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Establishment of Genetic Transformation System

of Cucumber ‘ New Jinchun 4’

XU Na’, CHU Jun, XIA Hai-wu, ZHAO Yan, QIAN Li-sheng

(College of Life Science, University of Anhui Science & Technology, Fengyang 233100, China)

Abstract: The genetic transformation system of cucumber ‘New Jinchun 4° mediated by Agrobacterium

tumefaciens were studied. The cucumber leaves as explants were pre-cultured on MS +1.0 mg L 6-BA+0.15 mg L™
IAA for 2 days. After infected by Agrobacterium (ODgy, =0.8, pH=>5.7) for 8 min supplemented with 150 wmol/L
acetosyringone (AS), the explants were co-cultured on MS + 1.0 mg L"6-BA + 0.15 mg L' IAA + 500 mg L’
Carb + 40 mg L' Hyg for 2 days. The hpt gene were transformed successfully to regenerated plantlets by gus

instantaneous expression and PCR test.
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27 V3101, A R 3R % & (kanamycin, Kan) | K K%
& (gentamicin, Gen) ¥i ¥, H ¥ £ B R &
pCAMBIA-1300 #5747 & #% B-% #% & R B§ (B-
glucuronidase) % [ (gus) F1 ] 85 X W R % B
(Hygromycin-B-phosphotransferase) % [l (hpt) . DA b
RS A L B R

PSSR AL SR 7 5 MS1:MS +1.0 mg L*
6-BA+0.15 mg L' TAA; fifi 1 5 3¢ 2 MS2: MS +
1.0 mg L' 6-BA + 0.15 mg L' IAA + 500 mg L'
Carb +40 mgL” Hyg; 4= # 55 2 & MS3: 12MS +
0.2 mg L' TAA+40 mg L' Hyg, DA F¥E3estiy
TR 3% , 5808 6 g L' ,pH 5.7, YEP B5525H
10g L' EAM +10 g L' BRI BU +5 g LT
NaCl + 50 mg L"Kan +50 mg L Gen,pH 7.0,

ST R G TR FR 2 d METSMER,
THIEKE T /57 MS1 _F3b8E3E 2 d, 53 MS2
AT AR SR ,30 d EAKIEEBE
MS3 BTSSR, 28 d AR R B/
SRR PR R, B AT A,

1.2 RFEAEE S

BURFFEE TV3101 WK 200 pL T YEP [ 455
FREE L RILEEFE 48 ho BREURREE M T 3 mL
YEP Wi 3, 28 CIRG R Ko B 1 mL 1
WHEA 50 mL YEP WA $E 575,28 C Ik 5557 24 h
J&,T 4% ,3214 x g TB.L 5 min, JLIEH 50 mL
MSOMS HiFrER R ARITE 111 NH,NO,) H A,
28CHRGGEFE 1 ~2 h J5 & H

1.3 AERFHRMERE

BL7 d SRR, BTBK 24 0.5 cm 122
B, R 2 0.5 om® K/AMERSMEMR . TEHK 1Bk
AMEE S , 43 142 R8T MS1 + Hyg (0.20.40.60,
80 mg L™)iEFRdk, TOL R 1500 ~ 2000 Lx, )%
KGRI 16 h/8 h,JRE 25 + 2C F 5, 304 /5
WS, HAbH 20 HRAMEER, BE 3 IR,

HMERZARFT B R Y5 4 B B A TR IR
PiERM MSI B, A RALARR
(Cefotaxime, Cef). %~ & 5 & (Ampicillin, Amp), ¥
BEX4Y HIBEE N 100,300,500 mg L', A R BREH
% & (Carbenicillin, Carb) , ¥& & % & 24 0,100,300,
500.700 mg L™, LA THIL . 403 20 HesME
R, EBEH 3 Ko

1.4 FHRE KR R0 8 X AL H RN
HMSMERTIEESR 2 d J5 , AR AR OREE 7

4 0.6,0.8,1.0)12 4% 10 min B E N 0.8 RITE
WY 5.8.12 min, RJ57E MS1 E#55%,20 d 5
WA TN G SR

1.5 ZB T HERREXN LRI

FEEE 2 d WEJRSME R R FF B MSo &7
WYL 8 min, 7ZE MS1 + AS(0.100.150.200 wmol/L)
3SR ,20 d RSB ZEAME R,

1.6 RIELEHHE

DA B IR I 8] e IR o] R G pHAE 3 B
AT L") IEZC R, WA B I ROR , 7 2 B
(R S

1.7 HUMESRERE

gus EEBRREEN  RAHLLHES
InAS i, # I8 FRE M RH A GUS el T
37°C {3 h, AAWE EZ 15 mine RABEIMA
0.2 moV/L HC1.20% F T 57 C A~ 15~20 min; -
JMA 7% NaOH.60% ZEETZE T4 # 15 min; &
YuiK , FH 40% \20% Fl 10% ZFEAIR U 5 min; T
5% ZEE.25% BB E 15 min, LBFREFIHA,
H 50% B ER, a2k BAEE F W gus FEFE
THOL , BOSAEPLIA IR

PCR#&J  FIskE A CTAB & 2B E1L
HIRAEHEREH DNA, # 1 5HER5 19
¥4 T A M) HPT-U:5'-CGGTCGCGGAGGCTATG-
GATG-3', HPT-L: 5'-GCTTCTGCGGGCGATTTGT-
GTA-3', PCR ¥ ¥4 55 :94°C HiAS 1 5 min; SR )5
94°C60 s,61°C60 s,72°C60 s,35 MEF; B 72°C
ZEfH 10 min,

2 GRS

2.1 JERRER %

52 ME AR Hyg 43808, 20 mg L' Hyg
SEFEET , SME AR K B AL, FLF AR FIAE K32 B 5
40 mg L' Hyg A3, SME A 1L 2k 2238 £ ; Hyg
VREET T 40 mg LB, SMERSTRWAIE T, R E
ZERRRIME . VR MPTAE R RE LS R FE40 0, T
FET- 41 o J FE 4T 2B KA SR ZL AR M, R
FIFEE e gn i p A K, B R R 0 15 7 Bef— g L
AR T 2BOERE"™ , H A R K € Hyg HHIE
740 mg L,

22 MAERNERE
BN A 2R AT R 2 BIHEF T& Amp.
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®1 HERMNAEFBENRM
Table 1 Effects of Hyg on regeneration of adventitious buds

TSR

PRI (%)

ZEAMEREK

Hyg ) TEA B (%)
Number of Regeneration Number of .
(mg L") Regeneration rate
leaf explants rate stem explants
0 20 100 20 100
20 20 571 20 28.6
40 20 22 20 0

Cef HEEFEEE b, BIME Amp . Cef AYYE X 500 mg L
TS AR AT B V5 5 , AT I X B A b A B AE AR
R ARE S . Carb ¥ EE KT 300 mg L™ if JGHD
HIARFFE WRER 5300 mg L' HA — & MMESER,
{UHR/D B B 7 WA I 4%, FLAS 56 0 25 19 A 5 T
500 mg L Carb B IR EAT , A F1 0 & #iCA
M2 B 2 A PRI BRI , A2 32 B — s A Al 5
2 Carb ¥ FE3X 700 mg L' i B 52248 7 RIFHE
AR (HZE M AR B 32 BRI, AR A A
7 50% (%2). HAIRIGLEH 500 mg L' Carb 3
MHIAFFRE T AR

£2 Carb X FEFEEMRIN
Table 2 Effects of Carb on antibacterial and regeneration
of adventitious buds

Carb IH-4MEA%X Number TR (%)
(mg L) of keaf explants Regeneration rate
0 7 857
100 11 727
300 11 81.8
500 13 69.2
700 10 50

2.3 WK RER RS0 E LR R I
FERATHEAN F R BAG T, TR B AR e
H RIER A S5 AL R A R o TR VRV B 2ot W (S A
A LB, A GFT:, HAFTHE MY ™ E, UG
AR % TP AR o 5 B VROV B o I U S (i 5 P 3
AP o A3 AT, AWK E R 0.8, 12 4% 8 min
BOEH . B 12 min J5, KESME A H 3K S AE
AR, B RAR AT T RIS, SME = A 8% 1

H , ABBIE R K, & IET

2.4 AS SEEL K RAIRIE

FEL 52455 400 I 43 0k P9 S5 2 B 2 Ak A 0 XoF A 0
BATHEE R ZEHEREAY . FEHEMRE
AS FE A AAATH vir X 125 W4 St
T-DNA fy#E#1 3, ABF 9% 26 3L 55 R i 43 B I
0. 100, 150, 200 pwmolL AS, 4 H F i, AS N
100 pmoV/Li it ZE /LA 19% , 53T BEAH H
(13%),AS BB Xt ¥ A — & B AL 24/ F s i
150 pmolL {2 #F R B 47, BitE 2F AL R
40% ;{5 200 wmol/L HfREHERCIR AR , it 2 4k
BH 26% . H A K g B AS W E
A150 umol/L,

2.5 BALRARRAL

R L @R, KWL 3 4B
BRI S5 T R pH)ILAT IES
UK 4), DABEIR HOBLHE 3 T/ 3
B USR0S K, SEUC I B e pH,
SEHR /N o R ST BT R B )
S BRI 2 O BB pE R 5.7, JERR 2 A,
KOV )R, LA B FR I I A 3
(P <0.05), JABMB A B4 1L Bt
IR B P2 1 A IR T T, S e ] S
e pH (BB
2.6 HUIMEHILTE

W EH gus HiEZEHN, 7T LLE L GUS Bt
ORI /RFACHIFRAL , G B BRER  BFeAL fY3

R3 ERRERR R E AR R

Table 3 Effects of bacterial concentration and infection time on transformation rate

Agrobacterium Ptk ZE4rE &R Differentiated B E] Infection  HiMEZ /ML Differentiated
(ODgyp nm) rate of resistant buds (%) time (min) rate of resistant buds (%)
0.6 12.8 5 10
0.8 26 8 36.7
1.0 108 12 26.7
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x4 ETHBR
Table 4 Orthogonal test
i RHINE Factors B AT
Treajint BB i TS - Sy ] oH Differentiation rate
Preculture days  Coculture days of Resistant buds (%)
1 1 1 54 625
2 1 2 6.0 7.14
3 1 3 57 5.88
4 2 1 6.0 25.00
5 2 2 5.7 36.84
6 2 3 54 3333
7 3 1 5.7 16.67
8 3 ) 54 8.33
9 3 3 6.0 324
Kl 1927 4792 4791
K2 95.17 5231 35.38
K3 29.87 4245 59.39
Kkl 6.42 15.97 15.97
K2 31.72 17.44 11.79
K3 9.96 14.15 19.80
253 329 8.01
x5 HESW
Table 5 Analysis of variance
SR IR By
Vaiance source Square sum DF Mean square F Foss e
TR FE I ] Preculture days 1146.77 2 57338 21.11* 19
JLEEFEM ] Coculture days 1627 2 8.13 0.30 19
pH 96.14 2 48.07 1.77 19
R Error 56.34 2 27.17
JS A Total 3575.47 9

* P<005.

1 gus K
Fig. 1 gus expression
A: 1 J Leaf; B: ¥ i Leaf slice.
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BEo M 1AL B 405 B A (A) 2 GUS Res )5
1 R AR K A AT UL (B)TE )6 0%
Bi T AT WG RO, BB gus e E 7S 40AE
BRI 3k

gus FR IR Y Ik R 8 A BRAR 47 i 1 A B 7
REFALHTROL, PCR B AT BIRR 2R IB . R
I SMEAAR BB R itk , 28 &R B5E3T

T T A M SNEE R 5 hpr HH, 5465 1
SMER A THEREDE, TUA S AWM ER %
Bl AR K, T PCR G hpr 25 303X,
BURIEBRAT R A B AL R B . N 2 7]
UL, S VAR B BE Y B HY 1 452428 500 ~ 750 bp HY
S , T B AR RUAE MR TC O™ 3 4577, ULB hpr A
TERAME R TP RE , BERL o

5000 bp
2000 bp

750 bp
500 bp
250 bp
100 bp

P2 EALRIBRIY PCR A
Fig. 2 PCR detection of transformed plants
1 ~4, $4EHIRR Transformed plants; 5,6. Z£PIZH DNA Genomic DNA; 7. B/l BUMi#k Wild plants; 8. DNA marker

3 458

TEARFE AT s A S Ak, R R AE R
AN RO T DB, MR AR
REFEEY A R MM E R AR, REREH
B AR R B W BURFR R F , HLAME A BB
] SRS AE R i R m ™, iR
A eV BT L, TR MR A, R B R M KR Y
REHCR S 4 , T 40 f St T AR 4 WS I
BRI S5 X 40 AT AR IE B 40 7 A= A 5 1 0 o 1
™. AR50 R A 40 mg L'V Hyg MTFEEWEE
BB BAM AR H U R K . AR S SRR,
Carb I EBCERH AL T Cef 1 Amp,500 mg L'
BIA R M ROR , B 8 2 FRAE 3%
BN,

— U, FEARAT T R G BT AME e T — Bt
B ) R U 5% , T LAYS 40 7 Tl A6, R 2 4 i 2 3
RE R4 533, B 5 A HME DNA, B Fl T+
RFEHALSCRY , BRI, 4 0 AT AL
MR ZR , BT 3 W AR AT 1 I IR e, Bl % 4k
TR, FRE SR B T, 55—
T, RAEAT L IR M SMERARTE TR, ML
FAEAERR I LR P ERATE AR S BBk, A8
FUATIREFR 2 d BCR BT, X 52t vE 51 i
RER

BT, RITE 2B C N T 2
W B EARZ B A AR, AR
B A RE R S R A BB S IR R
AP R BURE R E R R EZ R EIERLRK
5, 8 T B AHERE NS RITE N 2R E G
AR BN AMER Z TSR 2 d, IR R
0.8 .pH 5.7 HYRAT KR J4 8 min, F3EFR 2 d, %
11150 wmol/L /) AS ;1% 40 mg L' Hyg M it
A% ,500 mg L Carb R PIE R ; e ii skl
MS +1.0 mg L"6-BA +0.15 mg L" IAA +500 mg L"
Carb + 40 mg L' Hyg; LB IR E N 12MS +
02 mg L' IAA + 40 mg L' Hyg, #R75MEELAEH
2 gus WEETZR3K K PCR Ke U B hpr 2K B ALY
BEPERERH G,

S 3k
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