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WE. ARFERLHZE X mF(Potato virus X,PVX) . 442 Y 55 & (Potato virus Y,PVY) . 545
¥ K ot 9% (Potato leaf roll virus ,PLRV ) Fu I #5327 14 3¢, v+ 9% 7 (Potato virus S,PVS) 4 3% & 44
KR LA LI MA, 5 5 AX 4 Fh g A A K CP AR B A Bk, iBid 1% 3+ PCR 3| 4 4= T 5 I 3R 45 4 F 93
F CPARAATR T REA AR K &, 5HHF L PR ak oA B, vA 84K pHANNIBAL #= pBI121 4 &
Bl , ## RNA F #(RNA interference, RNAi) #H Ak, 7| A RAFE N F 095 L B IK 2 47 540 F 4%
AL, PR AF A A A R A AT R AU M 4R AR PRI A S A B h X RHI A=
RH2, B %2 4 A AT B K& A 1200 bp 09 Fair , 5 T 7 BABSE s M2 T 2 pdk W4T F= RHI
RH2 &4 3k 1Bt RNAi 4 £ 35 B AK , 2 BamH 1/Sac 1 X B-b7, 343 % £ £33 200 bp 49 B B, £ 9
RNAi 45 & ik B AR pBI121-pRH M 2 &5 ; 4540 5 Bogm & B4 F AP .3 11 5, PCR #0) #= PCR-
Southern 4 X M7 Z A RS- A F 2L 3 R FE 11 5 LA Z A RA P mEben 2444 H
I A A AR 4 AR % 38 S0k . R WAIR RNAL T 76 ik 3 % Aok 0 26 L B A0 37 A4 /R
KB LA ZHma; RNA T, AR LAE; stk

Production of transgenic potato plants resistant to four viruses
via RNAi-mediated virus resistance
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Abstract: In order to obtain transgenic potato plants resistant to Potato virus X (PVX), Potato virus Y
(PVY), Potato leaf role virus (PLRV) and Potato virus S (PVS), specific primers were designed accord-
ing to the coat protein (CP) genes of PVX, PVY, PLRV and PVS, and then sub-clones of the cDNA frag-
ments were obtained from the conserved regions of CP genes of PVX, PVY, PLRV and PVS, respective-
ly. Then the four cDNA fragments were spliced into a chimeric cDNA. The RNA interference (RNAi)
vector pBI121-pRH with the chimeric cDNA was constructed based on the vectors pHANNIBAL and
pBI121. Potato transformation was conducted through agrobacterium-mediated system, and then trans-
genic plants obtained by tissue culture were tested for viral resistance. The fusion gene fragments RH/
and RH2 were obtained, and enzyme digestion resulted in an expected band of 1 200 bp in size, respec-
tively. RNAI1 vectors containing pdk introns and RH/ and RH2? fusion genes were constructed, and
BamH 1/Sac 1 bi-enzyme was performed to obtain a fragment of about 3 200 bp in length, indicating that

the RNAi vector pBI121-PRH was successfully constructed. The infusion genes were integrated into the
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genome of Longshu 11 by using PCR and PCR-Southern blotting. Four transgenic potato plants were

proved immune to the virus infection by the virus infection resistance analysis. This study indicated that

multiple virus-resistant potato varieties could be obtained by using RNA.

Key words: potato virus; RNA interference; transgenic potato; mulit-virus resistance
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NEPESR AT CE SRR AT E SRR
S CHA CEAE TSR 25 EY . BEE IR E S8
FH AR A 3, DA E AR IR E RO 22 5F
H AR . SR B A ) 2 2 e 25
fe gy, HFTCARIE 1 DR BN 8 30 R A (R4 R
45,2005; 5 EHFS,2010) , 1M H D48 B0 F LA
B AH 2R ECE 2P L IR G R N RETR
B 1R Y i T 4% 0™ 80% LA (B4, 2008) o
PRt , SR TR 201 A 02 HOR B B e 2 Fhi #5110
LSBT BT IR B R B A B

TER A R i R I B ACKR At 2 Fh
o B 10 2 i RUARL AR , O R AN Rl s 4 e R
(coat protein, CP) BRI & B — P ZA-RB &,
i ik e TA Z2 g RE CP DTG s 7 56 DR A ke 7 £ X 22
995 75 19 PT1E (Kaniewsli et al., 1990; Prins et al.,
1995; Fuchs et al., 1997) , X Ff 5 5 3R 15 i) ke bk 2
X EE A T i BE B AN RE S8 U EE IR Y
HIAZ07m AT e I 21 2 R A Ve ) R (R 558
2815 20005 Plasterk, 2002) . 20 tH22 70 4R
PRI B2 L RNA FARTEBAS I 0] N9 T 48 54
TR E R fH R CRNA H AR X RNA
(UL BR AR H 5 A F 20% (Smith et al., 2000) , T LA
PAFHREMRIA A B HAL I PORRCR . I SAELEZ D
AW s BB T RNA T4 (RNA interference,
RNAD AR, L E A 5 15 (A% 4 A% 2 (messenger
RNA , mRNA) X i (1 1F L RNA Fl 5z L RNA 4 A1)
S 4% RNA (double - stranded RNA, dsRNA) 5 A 4
J, AT LA mRNA A A= 55 5 Ve R , S S5O
HOFEDR H BRDTER . LS RNAL Y S 19 R 2L D TER
PR N LR BT 2 MR s I A Y — A
1#:4% (Lindbo & Dougherty, 1992 ; [ JRZE 55,2005 5
'RAE,2014) , HET RNAIL B #8548 Ehus
B A5 H . Zamore (2002) il Helliwell & Water-
house (2005 ) B 5T 45 R W], e 3¢ 5 RNAT B AR AT
S L A AR T, RIS 30 40 5 9 #E mRNA 791 R
SePERREA AL, TR AT 153 60%~100% , B
5 TS U RNA R TR . pFge g Rl 3R
W] RNAL ARG (5 S E DU PEAR AR A U 12 B

GEP55%) BtEREA A et m I, BH
YUtk R IR TR AR e B, v AN R B8 1A
IR (complementary DNA , cDNA ) i BB i il
GEER T AFEY) , T ARAS [7] B0 22 B 25 1) 4 i
PA A Pk (Prins et al., 1995; Plasterk,, 2002 ; & FLI& 45,
2014) . H AT, RNAL SRR 588 B0 5 CP N UL
BRAFFE H O B — 2 AR (Jan et al., 20005 587595
25,2006; 2 X5, 2008) , (H2KE Z 1 5 19 cDNA
WP R S DR A A B LS AR R MO RS HT
Z PR B AR A B ST AT HiE

LA B X 5 BE (Potato virus X, PVX) (G4 Y
Wi 2 (Potato virus Y,PVY) . S48 B £ (Pota-
to leaf roll virus ,PLRV ) Fll Ty 85 B AL M 7% ( Po-
tato virus S,PVS) ¥4 J& 4] 41 1E 5 RNA SR 5, J&
B A R B E ) RNA 4%, L CP i 2
e, 2 5w iERA R R,
A 5T LLXE By 4% S G ™ Y PVX PVY
PLRV \PVS X 4 Mg R MR R, 3501 e Aix 4 Fif
I 1E CP PR K R X PRy X B R IR B,
PHZ 5 A0 A 5 3k 4 A B CP 2R IH i B il 4 56
1 RNATE P 2R Ak 5 R AT R A S 570
Gy IR S B S A ——B 2 11 5 KA R PVX
PVY .PLRV FIPVS iX 4 Fffii 8 A4 5% 5L A Lh 4428, LU
W S U R B AP TR R AR SR AR

1 #R57E

1.1 #F#

HEIRAR P SRR : A H A A O B B S 55
WFTE T 22 )1 Al g ot R AR AL PVX PVY [PV,
PLRV [ Eh S s S A Sh A8 S SZ AR R B 5 1145
TR AR N SR B 11 S, A
BN P B Hy 4 BRI iR o T IR AN A= B R
g% ARt . MR AR AT 1 Agrobacterium tumefaciens
Itk LBA4404 . KA Escherichia coli itk DHS5a
JAEY)FE R AR pBI1 21 Y A SL I 2 AR AT, i [E) 2K
&R pHANNIBAL i 1 Bl24 B 9 X R X IR BE 5 T/
5 T 2

Bk VR AR MS 53R 0 1 L g
Wg £ iR (indole- 3 -acetic acid, IAA) 1.0 mg ., /R K
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(gibberellic acid, GA;) 0.2 mg . 6-"~ 2 FEIEIE (6-ben-
zyl-aminopurine, 6-BA) 0.5 mg., £ K FE % (zeatin
riboside, ZT) 2.0 mg; il B AE MR IR 5L 1/2 MS 1
FeAt,

TR S AR : T4 DNA i3 . TagDNA R4 |
A APBR G E NIRRT S E N EER
(ampicillin, Ampr) . JR '~ & B 2 (carbenicillin, Crb) |
KA AE EK (kanamycin, Kan) | 5 P &G A ZLHE T
(isopropyl 3-D-thiogalactoside , IPTG) . X-gal i 7,
H 7% TaKaRa 7\ 7 ; DIG High Prime DNA Labeling
and Detection Starter Kit ITi&3 &5 , Fi 1 Roche 2\ 7l
2 AR pGEM-T vector . DNA %M [71 G 75 &
B BGR ] & Y B RNA R BGR ] &, KARAE AL
B (A0 A1 BRA ] 5 B g SE IR oy AR
itk % BN, 246 Sigma /A 7 ; ELISA It £, 26
Agdia 2\ \] ; Hog iR 34 2 [ 7= 434l Too #Y
PCR ¥4 {% . GelDocX R+ BE it W% 2 45 . IMARK
AT ARAYL , 9¢ [ Bio-Rad 23 7] ; CF15RXII Y i 4 4
PRELDHL, HASH SN F]
1.2 Ak
1.2.1  suledtt BohFm a5t CPR A 25| 4hikit

H P GenBank H1 45 % | ) PVX . PVY ,PLRV ,
PVS U Fh 5 4% 255 7 CP 3t [H 7 31 Z34261.1,
X54611.1 ,AY307123.1 .GU319954.1, il i3 /> T 4= 4
220 B AR Oligo 6.0 23154, PVX 1) CP A 5|
1 X1/X2(5-TAGCACAACACAGGCCACAGGGT-
3'/5"- AGCGGTTGTTGTTCCAGTGATACGA - 3') ;
PVS ) CP 3R 514 S1/S2(5-CAGGAGAGACAC-
CACAAGCAATA - 3'/5'- AGCATCCCTCCAGTGTA
CTCAA-3");PVY 1y CPHEEMH 514 Y1/Y2(5"-GCAG-
GAGGAAGCACTAAGAAGG-3'/5"- CTAATGCCA -
CCGTCCAACCCGAAAA-3') ; PLRV ¥ CP H: [H 5]
YIV1/V2(5'-AAAGGAAATGTCAATGGTGG-3"/5'-
CTGATGGTGACTCTGAAGGA-3"), 5 ¥ i 2E T
AW TR R By A R A R A

FRLEY R DNAMAN 5.0 %2 akert 4 Fh
S5 HE mRNA HEA TS5 5347, G 6 11424 300 bp JCZ¢ 1k
RAF K BAE N TR BL. SR Oligo 6.0 #4111
P TR B 51, e 5 1 i ARG
514 X-1 K 5'-CGCGGATCC*""'GCAACTCCTGC-
CACGGCTT-3"; 5% X-2 2} 5'-GGTATTGCTTGTG-
GTGTCTCTCCAAGTGTGCACACCTCTTTAATT -
GCTG-3"; 514%1 S-1 2} 5'-CAGCAATTAAAGAGGT-
GTGCACACTTGGAGAGACACCACAAGCAATA -

CC-3;5|4S-2 }y 5'-CTTCTTAGTGCTTCCTCCT-
GCTGAAAACCGCGAGTATGGATTC-3"; 514 Y-1
9 5-GAATCCATACTCGCGGTTTTCAGCAGGAG-
GAAGCACTAAGAAG-3'; 5| ¥ Y-2 & 5'-CAGT-
TCTTCTTGAGCGGGATTAGTTTCTCCTATGTCG -
TATGCC-3'; 51 ¥ V-1 i 5'- GGCATACGACATAG-
GAGAAACTAATCGCCGCTCAAGAAGAACTG-3"
¥ V-2 J 5'-CCCAAGCTT""*"CTAATTTGGAA -
TTTGTTGACGTAGGACTG-3'; 5|4 X,-1 4 5'-CC-
GCTCGAG"'GAGCTC*'GCAACTCCTGCCACG -
GCTT-3'; 51 %) V\-2 N 5'-CGGGGTACC*"! CTAA -
TTTGGAATTTGTTGACGTAGGACTG - 3", K| £k ¥
O3 RTEVINL R, EAR AR 0 S VI, 5 1 13 250k
TAEY) TR R ) A FRA F A
122 LAZEmECPAR LA RME

Z: IR 6 RNA $5 B0 7R 65 100 BH 45 42 BUER
LhRABEN H R RNA, L X1/X2.S1/S2.Y1/Y2 . V1/V2
T SEYES Y, 43 BT PVX  PVS  PVY Hl PLRV
(1) CP A, ¥ PCR ) % 4% %) pGEM-T easy #k {4
b B KT B DHS o, 28058 0 , A5 BH M 7
Bt WO H A BEP: S Bt 2 1 I 1 B R AR
A RRA G HEATIT 5387, H DNAMAN 5.0 1474
FP45 R4 5 44 CP R 2K P FI AT Ut . LA
PREEC BR AR, B 5 1) X-1/X-2.S-1/8-2 . Y-1/Y-
2. V-1/V-2 4 5| P #8458 PVX . PVS \PVY .PLRV {Y
CP a2 300 bp 1 cDNA FBE 5 %5 44 F BEA
H5 PCRIEEALG13 B EEZ 1 200 bp B 0] fill
R RHI, LLRHIFEHT, L X-1/V,-2 S5 1Y)
P ISR 24 1 200 bp HYIE [ ELS 5L RH2, 15
ol AR pGEM-T vector FP 47 | BY i 4% , FH16 38
TR FE SR AR FR A F I, Rl DAN-
MAN 5.0 AR P 485 5 510 T DF 422 1 4 Fh R B
J BOPHN AT LEX 3 o
1.2.3 a4 A BRNAIM Y & Sk H i

FH BamH 1F1 Hind T BV pdk P35 F B9 5
# /& pHANNIBAL, [n1 it K R Bef H 5 [m] 4 il 1)
RHI [/ B4 AR5 5 Sl @il 56 19
Bt RHI W) J5t ki pRH1, 5 H Kpn 1 F1 Xho 1 XL 1]
pRHI, MR 7 B m # 3 5 [RIRE R U] RE2 [ /)N
FBOERE MR N & IE R AR A R B
() 2 F RNAIL ] 24K pRH, ] BamH 1 Hl Sac 1
XY pRH, [F1 pRH /)y Bt , 5 FH R R BRI 1 P9
DI REU) (AL P 23R 88UA pBII 21 HE4% , AL KT
DH5a, 15 #| fl & %& [H RNAi # ) % 15 88K
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pBI121-pRH,
1.2.4 RBRAENFLHFEREHNBHARRE

MR E A T SR e L 2 BN
25(2009) Fx1 52 45 (2013) 7 kAT AR IR A AT B
1k, ¥ pB1121-pRH JiT kL 5 A MR A FT 7 LBA4404
JEEZ S AN, AR ] TR s A 2 AL AR S AR AT T
LBA4404(pBI121-pRH) .

Lh S B A AR B Ak SR A - DA 10 ]
FLARH 0.5 e FY P2 11 S8 B SME IR, 2 I Si
et al.(2003) J5 kA THAL KA VTSR 1 mm
MR, e T B e i g g | I R 2 d
Sl 2 R RS 345 50 me/L Kan 500 mg/L Crb YR,
EE RO IR b R K 2 1.0~1.5 cm I B
T, #: A% 50 mg/L Kan. 500 mg/L Crb ()4 #5555
LR FE, FAE AR AR 20 d7E 75 75 me/L Kan B4
HREGFRIE L ARARESR 1 AR08 3 R LA B3 RBIE 7 4E
R R A I Sk PRI AR A T AR AR
12,5 #ARDLAZHKG S TEL

FH 75 bt 2 = & HE TR AL ##% (cetyltrimethyl am-
monium bromide, CTAB ) 72 $i& B4 JE PR 25 S A ok
N 3 i B TR 15 4% R PR S DNA, 2 BT /N i 4%
(2014) J5 ¥ % 6 HE DR B 8 R AR 37E 17 PCR %7€ .
FHPVX-1/PLRV-2 Fl PVX,-1/PLRV -2 W%} 5| #1435
Wt L PR SH S AR AR UE AT PCR Y3, DAARFE I 5
B R AR AT pBI121-pRH J5AL Ay BH A X BEFITFH A4 %)
H# . 25 pL PCR ¥ 14 & % : 5 xPrimes STAR Buffer
(Mg**plus) 5.0 pL..2.5 mmol/L dNTP Mixture 2.0 pL .
10 pmol/L I Fi#51# 4 0.5 uL. cDNA 0.5 pL.
PrimeSTAR HS DNA Polymerase 0.25 uL, ddH,O #p
25 uL, KW :98°CAE M 10s,55°CiB K 5 s,
T2°CHEAH 60 s, JEFR 30 U TEHE R , B3> PCR A
£110.5 uL TagDNA polymerase, T* 72°C#E{# 10 min,,
B S uL PCR F=#iE47 1% B BEAEEE S FL K , 43 5 01
pUEZS I Tt/

DARlA LR cDNA Jr BN BEACR HIBEHLE 14
Fricik & BAREr , X BH A A% 51T PCR-Southern
M, KA CTAB A FEHUPCR AN 5L FHAME Y A S48
SRR L 20 DNA, 17 1% BB MisE i L Tk 43 15
SRIE R rL VK™ Wil i B AN A A IR AT I JE
B L, 56 B EF 4228 . 4% I/ DIG High Prime
DNA Labeling and Detection Starter Kit 11 327 & 1

iR R RO W AN T S Ty Y Sl N S NS & TR NI
A,
1.2.6 AR LAF ARG IUELE R

FRy B R B S T K 2 6~8 em il
oAk BB A A 19 16 cm T8 14 cm 95 RN,
TR 1R, B IR R 100k, TR R E N
i g%, R IFR% AR AR B 5 A Bl 28 11 5 0 55 i A0 &
PLRV 1) th 4% 45 1 (1 SRR MF Myzus persicae) .
ok 20 dFF R R T , PVX PVY \PVS SR LR
FEAESERD RN IT 1S B AR AF (2010) ; PLRV R H]
If LB A RN T RS IR I 45 (1996) . PVX,
PVY .PVS PLRV KK B F42F P [MIfF 3 d, 15 dJ5 B &
FERP LR 2 R RN 15 d e, IR 2 O B 1 B
P& W B 2% %2 3¢ (double antibody sandwich enzyme
linked immunosorbent assay, DAS-ELISA ) ¥l 35 7%
i, DA e M AR R R S P 11 S
BT A BT R (CKL) | AR 42 i 5 1Y 5 ik PR 5 4%
TP 11 S MR O PR IR (CK2) o R il i 72
% DAS-ELISA 18GR @& UL B AT, B S 25 s
FHBEHRINE 405 nm AL FWOLAE

2 BRE5HM

2.1 4MEBHRERECPEEZERBEERMNGE

JE E 44 B M RNA 371 3] PVX L PVS.,
PVY HIPLRV i CP 2K JE[H , 4 PCR Fl EcoR 1 i
YIS He B BeoR /5 10 v Br 670,811,701
584 bp —E (& 1-A~B) , B XS B &t BUTAT H b1
PR AR H Y BH A s R A TN A, AR
51| 5 GenBank 1 7 51 1 47 o 85, 1) 5 4 43 51
93.76% .94.90% .94.79% .96.68%.,

PATERERY PVX . PVY .PVS . PLRV 4 K f{) CP 3t
AR, 2 I B S PVX PVS .PVY .PLRV H
CP ] K JE 245 300 bp 1) cDNA F B, PfH2 il il 3k
VERET SRR pGM-T 3545 T & A K E N
1 200 bp JZ [n] il 38 PR ) 4H 5ok RH T, BamH 1,
Hind X2 BCY ORI T XTI 508 , SRS B
1200 bp A9 254 (K1 2-A) , P25 Rt S S U A
BOHAT . DA WA BRI BER , DL X-1/V-2 B FF
SEES Yy AT B HE AL, PCR 7215 pGM-T 2k
WS A5 T A KEE 1200 bp 1F [ flG A
() 41 TR RH2 , F Xho 1HI Kpn 1RV 5 3R45-K
&4 1200 bp 2547 (K] 2-B) , S HUAHTT .
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Abp M1 2 34 56 78 Bbp M 1 2 3 4

2000 2000
1000
g
500
250 500
100 250

100

Bl DREXFES.IRBYRS. IRBJFEMHFRENORBEREMFEN CPEEPCR™Y (A) REBVILEE (B)
Fig. 1 PCR (A) and enzyme digestion (B) of the CP genes of PVX, PVS, PVY, PLRV
M: Marker D2000. & 1-A 1 1~2: PVX CP R 1925 (X BURI 397240 s 3~4: PVS CPEE[R %8 (X BRANY 4 7 5 5~
6: PVY CPIEDN 123 X IANY 3G 745 7~8: PLRV CPIEN 123 XTG4 . K1 1-B 1 1~4: PVX PVS PVY .PLRV
B CPEE[H , M: Marker D2000. 1-2 in Fig.1-A: Negative control and PCR identification of PVX CP gene; 3—4: negative control
and PCR identification of PVS CP gene; 5-6: negative control and PCR identification of PVY CP gene; 7-8: negative control and
PCR identification of PLRV CP gene. 1-4 in Fig. 1-B: Enzyme-digested products of CP of PVX, PVS, PVY, PLRV.

Abp M 1 Bbp M I Abp M 1 2B b M 1.Cb M_I

4 500 4500
4500 3000 4500 3000
4300 3 000 3000 2000
2 000 2 000 1200 2000 1200
1000 1000 800 I %88
800 500
500 500 500
250 200
200 100 200

B3 47 DB REMAER RNAI P EIZME
pRHETIEE
Fig. 3 Verification of RNAI intermediate vector pPRH

2 4T ERBFESMEGEREARFRAL(A)
FIRH2(B)RIEBIIEE
Fig. 2 Enzyme digestion of RHI (A) and RH2 (B)

recombinant plasmids incorporated with fusion genes incorporated with fusion genes of four potato viruses by

. restrictive enzyme digestion
of four potato viruses Y &

M: Marker 1115 1: RHI Y] (BamH 1/Hind 111) 5 2:
RH2 XL Y] (Xho 1/Kpn 1) « M: Marker IIT; 1: double en-
zyme digestion of RHI (BamH 1/Hind 111) ; 2: double enzyme
digestion of RH2 (Xho 1/Kpn1).

2.2 DRERSHESEERNAEYREREHE b M1 M bp
J BamH 1/ Hind 111 §1 Kpn 1/ Xho 143 3 it V1] 15000 N )

pRH, H3R 15— 2 K/NZ) 1 200 bp 1Y 457 (K 3-A) ;3§§

SRl RHT RN RH2 W25 K/ INAAT s FH BamH 1/ 2500

M: Marker 111; 1~4: BamH 1/Hind 111 XL V] . Xho 1/
Kpn TIEEY] . BamH 1Xho 1HEFIIFN BamH 1/Sac TAUFTI
B4 F A K . M: Marker III; 1-4: recombinant plasmid
pRH digested by BamH 1 and Hind I, Xho 1 and Kpn 1,
BamH 1 and Xho 1, BamH 1 and Sac 1.

4500
3000
2000

Xho 1#1 BamH 1/Sac 145 B, 13545 — & K 1000 ) 32;38
293 200 bp ) 547 (1 3-B~C) , 5 RHI . pdk Fl RH2 %00
%%Zﬂljﬁd\*ﬁﬁi,ﬁﬁﬂﬁt@*Tﬁ?pde\]/ﬁ’\¥J%§u 250 200

PR3 A IE ) A 3 DR Hp ) 34K pRHL
BamH 11 Sac 1 XLl U1 2% /& pRH A 1) 3% 35 204K
pBII21, [l H Y B, 45 T4 DNA 3R 1kl
Y22k AR pBI121-pRH. B X-1/V-2 f1 X,-1/
V-2 X} pBI121-pRH 43| #47 PCR Y14 , 28 BamH 1/

E4 4TI RJFSAMEERRNAVEYRIEHE
pBI121-pRH BG4 E
Fig. 4 Verification of RNAI expression vector pBI121-pRH
incorporated with fusion genes of four potato viruses by

restrictive enzyme digestion

Sac VXU, 345K 24 3 200 bp 1 BE(E4), 5
T BEARAT , 2 I RNAI A 4 32 15 2% K pBI121-
pRH #4 & AL

M,: Marker 15000; 1: BamH 1/Sac 1Y) ; M,: marker
I, M,: Marker 15000; 1: BamH 1/Sac 1 digestion; M,:

marker III.
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2.3 HEFDREEKRNRE

TR B R (] 5-A) Y AR T TR AR e T I 1%
F22 d R R R R 56 B (B 5-B) L H5 R 12 d )
TR R I B 4% (F] 5-C) , 20 d 5 2 A b g 4
M (E15-D), 30 d e it b B b 25
H(EI5-E),40 dJE e Rl Ab s B A e 28 &

-

(18 5-F ), R PUIE 25 K2 1~2 em ZE A BT R A
FEEIIAT Kan #1 Cb 59 A= AR B IR 26 1, 1557 2 J e AR bk
2B OAMERR (K 5-G) AR RRBEIE # AR 1<, X IR 2
HRRABEA AR (& 5-H) , R FHA IR BA Kan 3t
P, i 3 Ut eI LAT 5 20 BRTIEAE P o

B5 RHANTSEREBLXEZNELRE
Fig. 5 Process of agrobacterium-mediated microtube transformation
A WUEEE T B~F: Hi982, 12,20, 30 f140 d i A5 G: ABEMREGPINER s H: ARFERENAYREIRR . A Microtube

discs; B—F: microtube discs after culturing with agrobacterium for 2, 12, 20, 30 and 40 d; G: rooted resistant plant; H: non-trans-

genic plant.

24 HEFRDREEKNPCRETE

XF 20 B AR HEAT PCR S 5E , FHS 1) X-1/V-
2 FX,-1/V-2 B9 88 A E 24 1200 bp 145552
251, Mi2S F6F R L B BR T 386 257 (1€ 6) , %)

A bpM 1 23 456 78 9101112MB bpM 1 2

2t B X e R 2R 2 BH M 7 5 R AEL B , PCR-Southern
il 45 5 5 PCR Y e 45 A0 & (B 7) L itk — 2510
HIAMIE L B 38 5 2B 5 115 SR B R 4 b

3 4 5 6 7 8 91011 12 M

El6 LAPVX-1/PLRV-2(A)FPVX,~1/PLRV-2(B) 5| #KI5& 41 PVX.PVY .PLRV . PVS B % & F 5 $¢ E &R A PCR AL
Fig. 6 PCR detection of transgenic potato resistant to PVX, PVY, PLRV and PVS based on primer of
PVX-1/PLRV-2 (A) and PVX;-1/PLRV,-2 (B)

M: Marker III; 1, 12: Dk ddH,O JREAR (1925 IR IR 20 11: DAARSE B PRAE Bk DNA SHRAR i BIPEXS B 3. 10 DLBORL
pBI121-pRH AR A BHPE:XT 1B 5 4~9 2 BB [H Sh 2 A8k . M. Marker I11; 1, 12: blank control of ddH,O; 2, 11: negative con-
trol of non-transgenic plant DNA; 3, 10: positive control of pBI121-pRH plasmid; 4-9: positive transgenic plant.

P N B 1

3 4 5 6

7 FHPVX.PVY.PLRV. PVS K EE 54 EHE 1A PCR-Southern 1l
Fig. 7 PCR-Southern analysis of transgenic potato resistant to PVX, PVY, PLRV and PVS
B: A5 XN IR; N: JEFESLR DA S0 i s P PHIEXT IR 1~6: DR SL ML, B: Blank control; N: untransformed po-

tato plantlet; P: positive control; 1-6: potato transgenic plant.

2.5 HEFRDREZEKRBRED T
6 TR 3 R Th 4% A AR 32 # PVX PVY \PVS,

PLRV 40 d J& , 4 BRFE LK Th 445 A AR AU PVX PVY .
PVS . PLRV Kl 25 52 35 54 B4, 150 BH 33X 4 Bk 5% S (A
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FERR RS 4F PVX  PVY . PVS  PLR VU F% 25 B B0 P
B 5 1 RRHE JE R Eh 5 SERRR 14) PV X ARG 45 51 Sk B
P, HE 3P TR A B RSB T FEAAE XS B 1R
Il G TR T 4 A B 1Y PV'S T PLRV A6 25 5y ]

P, PVX FNPVY A il 45 5 A B, A D A B Ak T
FHPEXT (3R 1) . ELISAKGZ5 R, 05 4505
BRELIR R o7 CP Al A 5L Y 1) 5 52 )7 91 1Y) e i
IR Th 4% B R ik TR L o) 4 Aol 2 A i b

&1 FRELPVX.PVY.PLRV.PVS i3 E E D EEHRH DAS-ELISA #2725 R (ODuos )
Table 1 DAS-ELISA analysis of transgenic potato plants resistant to PVX, PVY, PLRV and PVS (ODags )

Ab ¥ Treatment PVX PVS PLRV
P1 0.124+0.004 0.572+0.057 1.015+0.780 0.922+0.787
P2 0.123+0.002 0.122+0.004 0.132+0.011 0.123+0.002
P3 0.126+0.006 0.124+0.008 0.119+0.002 0.131+£0.014
P4 0.123+0.002 0.122+0.001 0.122+0.004 0.123+0.004
P5 0.922+0.787 1.2314+0.351 0.327+0.270 0.275+0.259
P6 0.133+0.002 0.127+0.005 0.120+0.006 0.124+0.006
CK1 1.413+0.397 1.958+0.343 1.281+0.079 2.915+0.198
CK2 0.134+0.004 0.123+0.006 0.123+0.004 0.128+0.004

F R R - BB bR iR . P1~P6: FEHE [N Hh 8 AT R s CKL: AR iy ARG B R 8 bk s CK2: HFh i 221
RHE LN 4 IR . Data are mean+SE. P1-P6: Transgenic plants; CK1: non-transgenic plants without virus infection; CK2:

non-transgenic plants inoculated with PVX, PVY, PVS and PLRV.

3 Tt

PVX .PVY .PLRV PVS 5| ()5 3 2 it i 3% [
LR AL R N PR A DA e L
JE LR EER B 1R Gty R A R R T 45 2
RYe . FFRIFE(2018)F 2015—2016 4F Xtk A H
A 24 S AR L (X)) 146 A [] A 745 X 2k
(SHDI 757 SRR T TR, JER 2] 6 Fh
LT, Horp PVS BAG 3 iy, 15 47.03% ,
FE O Y F N PVY+PVS, (2 %5k 10.13%, I
K IA PVX.PVY PLRV . PVS PRl & i 2 512
Yeo EFXFPVX . PVY PLRV [ N2EE 78R & AE A
Pt 2 Fhmk 3 Fhoie 25 A5 L R Th % S T AT SR T iR %
5% (Jan et al., 2000; Z8 &P 55, 20065 [ = RUAF,
2008) , 14T PVS Jy T A58 W4 . PVS Bl 7
Yubf— R FBURE AR, 30 5 A A8 ™ 10%~
15%, 5 BN 8 2 A 4= G B T k™ 11%~38% (=
MR ,2002) o AT T2 AT A
YRR, B TRIHPT 4 Fois 75 (19 4% 2 5 Fb, LA
AR R IR A R Y™ R EVEER .

R T KB R 2 Fis 35 09 6 SE AR, T LA
PR R B SE R E 42 5 2 ALY, T8 Ak 3k
DAY B PTIRTE SRS RE AR R FE AR RO,
WS TURR G 2 1) 0 RS L PR 7 922 5 il 25 T K, 30
XoF 35 DR e A e i DRI R e M B R DR 3R R 4 7 A N
IS . BFIY T, RNAL AT EE 58 3 2L I, i 2
EEEI S 43 Fr B HIAT , {H RNAI X dsRNA A K JiE

R AN R 8 I VERE SR AR - B e B A
A A B A A ] HE S 2544 X RNAI A5 3L
P FRICR A 520 (Waterhouse et al., 1998 ; Smith et
al.,2000) . Helliwell & Waterhouse (2003 ) A A 3L A
F BRI R 50~1 000 bp B4 1EF A& JEDTER , if
AR B S 300~600 bp. PRI LN ER K
S BEIR R B SE R R BOAHGE |, B AREATT 384T 2T
S RLDARE ), T RGTHIE . AR R4 4E (2004)
NN PVY 1 CPEER Fr B KA T 202~417 bp 2
[ BEAS 175 & RNA AR BEPUYE , JFH AN X 215
& RNA N FHUORE T A B, R
4:(2008) % PVY . TMV .CMV X 3 FfJj 2 CP 3L [
/NFBERRA A T RNAG 244K, 3045 1 Rl 7k
S 3 T B 9 SRR B, AT ST R 1Y 4 A
BEMY CP I F B4y e S B AN N4 RNA (small
interfering RNA , siRNA ) 3% Fil 71 #5125 B L 25 A o
[24 300 bp X Bz A, I3 1o #4 gl il JE A9 RNA
ARG T AR B T DA B L I AR . AR
TFZE T ) SR T DK X Eh 8 e e E Y T
W EE CP LR 1A SO AT R Fr Be DF B2 il & JE
I S 1) F AR A ek st 1 A AR AR AR e £ Fil
WM DA HFEAE T TR Y P iE T2
BRI A JE G SR In e A SR LB 35 i bk 2
PRI

W55 ¢ W AE A4 2 RNAI ) F R KT, & A
N 2 T R JE 45K RNA 1 RNA T35 38R T BRAUR 4%
U, ULERALF AT 55 90% LA | (Smith et al., 2000) , 4
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B F o S AT B T B SR &2 % T dsRNAJE
BCAIRESE , 17 LN &+ H BT V4505 1) dsRNA T
Sy 8% dicer B 5] (Stoutjesdijk et al, 2002) , HCAS A
FEAEAG AE W R AR B E A pdk W55 F-451
() pHANNIBAL 2y 1 [H] 354844 , pBI121-pRH £ 4
W) pk NG 58 T A B RS Ve T ELRE 1Y iR 4%
SEDIERRAIE T CBRACR, , TS e e i H 1

dsRNA /"SR FEP U E B A PO R e ek
03 ARV SRR (X AU TEAE S 0T
)7 BEIMGARSE 2, AT e 56 B R A AL G
77 20 B #% DL A 5 (van den Boogaart et al., 2001) ,
PFAE S B 5T ot T R4S 1) BH P 5 5 PR Eh 428 B bk 3R
HE— LI R AE AR H 15 RNA (R R 535090
PR R WIFST, X RNA A S PUME i A fa e v
RNA - 00 1 5 B 55 7 56 DR 4 DL Tl iy ¢
REHITIRAMIE o JI MBI TR B A AR A T
BRI AT, A B 2 BREL BERE R GT 4 P 3 3R 30
AGEPUIE , YL R AT GE SRR B I 1R 1,
0, AT BB A G aed i rp R 1) ) 32 A AR A IR |
8, JE SR IX 2 R Jo M F A A
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