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Abstract: The BG, gene was transformed into Populus X euramericana cv. ‘Neva’ via Agrobacterium tumefaciens
mediated transformation method. Four transgenic lines were obtained through selection of kanamycin resistance, PCR and
Southern analyses. These analyses suggested that the BG, gene was integrated into the plant genome. Then, the transgenic
plants were tested for resistance to the fungal pathogen Cytospora chrysosperma. Crude extracts of the transgenic T-07
plants exhibited in vitro inhibitory activity against the fungal pathogen. When inoculated with Populus x euramericana
canker disease, the T-407 plants grew better than the C407 plants. The MDA levels of T407 were lower than that in
C-07. The PAL contents of both transgenic and control plants were firstly increased obviously then decreased; However,
the PAL content of T-407 plants was always higher than that in C407 plants. After 15 days, all the C407 plants dead,
but the T407 was still alive. These results indicated that the transformed BG, gene could improve the resistance of T407
plants to canker disease.

Key words: Populus x euramericana cv. ‘Neva’; Agrobacterium tumefaciens; BG, gene; gene transformation;

canker disease

Wmﬁzﬁﬁmzﬂﬁjcﬁwqwa,/\zw Neva’) & bt [ Ak Ml B 22 BF 50 I 0k 7 9F 7 2 4k )
BB 700 5 hm?, K AR 2 AL #E T 300 7 TR R AR B R G A 3R [ A o VR O K % 3
b, T B By 4 BR A A FR T A A RO . AR RIS U2 AR R 75 B SR B R
L L R AR 4 B2 100 28, A0 eh [t fy 53 A, N ERSEARA SR T 107 A HAT A

H R 2 8 107 % (Populus x euramericana cv. FIAE R B0 E AR L 2R T R R R 45 b A B TR G HE S

Wk H W 2013 —06 —06; &[] H 3 : 2013 -08 - 08
FEATE - R A R R R R E S E (2009GG10009002) .
T 55 O T TRAE



o113

PR BRI 107 B B - 1,3 - FIRBEAE (BG,) K DR I8 A% 6 Al J b ist 92 795 1A L 1 23 # 61

107 AL T e B AR bR B8 U O [ 5K A2 A 3R B
i AN TN ENESR) Rl LG I i N TN E N2 S|
BRI — IS L

Pkt T — B W BT B S 2
S A AR R A A i 2 PR IR 3R . 2007
A8 1L AR 78 N R YAT T A B 107 A 3 52 K W5 R R
U MO B R AE T0% UL . B 107 MK
T ARRH R 5 b AR Tl 8 ) P PR, A R 3 o OR
P A R 107 5 BT g IR B T 55 2 e
12 88 5 B AU 25 9578 77 1R AN B AR AS i vk ot oz
XF 107 #1016 3 AH ALK [ (AR 22 B iR T KK
P i T et R0 A 2 AR 0 Bt s T EL AR A O
27 A 2 8 N IR B AN IR A B, e N 2K R AR IR B
CRFELE, 2004) o FlH e DR B R B i KAL)
P (Song et al., 2013) , & {7 BT 2k & FAF 5T 1) #4445
e 1T 107 B B 5 TS R 4
e e 2 R B At b A A5 e s BT s R P 700
AT PR 358 A e A B85 8 00502 93 A 0 O ot oo — b mT 47
M) 3% %

B —1,3 - H MM — R Pl tE A, 2D
2 B 5 B AR G A R AR R P PR E TSI B B R
¥ FpA7 F Y (Josen et al, 1996) 5 BE AL 2L B
M BER B 1,3 — 3 R WE 2 JEAR I K AR K B
by A AR AT A0 BB A AR A S B 5 . Yoshikawa
5 (1997) % B - 1,3 — i B g 5L R (BG,) 3 N M
5 (Nicotiana tabacum) F, H B —1,3 — %i & ¥l G
P e 0 A e e DR B AR R TR R 4 A e R DR R
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Fig.1  Construction of plant expression vector of pATCBG,
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L F (400 mgeL™") (R 9R 3L LK, AES T/
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e A REL PR IR B AR RELRR (1) i DX 20 DNA, 6 ] 07 v 42
A BG, B DR ¥ A A B 50 RE DNAAE 2y BH PR X B
BG, ¥ w51 s T,

14 1: 5" TATGCTACGGGATGCTAGGC3";

g4 2: 3> TCATACTAGACTGTCAGTC-S ",

PCR ¥ 88 i) Je W 4K 2 24 25 pL: 2.5 pL 10 x
Buffer,0. 4 mmol*L~'dNTP, 2 mmol*L "' MgCl,, 1 U
Tag DNA polymerase, 1 pL 514 1, 1 uL 5[4 2,
1 pLAEH DNA, ddH,0 s A8 25 pl. O WVi4k
550 94 CHiAZPE 4 min; 94 C AL 45 5,55 CH
PE45 s,72 °C & 1 min, 35 NMEIF; &5 72 C &
15 min. PCR =4 ] 1% T Jlg ¥ s fa vk, EB 44,
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1% B b 5T 5% N e 22 B A IR 2w AR )R ik 55 5
K H PCR A5 24T Southern £l o HAAT % H
Not 1 F1 Sac 1 X 1§ V) pATCBG, Jii ¥i DNA, DIG-
dUTP Fric (i = 2% 22 4% 0k 7 £5) 5 45 21 800 bp
0 B o b id 2R 5 I 10.0 mL Hyb & 24 4% 22 W
(Hyb400) , Jn A 2% 28 & rfr, 60 °C 2% A H v 7 % A2
2 h; #REFE PCR {100 °C A8 P 10 min, 37 B vk
KAV E S min; HR A ASH £E 10. 0 mL Hyb &
B AZ W (Hyb400) N 4.0 wL 37248 ¥ 4F i 48 5
51,60 C AT P 28 A2 8 AT 26 3K 1 DIGD-
110 “Hiy vy = 2% A8 A W3R8 7 & 1T (46 2% ke k) 7
(Sambrook et al., 1989) AT ¥R =5 S Kl
1.2.5 B RLDIREAR I B AR Rl 50 4% 38 4%
(2000) 7745 otk o 3 HUZE KR A& — S0 i I
107 F s CLLF & FK TA07 #5) Jo A e DR (¥ ) i
107 ## (LU R faj Bk €407 #) » il TES 28 b i (100
mmol ¢ L' Tris-Cl, 0.1 L' EDTA, 30
mmol* L~ "NaCl, pH 5 7. 0) 45 B H: 40 Ji K 44 o 4%
s T L8 L 6 mm 98 4€ %2 0 40 i KL 32 % 20 ~ 40
min Ji5, HILER RN T8 B 5 9 0 TR ) PDA B 57
FEoFAR b, 28 CHREEEE 9% 2 ~4 KRG WM W 5%
RS R
1.2.6 B EEDRE RR 4 85 v RS X MDA 55 PAL
BRI TE R 2B A I IR BRI G W W ot o o e i B
W 8 K A B 2 AU ik J5 T407 4% & €407
MR AT L OGR R IR . K& R
FE (25 +2) °C, )6 8 B2 29 0 2 000 1x, )6 J 391 04 &
K12 he {E¥;352,4,6,8, 10, 12 K43 5% T407
¥ Je CAO7 g 40 85wt Fr s AT A B 56 W0 o » (W) I
BB 3 KU A IR 1 T

MDA [l 5E 2 42 K (2000) (8773 FREX
0.5 g(3ANEK) SEFEM F, A 1 mL 5 #R2ZE b
7 (pH 7.8,0.05 molL™") , vk ¥ #F B , BIF % J5 15 I
N4 mL 5 IR 9% vh o K T S BN B0 P
Mo AKUR (0 ~4 °C) B0 20 min, B0 5 A ARAE -
BB 1 mL (R BE AN 1 mL 7K) 5 40 2 mL TBA, £ [
WK 15 min, IR A H CHA K PHL) 80N B0
H1,4 000 remin ' F B L 20 min, B _E 5 T 600,
532,450 nm Lt €4 ) 5. MDA (mmol*g ' FW) =
[6.452 x (Dgy, = Dyyy) —0.559 x Do 1V, IV + W, R
e DO S AN KR OB AE, VO 5 B R R ]
(mL) , VK00 5 fir F 42 O AR B (mL) W oA FF i fif
JitH (g) o

mmol °

PAL ({0 5& 2 W] 5291 4% (1992) T ik Jy k.
WORFURE & (B ANE ) 1 g B, 282 - 15 C AR
[ 52 J » 4 £ B P4 K10, 2 mol« L™ Al R 2% vl
(pH 8.8, % 8 mmol=L "33 L W) 75 UKy v iF 5 2
#,4 °CF 10 000 g B5.0r 30 min, b 35 H T 3% 1
BRG0G0 s I8 9 A4 ) PR 2% i (pHL 8. 8)
3 mL,L - K% % (80 mmol*L ") 1 mL, f#1 mL.
35 °C F [ ¥ 60 min, 6 mol*L ™" HCI £ I Jifg 35 ¥ .
290 nm Zbi OD H, L OD {5454k 0. 01 2 1 AN i
RV

g K5 o

2.1 #HEFREHKE PCR &

PEHLZ 50 mge L' Kan §f %k H 1 T407 % F1 ok
BRI CA07 WXt A B W MR B2 ~3
41 B 3B R KL R 40 DNA, DL TH07 #5356 N4
DNA A& ik DNA DL J& C407 4 1 2 K 40 DNA
R, HOBG, 3 KFE 5 PCR 5] 9 @3 47 PCR ™
W SERRW AW 8 NEIER AL T A6
A5 AR FORL—FE = A2 T 1 4% 800 bp ¥ BH W (1) 4F
SEATHE R B R R RR R B R e Ak Al (]
2) .

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

10 1112

800 bp

2 BG, IR BRI PCR AL
Fig.2 PCR identification of the transgenic plants
1 -8: TA07 (¥ JE R Ak Transgenic plants) ; 9: CA07 (5 % 3K
Fitk Untransformed plant) ; 10: BH ¥ %I &, Jii #i DNA Positive
control, plasmid DNA; 11: DNA marker D12000; 12: 7K Water ([4]
%t # Negative control) .

2.2 FHEFEE#KRE Southern 1 i)
¥ PCR 48 7= 9y W vk J5 B2k A IR 41 4 2 it
b ) Not 1 F1 Sac 1 XU D) BH 2 FRL A3 21 800 bp )
J B LLIE D™ 9 g B G BCER L 1E AT Southern
FeA KT o 25 RN X 6 ML A 4 A
s B R 1 A2 A A 5 AR E BE R 1 €07 7 (Uk
7)) LA S (K 3) .
2.3 HEREK TA07 FRRYHBAERMNE LK
TR B 5L AR Bk T07 0 15 R A A 5t
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Fig.3 Southern assay of the transgenic plants

1 -6: T407 (4 3L K #i#k Transgenic plants) ;

7: CH07 CREEH N H#k Untransformed plant) ;
8: PCR X} PCR control.
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B AMHIAE S 30 0, S8 48 B AR K w2
i AR TA07 A7 40 i RH 52 52 160 3o 1) 8 4% v 9100 iR
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Fig.4 Inhibition of fungal growth by the cell extracts from transgenic plants in vitro

2.4 HERAEHKRAEGHEHRIRE
R 7R B A S S e Y AR R R R
Jd SR ZLBRT 5 AR S B B A I 1 B KR R TH0T B
L X CA07 B It 41 Bs B Ae BB IR AR K
WR IS 3 ~6 KRN, W K7 00 B A K
A%, b BA RS B HR RE E R R K, €407 U
10% W J B AR 6 KRG ¥ Wt 9 T B 22 JF
A A K, CH07 A7 4 85 1 25 T 4R oK B
@, I s AL IS, (2 T407 7 K 3k
AIE S R R AL 5%, B FE KT R
CH07#5 (30% ) ; 9 RKE CA07 # Jri5 Y R &
F60% ; 12 K TA07 # M F &9 %k 30% ,
AR RE Y e 22 Ko T CH07 B M B 4 oK & B 4
> 2 R, O A B 100% , B AT
15 RiF CA07 # 56 A 6 12, 1 TA07 4 15 g 4=
o WU 5 KUl % BG, JE K TH07 7 41 85 v
RE 5 40 461 05 0 0 B 22 10 2R K B A T g e
[Ptk

£1 HHBFE'

Tab.1 Fungal contaminated rate on leaves

e E LS I Jy J& i % Fungal
Inoculated plant contaminated rate on leaves (% )
Material
number 3d  6d 9d 12 d
c407 20 10 a 30 a 60 a 100 a
T407 20 0a 5b 10 b 30 b

OFEFAFFEHERZEFEF (P <0.05) . The different letters

in the same column mean significant difference (P <0.05) .

2.5 HEFEEMAEE MDA 5 PAL B9k
MDA & F ) A 4 i 5 0 ok 4804 e B 1) 3 B2
Wz —, =R N Id RS 40 N A R T
FBUR L, ik MDA 5 5 38 i 2 R 4 40 i 452 49 1
PR . B 6A ATLLE H: T407 5 C407 #
111K G 1 W5t 96 0 s B0 TR ) A A B R R B B SR
AP MDA & S if & A/E BUE, T407 # MDA Sk &
HI BT CH07 ¥ 76 4 ~8 KA C407 # MDA
O 2RI 0 1,07 A%, U B I ) AR A A 40 i N A
F) PR AR B A 2 B I A X 2
HPUHE IR 2R 9 K CA07 47 H BILK & 18 22 I v Al 3
WA (B 5C) 5 i T407 40 fi 9 1) MDA 28 15 #1
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2, HAEH 10 KA BFHWKEH PAL 3% Pk 19 A2 Al 34 A — 50, 249 00 Fp e fth £ HL 7

KRR NG (PAL) JE R AL RAABERM 58 RN AL B WL, {1 TH07 # 19 PAL ¥ I 4R £
UG I, B TOA N E R I B s 2 —. WK 6B 4 T CH07 43, L PAL W& {H b CH07 # &
ALLE i AER IR TH07 5 CH07 # i H 59.7% -

KBS B BG, SIS 7 M
Fig.5 Anti-fungal assay of transgenic plants
A,B,C,D: TH07 55 C407 43 3L455% 3,6,9, 12 K; E:C407 £3% 15 K; F: TH07 #5315 K.
A,B,C,D: T407 and C407 co-culture for 3, 6, 9, 12 days, respectively; E:C407 co-culture for 15 days; F:T-407 co-culture for 15 days.
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Fig. 6 Changes of MDA and PAL contents of the transgenic plants

3 RSB 2002) - Doan % (1993) B 5 & I W 75 52 B HLAK 352
PaJa, oA T 3 MR I #e 5% 7 mRNA, Jorp 2 MG 5%

P B FE D TRE A 0F 9T A AE 1987 A dRIE 4 Wni6 A1 Wins 4 5 )L T B, 0 JL T J5UlE or LLRE

(B BeaE, 2011) o JTA 2R, M B LB 55 ANk RS 5 4% IR 19 0 14 s 4 1 11 40 8 BE S Nieoleseu 4%
ey NATHE B HT0 5018 2k X R b e T AN [ 07 1) 1 (1996) ¥ %% 7% /F (Petunia hybrida) # Wi £ 1% B
WFS, AR B R AE LT Bl i DR 9 i A G 2R (CHSA) 5E K 3 AN B, & % T 4 B I 0 14
P35 R S 22 B8 2 JUBE T 8 40 461 2% 11 3L K] (Rose et al., Liang % (2001) ¥ 7N 32 (Triticum aestivum) [F) 58 48
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A RE R 3 N B 5 4 s 1 B DR AR 1) 0 S T B
Jy; B RS (2002) 4 MD /gutD XA K ]k D)
£ W BV (Populus deltoides) x 5 5 ( Populus
cathayana) FEXT R AE R AT TR, &x%
(2004) ) F LT Jot g 8 4 56 0 B b e 0y 5 48 4 46 55
(2006) # S SCH% MM PLDy K& P8 15 JL T o i A P 3t
[Fi) e A 56 W B A7 910 Lo vE HEAT TAIEST B2 AR
2 (2011) #5 % IA 25 BF % (Leonurus japonicus) Pt 1#
JRH R LJIAMP2 e W % 42 & B A (Populus
tomentosa) X} It 37 5 (1 FUIE < SR A6 KL 1 B0 I
Frf, B = 1,3 — i SO0 Wiy [7) B 9y W 45 5 24 A (0, X
B — 1,3 — % SO Wiy 5 DR 10 8 A WF 9 4R A /b (B 1
e, 2001) .
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MW A 52 3 30 B R IR G R, RN
B — 1,3 — 7 ZROBH Wiy oy %% e £ 40 M0 BE 5 A 2 1) 2 6
FAT KA T 5 A0 43 A7 22 4 20 0 B AR 3l 1 A i s
0 A 47 5 T AN Y- B 22 A T S 4 D e % B AE
T-o Klarzynski 2 (2000) Hf 5% %& 3, 75 b 7K filt i 2
Hh R AR R SR SUAE b AE 40 88 B Y. (Hypersensitive
Response, HR) ™1 (13 & 7 ik — 20 7 40 4 (4 97 4
BN e BBk G S (2004) K BG, O\ EI R W
(Populus) » IS T A (M A& 5 113 (2008)
¥ BG, # N 57 JK (Cucurbita) Fo ik = FH HH
B 7 B DR R AR 5 5L I 2R Ox e i PR RE PR 16 090 1 ik
.

AW LI AR A AT B A 358 BG, R R
A 107 ¥, &3 BUE 2 i & PCR A1 Southern #;
W A2 T 4 AFIERR R o X e KL DR PR 1) PCR AN
Southern %52 & W] : BG, #: K & & 184 2 %2 M FH Bk
LKA DNA o JF 3k — 20 0 e ik B R R R AT T B
A0 R K 50 R 4 5 R e o S 1K 6 SR R 7
B F P I 5 A W RS B SR I O A R TR R )
M5 0F BEARAE AR ] A BT BEPLK O L e, A
7 My U8 W R DR REL ) R B RE D . IR IR AR R W
B FEDIRE AR THO7 A 00 40 R 312 0 RE 0% 400 1 A% B4 35t
25 03 o3 JEU AT 22 1) A A () 4) 5 TA07 #9415 0 1 b
Tt i B A B B IR T BE 0 T AE A Ji T B
FRHEE ALK 1S RELE(E5) .

HT 370 Js RN AR A A 40 L P 3 P 2R A P 1l
BERBIR A7 T35 1 4 B 5 A W B 1 2 A8

3 HEL W 40 RS T O AR O AR A I N . T B2 R (2007)
7635 JK (Cucumis sativus) b 32 PR 2295, W 56 & B0t
Jod it R R] DA B R Y, 4ERE MDA S R A X
ok /D0 I 45 5 R kg A (1990) 5T UE BH /K
(Oryza sativa) 52 2 A [/ 99 J7 AR B 42 )5 PAL 3% PE )
G E L%, B PAL 3% M (0 7 5 40 £ 55 R AR
TR AP T AR R R R A O )
FH S (2003) K HH R K R Ok B 1 (Alternaria
alternata) J5 » U5 il B CV87 1f1 PAL & 1k FH i » I i
mi At NC89 ) PAL 3% M4 B AIK, PAL 35 M 5 I %5 5t Ak
W R IEAR G ARWFRIEE MDA 55 PAL 1E 4 4
3L R AR T07 7 4185 v o i RE g e 1K 1) 1 2 4
s 4 B BN S 7552 B B 5t 8 R B I T407 #7341
B AN MDA & & 208 FH s, PAL 3G 55 4 K5
G 5, X AT RE R T3 N1 BG, R IR (1 Rk 4
w7 AR BE D, 5 T R R N AR IR AR BE Ik
MDA 7544 P F9 38 AR 52 A L 400 it J5E g 483 43 » [) BT 42
e PAL 3P, 7= 28 K 5 B A0 1 » AT 2 o A 420 Ak
A0 TN IR ISP RE J) o AR BIF SUANOGT e s TR AR B
TA07 47 485 ¥ AT T 20 A WA GU w5 i 7, T
BIP  ENRE R o S i 2 [ BV W =S N T T v S
U4 BG, FEPR 2 A5 %) 107 A7 b A 30 5 9 35 A7 I 450
VEF A A 53— 2B 5T .

2 % x #

F¥5.2008. AT AT B - 1,3 - HI Wi (BG,) X4 4k 3 R
MRIE 9. W R - 2R b AR b K 2% T 1 2 0 18 3.

Bewk M, B BH Ot 52, 1990. RE 0% 18 7% T 4 X KR8 2K 4 be 2K 3R 1R il R
R4 J5URR 1) 5 3 T R A 2R B4 TR (3) 118 - 20.
BN M, 5Kk R, 4520010 B - 1,3 - 2ROBE il 2 L AR A A
BT 9 R R P N . T R Rk AR, 14(2) 0 78 - 81,
B, ML 2, 42002, MUD/gutD XU 3 R Ak 32 3
¥ x A HE 7T, Mol AR 2,38 (6) @ 30 - 35.

a2 A 2000, A 40 A 1 SIS B R PG 22 s (SR R G 2 A

TEHR A, F AR T, AR A A, %2004, F BG, JE N b R BR 10 3R 45 1
HARNE K 27 24 AR B AR 35 (3) 1375 - 378.

BRI, SCHETR S R M, 251992, A 9 R TR e AR e
RHPERI G R, R B 2R, 22 (2) 1185 - 188.

WA I, Z B, 5. 2011 Hhi R N B A B A KL
b ¥ 9 M BUTE . bRl R 2,47 (7) 1123 - 127,

W, W, A, A5 2000, A B - 1,3 - R BEEE LT
JTC T 35 TRT (¥ 2 ik TR0 5 % L BT B TR R F . AR 2 AR 27
(1) : 70 -77.

2R e, IR, JRUK 1. 2011 bR 3 X B B AT SR RS R A2 AR
46 (1) : 99 -107.

U, SR, SR, 25 2011, TCS J DR A4 v M 1 38 4L 20k K
UK BE S0 9E. ARk BE24,47 (5) © 171 - 176.

X2 R K K A2 2003, M R R R (0 0 5 3L B A G R
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