25 5 DNA
210 1y Lo 24 50 R 5 42°C FA8 90 s H UK
3 min; i A LB ¥ & 5 3% £ 800 plL, 37°C . 200
remin R EEFE 1 b R BRI SR A UM LB
A I, 37C R R s PR i BN AL, TR PCR A6
N J 3 I B o 2 T TGRS T, I P 45 SR 28 DNA
star PHE IS BT HEXT o

2 HRESH

2.1 HERT,RERRE

AW 58 & SL B BRI &, LLE A pCam-
bia3300-GRO2 ZARAAT 1 1= P VN5 R M
{RGESIHT 4 300 Mk, 2R A5 F 254 7B bR 1 237 #E;
EZEA DA X AR 28. 8% , Hoh i 32
TR AR RN 38. 7% , W] i T 10
FHI23.4% (K1),

®1 ARZGHENEZHIMERRFBHIZI

Table 1 Effect of different receptor genotypes on getting main stem branched plants

4L 3 YA T2 TR
Vector Receptor Infected seeding No.  Main stem branches No. Efficiency of main stem branches/%
1 10 2800 656 23.4
p3300-RR2y
HE 32 1500 581 38.7
L34 Total - 4300 1237 28.8

2.2 TREHRERBIEERE

R TR Z2A B MRS 3 B
=M IR, AR 3 7 =AM L, &
MRS 100 mg- L™ [ REE AR B, 3 d R e it
Fr FRAVEE G L) A0 5 RE ARAT 5 e L
Fr (9 F 254 B RR 75 #R o

2.3 TREBEEBEHREHBRELEE

M B H B W25 Ab PR 5 400 #% p3300-GRO2-
ZH10/7ZD32 T AR , FE15 65 B3 K AR MR R H
I 2 R IR LA R 2R, B2 BT ARG T
s i BT AR B A S IR AE R R B AR R
T2 AR (18 2) .
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1 : Resistant plants;2 :Dead plants;3:Leaves curl ;4 :New leaves turn yellow;5 ;: Growing point necrotic ;6 ; Plant type change;7 : Inhibition

of plant height

2 EHBHAEEK
Fig.2 Glyphosate phytotxicity symptoms

2.4 TREHBENEEERFEEKREN PCR 24 I BRSSP AEL R 6 B, BR R2-2 41, PCR Al 2%

JII RR2F RR2R 3145%F 65 BRZs  HHEMESE S LS50 % M 45 SR 56 400y 45, PCR 0 % A%
TEAFIG MR EAT PCR 307, 3 PCR-FHPERERE 7 0. 14% WIEIEMI BRFERIGTIERL N EPSPS E#44L 5
B, DI Il PCRH (4 )5 BE, 2815 731 3k45 PCR REFEHAP (K 3)

R2-2R1-9

- -

1:100 bp ladder;2-10:R1-1-R1-9;11-21 ; R2-2-R2-12 ;2223 : R3-1-R3-2 ;24 . 7K %} 18 ;25 ;. B4 %+ B
1:100 bp ladder;2-10:R1-1-R1-9;11-21;R2-2-R2-12;22-23;R3-1-R3-2 ;24 : Water control ;25 ; Negative control

1:100 bp ladder;2-23 : R4-1-R6-7 ;24 . 7K % HE ;25 « 1 %) B
1:100 bp ladder;2-23 : R4-1-R6-7 ;24 : Water control ;25 : Negative control

1:100 bp ladder;2-5: R6-8-R6-11;6-8 . R7-1-7-3;9-19 : R8-2-R8-12 ;20 : 7K X 1 521« [ 1% R
1:100 bp ladder;2-5:R6-8-R6-11;6-8 :24 . R7-1-7-3;9-19 : R8-2-R8-12 ;20 : Water control ;21 ; Negative control
E3 T AHuEs s PCR-JUF &
Fig.3 The PCR-sequencing detection of glyphosate resistance in T, plants
2.5 T, ##8) PCR 5347 FOREIPCR BH P 5 B M Y L0145 & 30 1 Y o 12
FH RR2 S e 51 W% T AU AR #EAT PCR 70 JKIBAE B LL B (32 2, 18 4)  IE R BR ORIk R
B, BEXT 3 AR R 99 Bk T, BHEAT PCR % EPSPS BEf Ae )5 (b it 44 H R6-7 nl g #.4%5 Il
5E, 3% PCR PR bR 52 Bk, 2 ) K, Re-7 T,  HiAC
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Consensus

l 10 20 » 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 11 120 130
Gmlﬁﬂl‘”aﬂﬁﬁl‘ﬂlum(ﬂ[ TRCTGCYTTCCLRTTEETIGLIGLLTTECTI6T TCLRGGTTCLGRLGTTACCATLCTTARCGT T ITLATEARC CCARCLCGIACTGRICTIATTTTGAC IUG
GATTGAIGTYCCAGETGRTCCATCCTCIMCIGLY TTCCCRITOOTIGCIGCLTTECTIGTICCRGGT TCCGRLGTLACCATCCTIARCET T I TGATGARCCCARCLCGIACTGERICTLATCTTGACTICTG
GHITGRTGT FCCHGETGRYCCRICCICYMCTGLY T ILCCAT 1B T TECIGELT T6CT V6T FUCHEGT TCCGRLG T CHCCHTCCT THALGY 1 T T GHT SHRCLCRRCLUGTACIGEICTLRICT ILACTCIG
GBI TEHTE | FUCHEBTERYLCHICL ICYMC IECY ) ILCEHRY 1661 TEEYGELT |61 V6] SUCHGGT I CEGRLG | LICUHICC | IRUG) 1T 150 GIMCLCRHCLUG HICIGEIL 1 LI L ILRCTC G
G TEHTE ! IOCHEBYGRTOCICCICTRCTECT 1 ILETHT | GG TECTECCT 1 GEI VG T FOCIHGGT ICUGERUG | CICCIHNTCC | (LG EV TG GIRCCCRICCUGTICIGEIC | LI CY ILMCTE TG
GATTGATGT FCCAGBTGATCCATCCTCTACTGCTTTCECATTSETTGCTGCL TTECTIET FOCAGGT TCCGRLGTLACCATICT FARCGTT ITGATSARC CCARCCCGTICTGETCTCATCTTGACTETG
GRATTGATGT FCCAGBTBATCCATCCTCTAC TGCT TTCCCATTSETTGCTGCL TTECTTET FOCAGGT TCCGRLGTCACCATCCT TARCETT T TOATSARC CCARCCCOTACTGRTCTLATCTTGACTETG
GRATTEATATECCAGOTERTCCATCCTCTAC TECTTTCCCATTGATTECTGCCTTECTIET TOCRBOT TCCGROGTCACCATCCT TRRCETTTTOATGARCCCAACCCOTACTGRTCTOATCTTGACTETG

!31 140 150 160 170 180 190 200 210 20 230 24) 250 28?
CAGGARATGLGTGCCGACATCEANG TEATCRACCCACGTLT TLCTE6T GORGARGACE TGGCTEACT TGLGTLT TLGTICTICTRCTY TGARGLET LT TACTGT TCCAGIRGRCLGTRCTCCTICTATEA
CHEGHAH | GEG 1 GLCGAC R CHAAG 1 BHTCARCCCACEILT | 5C1 661 GEREHALACL TGGC T SHCTIECG BT 1EGTTICT ICTACT YV IGANGEG 151 TRCTGY 1LOMARGHCLG I BCICCITCIRIGH
CHBLARN GGG | GECGNCHTCUIAG ] BHTCHICCURUG 1LY | G0 | GG GERGHRGICL 1GLU | SHETIECGI BT 1CGITC) SCTHC T IEHIGGG | BT THCTGT | CURGINGHELG | SEICCITCIHIGH
COMGLNAN T GG GECTNC A YCGIAG B TCICCERCG T 16071 GE1 GERERGICT TEGC I M BCGTEY 1EGTTCT PN W TRRNGGG 1 GT TR ST HIODRGINGNCLG G CE1 reinmsn
CAGAABNTGAGRT AL AL A TSR BN T R G T T T TAGT CRRARG I TG T B AT T T AT ICT I T T Y TRANGGA TR TTAC TR T T RAGACERTACTECTICTATLA
CAGGARATRARTHCCHACATCHARG TEATCARCECACGTE TTHC TRETGARGARGACS TRGCTHACT TECATHTTERTICTICTAC TV TRARGGRTHTTAC TR TTECRGARGACLATHECTCCTTICTATRA
CAGGARATGGRTGCCGACATCGARG TEATCARCCCACGTC TTHCTE6TGGRGARGACG TRGCTBACTTECGTLTTCATICTICTACTITRAAGGETGTTACTGTTCORGARGACCGTGCTCCTTICTATOA
CAGGARATGEGTGCCGACATCGARG TRATCRACCCACERTCTTECTGETGGRGARGACG TRLCTGACTTGCGTGTTCETICTICTRCTITERAGGETS TTRCTGTTCCAGIRGACCGTGCTCCTTICTATGA

g&l 220 280 2% 300 310 320 e 30 3% 360 3N 37?
TCGACGAGTRTCCART TCTCLTTGT TRCAGT TGUATTCHL TGRAAGG TEL TRTCGTTATGARCGHTT TTGEARGRAL TCLE TR T TARGGAARGCGRCLLTCTTTLTGL TGICGLARACL

TCGACGRGTRTCCART TLTCGT TGT TRLAGL TGUAT T CHL TGRAGG TGL TRTCGETATGRRCHSTTTGGARGRAL TCLE 16T TRRGGAANGLGRCLETCT TTLTGLTGILGLARACGLT
TGNCENETHTCEMAT TLTCGLTGT TECAGT TGIAT TCAL TGINGH TAL TATCGH TATGANCEH T TTRGANGRNC ICCATET TRNGGENIGIENCCRTCT TTL TG TGITGLNANCELT
TICEACGARTATCCART TLTNGE TR TECAGL TGEAT TCEL TRANGS TEC TG TRTRRANGS TTTREARGAAC TRCA TR T TRAGGAARG NEANCATC T TTL TG TRITRCARANGAT
TCGACBARTATCCART TLTOGE TR TRCAGE TGEAT TCEL TGAAGS TEC TRTOGS TRTGRACGH TTTRGARGAAC TCCHTRT TRAGGAARGPEACCRTCTTTLTRLTGITRCARACGHT
TCGACGAGTATCCART TCTCGC TGT TGCAGE TGCATTCECOGRAGE TGC TRUCGE TRTGRACGE TTTGEARGRAC TCCE TR T TRAGGAARGCGRCCSTCTTTCTGC TGIZGCARACGET
TCGACGAGTATCCAART TC TCGL TGY TECAGL TGCAT TCBL TGAAGS TGC TRCCGE TATGRATGETTTGGAAGRAC TCCETET TRRGGAARGCEACCETCTTTC TGL TGIZGCARACGET
TCGACGAGTATCCART TCTCOL TG T TGCAGL TGCATTCBLLGAAGS TG TRCCOy TRTGARCGE TTTGEBARGRAC TCCETETTRRGGARRGCEGACCETCTTTL TGL TGTZGCARACGRL

3 T, Rttt PCR-JF #i
Fig.3 The PCR-sequencing detection of glyphosate resistance in T, plants
F2 T, R#EE PCR 4
Table 2 The PCR detection of T, transgenic plants

L4

Vector

Z 1k T,

Receptor

LRI 7S

Detection No.

T, X3 P(3:1)

PCR positive PCR negative

GRO2
GRO2
GRO2

10 R2-8 52 23 29 26.256 2.990 x 10 ~’

R6-7 36 26 10 0.148 0.700

R8-7 11 3 7 10. 800 0.001

1 ~19.26 ~32:R6 ~7 F48 PCR K BHHEAR A% 5 20 ~21 .33 ~34: R6 ~7 F4X PCR Kl B HEARbE 5 22 .35 . /KX B]; 23 .36 3%
X R 24 37 BHMEXT AR 25 38:100 bp Marker

1-19,26-32 . PCR detection positive plants of R6-7 offspring plants; 20-21,33-34 ;. PCR detection negative plants of R6-7 offspring
plants; 22,35 ; Water control; 23,36 ; Negative control; 24,37 ; Positive control; 25,38:100 bp Marker

\_‘1_ \/b\

-l

4 R6-7 T,{X4E#k PCR 53 F il
Fig.4 The PCR detection of glyphosate resistance in T, plants
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1988 AF-5f5 — {3l 3k PR &S o gk AR Lok, K
LR & £ L) Hinchee %5 1) R FF A 5 T
TR R N LA, AME L 0 R TR T
U RAE R S AT A S IR T IR
I R AN M R A A AR 2R LLZH ARG 3% S aih, 22
KRR SRR AR 2 AR A AR AR, — 1 O
T DT R AR 3 A I B DL 1 SR A A 6 4
fedi , AR IR S TC W SR %, K AL

FE PR AU 7™ B S Gl a5 % 9 S Y SR B A
Dokt TGRS S R A AR O BB R
AL JRIASEE T2 R R A T, 48 T R A

917, Jk T 7%l .6-BA ,GA, . MES  Carbenicillin , ¢ &
BESRA 24 i B AT 4 S S B A e R R R A
AT AR 2 B . IS ik AR — S R
AT BRI e e DR R R S M (LR O 1 AR R PR
B TR, Y 2 A 52 1A DR AR ol 2 35 A5 e i 1A
AR, — AR BB A A D T % A ik DR AR A 08 174 )
555 F Y R S A 388 4% e 4k )5 v Floral dip
W TERY R L O R E 10 v SR A R 5 TR
L TOT R AR TR AT B AL B O T R LR
EEARTCIE , BEARMERE AR/
BN B T RN R (1) il £ S
ARET , 5 B4 = ) A0 v B, 15 i AR A5 X 32 25 A
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BREGIIR 5 (2) Fe b To AR HR R, BANR T,
PRI BE R F1 B, NS 3 ) =t S M IR R
TE L BEAT R R, Y IR M BH AR A L 28 S LR
ISR, D/ e I Al S AR AR B 8 (9 AR 45 (3) X
T fCRESRAS I B AL AR AR 1, BT UM 2 28
R, N7 % B G 5 2 TR W] A sl AR T 7 B2 A9 B T S A
WNERFERIGCIEREN , 7B AR S5, LUSe i TARRCR,
REHTZMETE O7 i , 324k 4% PCR-I B T)
PR 6 B, BHIERN 0. 14% sl st %t 3 k&R T, 400
BEEAT 7> T4 , WA H R 5L IR EPSPS RESTE
TACH AL , B ST ST 04 DA AR 2 0
TREBEFEACHA AT, W 585 2 )
P T T T R e it o AN A% T A R 1)
Lew W DU LE , W IRAR GE RO AR, i Mdik 4 i
P AR PR b DR 7 1B 15 21 POk B 5% 55 A1 R
S fit Tl e, st 1L 5L AL IR R B A e sl e JEUz 3t
AR R AR B T 2%
B A b K R & $UIE A 8] L ok SR b Oy ok
Ao AR 4T o935
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