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FEAREBUMTRFZEEQHNRERZRIEZ AL
S5imiEH&

LA XELE R ¥ FHK X A FA
(P AL KSR R A ARV A i SR G BT , L5 100193)

BE. A FI E KK I8t 9% 5 (maize yellow mosaic virus, MaYMV) & o 7 A0, F 5 1% 9% 5
o ¥ 77 %, H 4 A MaYMV i3 3 & & (movement protein, MP) &9 & B 3£ 4 3| & 47 & ik & 4K pDB-
His-MBP _b ¥ #y 2 %, 25 64 Jo 45 & A TR ¥ 2540 8 K AT Escherichia coli P55 F 3k ek o7 4 , 5
WAL )G 0 Bk AR G AT TS 2 K 8 & Oryctolagus cuniculus 34T %, 9% 5+ &-MaYMV MP % %[44t
7, I+ & F) Western blot &7 3 fn 7 69 M RAE Ao b A S ATAEM . R B, F A R AHEN R
A EBRZHFEFEARILSTERNAGAKD R EE G, LG #3102 X & it /7 ok
KAFMaYMV MP e i, 3% 4 dn i 69 B0 4 10128 000, RAUE A 1:32, B dide 7 3R 435 45 114 3
#iml 2] K KM Nicotiana benthamiana P Wb £ 3K 89 MaYMV MP, i R 5 245 % K vt 9% 7 % Polero-
virus B JE 9% 7 & Luteovirus %9 Bty 70 & & i 52 X LR R % Fo e i LA RAF 69 4% ik
F KA R A & 0 MaYMV MP 42 e 7 A8 45 51 12 342 0] 2] MaYMV MP, =T Al T 34 & I8 4 5% é’a
MaYMYV s i 4]
KR 2R TR AE; iR R AR Bt Rk EF KRG

Prokaryotic expression and purification of maize yellow mosaic virus movement
protein and antiserum preparation

Ma Qiumeng Liu Yuzi Wu Di Li Hongrui Wang Ying Han Chenggui’

(Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Affairs Key Laboratory of Pest Monitoring and Green Management, Department of
Plant Pathology, China Agricultural University, Beijing 100193, China)

Abstract: In order to achieve serological test of maize yellow mosaic virus (MaYMV) and provide more
detection methods for the virus, the movement protein (MP) gene of MaYMYV was cloned and ligated in-
to the prokaryotic expression vector pDB-His-MBP. The ligated plasmid was transformed into Esche-
richia coli to express fusion protein. The fusion protein (62 kD) was purified and used to immunize
Oryctolagus cuniculus to prepare MaYMV MP polyclonal antiserum, and the titer, sensitivity and speci-
ficity of the antiserum were determined by Western blot. The results showed that the titer of the antise-
rum was 1: 128 000 and its sensitivity was 1: 32. The antiserum could react specifically with the
MaYMV MP transiently expressed in Nicotiana benthamiana and did not have cross-reactions with
MPs of other members in the genera Polerovirus and Luteovirus. This antiserum developed in this study
will be useful in detection of MaYMV MP in the transient expression system and in detection of
MaYMYV in field samples.
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TSR T H B AR EY AR EY) , A=
Pz B 220 U B U . FOK B
(maize yellow mosaic virus, MaYMV) T 2014 4 7E
Hh[E 2 g A R KA R g I B I B
L 44 BB R 2 )& Polerovirus 19 14~ i 51 (Chen
etal.,2016) . MaYMV == % th F BT I 25445 , v]
DL 302 Bl R A 254 W o 300 v Ak RN % Ak 55 IR
(Chavez et al., 2012; P45 4= 45, 2019; Mlotshwa et
al.,2021), HETC e E B FIERZ /R E )
2 AT, o A b ) R OK AR A ok ™ WY
(Read et al., 2019; Yahaya et al., 2019 ; Welgemoed et
al.,2020) . MaYMV 2f {0 +43 )z, v] D 4
RN 3 S ZRARAFEDY) , 2016—2018 4-AEJE
H 0 A0 e [ g 8 H e B A I 2] T MayYMV,
B %9 B 0] LR 24 H E (Sun et al., 2019) ;1 HL
MaYMV 28 5 5| BUH AL 1A DS 2[Rl i
PUHRER TR, T2 MR B 2R AR 4, [URYE
FEPRA X S MaYMV 55| BOH AL AR DG 7
H A — % WHE (Sun et al., 2019;2021) . [ itk , %
MaYMV FHERA 4 € SPRTHERT IR 0 B2

MaYMV J2& iF B RNA R 55, 4K 5642 bp,
15 7 A FF 4 52 HE (open reading frame, ORF)
ORFO~ORF5 , ORF3a Fi1 3 4~ E 4 4% [X. (untranslated
region, UTR) 5" UTR, 3’ UTR } intergenic UTR.,
MaYMV iz /) & F1 (movement protein, MP) H A
XTARSF ) ORF4 gt , REA8 (2 HF s #E 7E 1 F A2
[8] i9%% 5l (Crawford & Zambryski, 2001 ; Chen et al.,
2016; 254555 ,2017) . HHT, X MaYMV MP fHF5¢
B AR, A W FE N DR [R] T 9 s 25 i
(potato leaf roll virus, PLRV ) FIESESR FEFF Luteovir-
idae ) K3 85 5% 0% 5% (barley yellow dwarf virus, BY-
DV) i MP ZE4T T HEAIESE , % 3L PLRV MP 5 HE
9o P RIE R SR IR 285 D AH G, 1T EL BB A% I8 15 48 4 4 i
22 1) E) 322 22 1) LA T 5 R 808 IR A 40 e 22 (1)
#3)); BYDV MP TEALH) /K N FIA 5D % A= 5 B
B H AR B R, 78 AR [CMH Nicotiana benthami-
ana F13% 38 MH Nicotiana tabacum W F v Bk B 2 3k
BYDV MP 2575 | K A8 )0 S5 8 i B ik S i, 1 i
& A i B R 1 BB T (programmed cell death,
PCD),Jf- H BYDV MP ) N ¥t i G /&5 | & PCD 3¢
£ X 3, (Fusaro et al., 2017; Ju et al., 2017; DeBlasio
etal.,2018),

Hl, A I [ f% 5% PCR (reverse transcription
PCR, RT-PCR) Fll 2 % 5 35 /v 3 45 I 97 1 (reverse

transcription loop-mediated isothermal amplification,
RT-LAMP) £ A A 1l MaYMV f9 Hi2 38 ( B 2 A= 45
2019;Sun et al.,2021) , {H /20 A 38 o JFAZ F 8 7
AR5 MaYMV MP e I3 2 F1 3 27 S R Az
MaYMV M IE B (CEEDGA, 2019 5 5K 75 HE F oy
T, 2019; fE#E,2020) o PRI, AS 50 38 S 4 5
A MaYMV MP JHEH 590 () A% F R 2k, ik K
AL A, A SR s R RS
MaYMV MP Z 5 FERL NG , I i — L 40l MaYMV
HI MG 24 2, I T MaYMV MP 89460, {12 i#F
FH 1] =5 K 230 T 0 A I 5 B 36, TRl sk SR 0 58 5 4%
S 0 B S A B L 1E) A IV o O R AR A L
HIRAWEFE MaYMV MP 31 fig &t MaYMV 5 %5 32 5.
YESEHELEL TR

1 #R57E

1.1 ##s

P R AR S A « R AT R Escherichia coli &%
Z SN DHS o KR T At 2N a A W H AR A FRA
A, B2 2540 0 Rosetta i O K245 F AR
PRSI BT . IR KT Agrobacterium tume-
faciens JE&Z 25400 GV3101 FIAS FCAR i 9% [ 814 K
24 1¥) David Baulcombe #5215 4 , A [ 00 78 5
(24+1) C AHXTIRSE 40% JEFH 16 L:8 D & F T

K595 3~4 A
Mk A S g R A% 2R 18 84K pDB-His-MBP
K V5T DNASU JFRLE ; ST # k24K pMDC32
RO K255 A P B 20 S0 00 & AR A TR AL
MaYMV MP % [ 52 % pMDC32-MP""™"-3Flag , 2%
231k B (brassica yellow virus, BrYV) MP FEH 77
F& pMDC32-3Flag-MP™™" PLRV MP % [X 7% % pM-
DC32-3Flag-MP™™ Hy 74 52 4 %8 /e % BE 1 4 A1t
BYDV MP J: [ 78 [ pMDC32-3Flag-MP*""™ H Ac
S 2 W TR AR - B AL 5 22 STV A% B 40k 7 (suak-
wa aphid-borne yellow virus, SABYV ) MP Jt [X v [
pMDC32-MP***"-3Flag [H A S50 % Tk 27 e AL 5
A =2 35 L 9% 5 (beet leaf yellowing virus, BLYV)
MP 5 [H 55 pMDC32-MPP™Y-3Flag H 7% 52 56 % X
LA PR T i (sugarcane yellow leaf
virus, SCYLV) MP % [H 5 % pMDC32-MP*""-3Flag

FH ARSI 0 2 L A - AR

315 772 3L . LB (Luria-Bertani ) [& {4355 35 2L i,
I3 N R E 25 g B R 50 g NaCl 50 g Bl
¥382.5 g, W pH A 7, A E 5 L, 121 Cla KK
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20 min, Z R ORAE LB [BASE IR FEAR BN BiAs B 15
F| LB WA SR

B A A 4% - Primer Star Max HS DNA Poly-
merase . T4 DNA Ligase , Solution I, H 4 TaKaRa
W) 5 BRI P9 VI il Nde TR Xho 1, 3% [ NEB A # ; [7]
T AR &, b 2 XS HARARA ] ;
2xTag DNA R4A i Mix, Jb 5V B R AW R AR
15T T % Marker , 55 [El S8R C /R B A A 5 5-1-
4- G, -3- M| Mg — 45 £ (5-bromo-4-chloro-3-indolyl-
phosphate, BCIP) , G fkfil§ % PU 2 Mk 5 (nitro blue tet-
razolium, NBT) | 5% N 2&-B-D-Fit X 21 LB (isopro-
pyl B-D-1-thiogalactopyranoside , IPTG ) . & 1 J:fitf it
. (phenylmethylsulfonyl fluoride, PMSF) . 2-15 0k 2,
fiff 12 (2-morpholinoethanesulfonic acid, MES) . Z i
T 7 (acetosyringone, AS) AW FE Fric Ll F 4T
G PEER FE [ Anti-rabbit IgG, H 74 Sigma 23 7] ; DNA
BRI PSR TR &, 32 [l Omega 23 7] 5 JFURL /)N i
R &, JE I Axygen 4 W] s BEPREFAERR , 55 [F GE A
F 3 B % R His filtG 45 % 25 11 46/ S Ni-NTA His
Binding Resin, b 5% Novagen /A 7] ; Flag B3 25 $t Ifil
T, AR S AR A BR A v 5 HAia R 1A [
J3pHr4li, 22331 Hamburg PCR {X 5424 R .01, 7
Eppendorf 3 7l ; ZHWY-103D 15 & 55 37 97 7 4%
R TS i 1A R F] s GRP-9080 4 7K
AR B IR, B ARAE SR A AR A IR A
Bluepard f7K XAE IR 5 5248, il —fERMHEA R
H) ; Universal Hood T % I8 iiA% 4% , 25 [E Bio-Rad 2
3 TY600C HLUKAL, Lt B R A FR A F
1.2 Fi&
1.2.1 RAERE BRI HE

R TR B 4 A 7 A T MaY MV MP HY J5U%
Fakg Ak, M MaYMV MP 2 [H 51 il pDB-His-
MBP J5U % %35 #4551 31151 %) MaYMV MP-F
(5'-ACCTTTACTTCCAGGGCCATATGATGGACG-
CAGAGCTAGGAAC-3') HIMaYMV MP-R(5"-TGG-
TGGTGGTGGTGGTGCTCGAGCTACCTATTTCGG-
GTTTTGAACAT-3") , | % 4 i 7/~ 24 pDB-His-MBP
AR IR AR R JEE . LA pMDC32-MP""™"-3Flag
MR .\ MaYMV MP-F fil MaYMV MP-R 5|43t
ATPCR L o 50 pL JZ WA £ : Primer Star Max HS
DNA Polymerase 25 pL B4z 1 uL. 10 pmol/L 5| 4
MaYMV MP-F/MaYMV MP-R 4% 1 pL.ddH,0 22 ulL,
PIEFRIT 98 CHIAENE20 5598 CAEME 105,55 “Cilk
K 305,72 CHEA 15 s, 230 DFFR 5 72 °CFFAE A

10 min; PCR/“# T 4 C{#FF. PCRY H5E )5 , 38
1 19 B HE W B e L TKOUR 2 L Tk 25 2R, A i Marker
F87 AR AMT T YN ISR /N 600 bp Z2 47 1 H
(IZHT o T Nde 1R Xho 1 BRIP4 A2% R PN VI A
37 CHLFE N Y] pDB-His-MBP Ji A% 3R 1k 4044, 1%
Ivi) V58 7 ZHL AL B TR i) B9 R B O 20 il D) Ak
PR FARAE 50 °CF W 20 min, 10 pl W AR £ £
Fh A IR B2 5 uL 44K 1 uL ATPCR 24 4 uL. %
A5 [ 5 B 4H 7= ) pDB-His-MBP-MPY“™ il A K i
FFTR R AZ A5 40 DHS o AT AL, 70 5 A Ak
J¥ 4 50 pug/mL -RAREE 1 LB A4k 1 F37 C
BEAR PGSR 12 h, PRECER S [ K R T T 1R 7 I 2R 47
PCR G . R 45 PCRAG I 2% SR i 1 BH 4 7 B, HRHL
PEAE P P50 T A 2k 0 50 pg/mL - RIAREE 2
() LB WA 35 3 b T 37 CHRB% 12 h, )T BOR /N
RO & S B 1532517 FUR. DNA /)N 542
B, ok 2 R E Y BOR A R T DNATI T .
1.2.2  #B&EK G 8RB EA Fe didl

W 1.2.1 B T 8 (1) JR A% 2% 3k 2% /K pDB-His-
MBP-MP"“"™ G A\ KT I #8187 A 1 if Rosetta
v, R FF R A A 2R 50 pg/mL I RIREE R
134 ug/mL (SR Z 19 LB B M T 37 CHt
FAIEEFE 12 he PRECSHYE BT B R Y5 3 A T 10 mL
T LR E R 50 pg/mL 1R ABEE K 134 ug/mL Y
AR RN LB AR IR 37 CHERE 12 h k1S
PAAT R R . B 10 mL KB AT i i fh 1 L&
AL E N 50 pg/mL (1R AREE 25 F1 34 pg/mL 54
RN LBAKE: 23,37 C R IR EE 9% 3~4 h,
I 72 H I ODy, ,, (HAE 0.6~0.8 I, e £ 45 1, — 3843
HVERE W, — AT RREMEEA. W
T FRIEN T LA INA 2 mL IPTG,16 CF
P 180 r/min # 55 18~20 h, 55 KIHHF #2615 Kt
IR M. K KT T RA /263 500 mL
ELOIE T, A 8 000 r/min 250> 5 min W KR IGHFF I
P, - H 100 mL =5 622 v (500 mmol/L NaCl,
20 mmol/L Tris-HCI,pH 8) &7F KIAFFH A, K2
77 WU F2 2100 mL BRI LA 1 mL PMSF,
FEVKI S T B RERE 31K, T4 C R LA 12 000 t/min
B0 40 min, BRUUTE T 4 COKFA P ARAEASTH , IF I sE
IR fE4 CF S s #h 28 vl s Ve o
1 His @il 5 b5 2 85 40 IR 2T 2 U, FRRRI
R BIEWGE E A S A . BRI
15 mL = $h 28 MR Ve E A I e Zs & e, O
AR VRS £ o KU 20,40 .60 .80, 100,200 FlI
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500 mmol/L WM v B e i 45 5 7F J2 A i L il &
B, IR D45 TR I ks 2 F 8 5 £ o
VEME e S HTRB AlK rh e 08, A & 209% £
TE4 CTRAF . BUbE R BT SUisE, LUK
V5 IR O TR RS RORIA [ B ks A
VR4S 100 pL, 4350 A 100 pL + BB R 4
(sodium dodecyl sulfate, SDS) # H I # 2% vl &,
100 °Cl#% 10 min, 12 000 r/min #5.> 10 min, 37
WHEAT SDS-SR N ki (polyacrylamide gel electro-
phoresis, PAGE ) FRUKAGIN . 4 H& 0 2 AR v e R
— BT INAGERE T, AL LR 10 uL, 80V
FL UK 30 min, 248 FIAE i 58 2 A B IR S L 120 V
Akl FL UK, LB TR W M 0 S T IR, 2 R I
HR 4% SDS-PAGE HL UK Kl 45 5 K gt e it ™ 5 %
Filt A 28 1 66 I & BE (80,100 1200 mmol/L) ) b
W PR B 5 T 30 KD VR 4545, Sl it B g A
L6 000 r/min 2.0 46 2 1.0~1.5 mL, FH & £ 2%
TR B 3 UK, B DR & 2 2SR EEAS/NT 2 mg/mL,
IFT-80 CIRAEEH -

123 % ulEdudn i 694 &

122 iR alifb Al & & e PRk 2k
SRR BRI A oA RS RIS R R PG =2 K
F14 Oryctolagus cuniculus M7 , il £ 2 se ST
M. &HC1 HARE Ky 2 kg 2247 FOHT 76 22 K 1 fR
WIR G2 P 400 pg HLIE, 2 J5 43 3 AT in ok B g
Ti) o i 18] 23 5310 oA 14,12 F110 d, A U Jin i G e 1 oh
200 pgo FESBERSFE Y, FE T S F AR R AR
£ 200~500 uL, F 0 A SEAFR 85 A, WIIR S sze
FHAB EC o8 A0, i S sie 1 36 [GOR 58 2457 5
WA A TR 5 B KCIRES , Z 5 FE R PE 24 K
AT 0K 4T 8~10 4 s dE A TR S S e . 734>
G B SE LG 7 d, BT P 2% K G 3 80 bk B
1fil., LA 5 000 t/min B5.C> 10 min, 2835 2 YRAH R 85 14F 1
B R WS BT 30 mL, Bl MaYMV MP £
TEFEPLR Anti-MPY™Y 2500 BT AR KER A 2
oA R A I B 55Ul 102 400, 75 25K
1.2.4  RAFHZIE 2K KB G BRI R A & G FR I

K FH AR T T 12 10 2 A A [ A A5 9 I 3k
MaYMV MP [#E &, T XTI B R R 80
PUSR ARG . B 100 wL MRS AAT I GV3101 J8%
ZASUNME T UK L, A MaYMV MP E:[K 55 pM-
DC32-MP¥*"™_3Flag JFi ki 5 L 317832 25 20 i 1) v
il Ak, O 35 PH P T R AR i R AT TR B TR L R
10 mL &8 LU A 25 ng/mL B9 F48-F-F1 50 ug/mL
)RR 2 0 LB W IR = 3, 728 CF LA

220 r/min #5345 16 ho ¥4 3R 15 (% & W LA 4 000 r/min
B0 10 min, 57 FIE W, WEERIAR, A 2 mL AT
EIFZE i (MES 1 mL.AS 50 pL . 2 mol/L MgCl,
250 uL, E A 2 50 mL) , B WAG 7200 B7 A, 3k
9 . H100 puL R R AR FE 2 2 mL, FH 28511
S RE I E i BERAE 600 nm I B WG
P JF R I OD,, ., [H (ODy, ., M E(E x20) o AR I
AT T B TR B85 OD,, . 24974 0.5 119 4 mL V5T
W, TEIREE 3 h, FHES 28 A5 Sk 7R 10 i A TG
AIARIEES 3.4 05 v ) 43 5 2 A FLAE T4 .
TN L Sk 0 S A5 ST LA A TS, B2
SR LT Bt R, bR SR i i s
Bl BERE AR RN E TARKEMESE R ,2d)5
Kb o BLO.1 ghricyi Bl N B9 AS B HDH: 445 1 2L )
AEAEM B, B T35 0.5 mm AER Y 2 mL 5.0 48
W VR RGER R S TS iR o A 300 uL SDS 25 I
FESE W, T2 1R 2] 10 min, 100 °C T 4% 10 min,
LA 12 000 r/min & .0> 10 min, B b ¥4 W& B ok 422 Fb
MaYMV MP 3 [H 7 [ pMDC32-MPY*"™"-3Flag [ 4«
FCAR M SR I RES , BT -80 CIRAER . R
A ) 77 9 il 4% 4 T 25 254K pMIDC32 [ 4% [C AR I
SR EVRE S AR RIS T R
1.2.5  Fodn i 69 2 Ham)

| Western blot K HT 1L 78 BORLH o 5 751 HL
1.2.4 1l 25 B B B 32 3K 25 2R pMDC32 (B P X )
FIMaYMV MP FEH 7ifE pMDC32-MP""™ -3Flag 1Y
AT i R B R A 20 uL, SR AT 1.2.2 J5 Bt H
4T SDS-PAGE Far il , b ¥ Jie v 19 &8 P il 3k
AL B TRETAENE Lo BRI 0.5 g Wk it i
F 10 mL 1xTBST Z& M (7% pH 7.5~8.0 /1% 0.02 mol/L
Tris. 0.15 mol/L NaCl F1 0.05% i 20) H , ¥ 48 45
B R ) i R 4T 4 k= A i 37 CEFFA 1 he
A3 HILL1:1000.1:2000.1:4000.1:8 000,1:10 000,
1:16 000.1:32 000.1:64 000.1:128 000 11 Lt 5] g &
13 i A MaYMV MP £ 5E BT IR Anti-MPY™™ |
T37 CWEE 1 h, 1 1IXTBST 28 M1 (& pH 7.5~8.0
4 0.02 mol/L Tris. 0.15 mol/L NaCl #1 0.05% it Ji&
20) VM 3 YR, AR 10 mine SRS 1L 1:10 000 A9 LN
AP Anti-rabbit IgG, F 37 CHFE 1 h, /| IXTBST
22 W (5 pH 7.5~8.0 1) 0.02 mol/L Tris.0.15 mol/L
NaCl #10.05% i 20) VR 3 YK, UK 10 min, &
10 mL 2 {4 2% ol , 43 %I A BCIP 66 pL 1 NBT
66 L, IR 5] 5 (RS PR 2T 4k i i Ho v k't i €5, 3~
5 min B A WREE S H AR50 , HFRT I i) e R B A%
BRD A L IR
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1.2.6  Fofnik 6 F 4% )

| FHl Western blot Kz 47T L34 10 R % . LA4E
23 K pMDC32 1A [ it 5088 R ok ]
PEXT B B MaYMV MP £ 5 BEPUIR Anti-MPY™ 43
JFRE 2 000 155 116 000 1% , 4545 1:2 000 F11:6 000
MIHTILTE , 4 1.2.4 IriS BEET 215 MaYMV MP 4%
[CHRIT R B8 1 SDS 2 [ FE 8 il B 4.8
16.32.64.128.256 512 4%, #4351 H1 1:2 000 Fl 1
6 000 FIFLIMLTE UEF T Western blot #:1 , 7R 1.2.5,
1.2.7 3 i a9 4 S )

F FHl Western blot KM 4T I3 045 5 . LA4E
i 23 2R A pMDC32 I A B R I | 5 2 R o B
PEXT R, IE R A 1.2.4 7 AR IR 2 BUIBE B 3R 3R
MaYMV MP 3 A 5 & pMDC32-MPY"""-3Flag
BrYV MP % [H 3% [ pMDC32-3Flag-MP*™" | PLRV
MP $: A 55 & pMDC32-3Flag-MP™ . BYDV MP %t
e [ pMDC32-3Flag-MP”"™"™ SABYV MP F&
75 F& pMDC32-MP***"“-3Flag . BLYV MP 3 [H] 77 [
pMDC32-MP*™"-3Flag il ScYLV MP & [H 5 [% pM-
DC32-MP*"-3Flag (A [N | B8 1, SeHH Flag b
ST S BRI I8 AR , PRI MaYMV
MP £ 5 EHUAR Anti-MPY™ 5 8 1 000175 )5 %5 LA [
235 34T Western blot &, J7i[w] 1.2.5,

2 BERE5HM

2.1 HEKBMaYMV FiZFRiL A

R B A e FL Uk &5 5%, A5 19 MaYMV
MP-F/MaYMV MP-R #3445 %] 600 bp Z= 47 it 4% 5+
PEEAT 755 MaYMV MP 895255 K/N579 bp, i
e Y545 pDB-His-MBP-MPY™ { BH 4 7 i 4 7
W F | T8 % %1 42 DNAMAN [ % 31 5 MayYMV

MP JF 41 () —FE R 100% , 2 BRI EE T pDB-
His-MBP-MP""™ 5% 3R 04K
22 BERRERBHAUNMEER

&5 U RE 5 19 SDS-PAGE 6 I 45 5 .71, 80,
100 F1200 mmo/L (1) DKM & 1 1 R v vl LIRS 5 2
FIBCIIGEIE , &5 1 F i R/ 62 kKD (B 1) o Ve
Jo R FARE A R BE N 3.5 mg/mL , 16 fE R BE TR

M1 2 3 45 6 7 8 9101112

M: EHBUFRARC: 1 KBS 2~5: IPTG IS KT
BRI Y IR DUTE 5 R VAR5 6120 WRIEE 509014 20
40.60.80.100,200 F1 500 mmol/L Bk 2 {4 AU VEREH . M:
Protein molecular weight marker; 1: non-induced bacterial ly-
sate; 2—5: soluble extract, insoluble fraction, flow-through frac-
tion and washes fraction from IPTG-induced lysate; 6-12:
eluted MaYMV MP fusion protein with elution buffer contain-
ing imidazole concentrations of 20, 40, 60, 80, 100, 200 and
500 mmol/L, respectively.
1 MaYMV MP @& & H# SDS-PAGE 17

Fig. 1 SDS-PAGE analysis of the MaYMV MP fusion protein

2.3 MaYMV MP #1055 BI M

Western blot £l 25 i 7, K MaYMV MP $ii
IMTEH R 12128 000 FF 475K AT LUAS I 30 46 1 2K 14
5 , PRI MaYMV MP 3¢ I3 Anti-MP*™™ i ffr
2554 1:128 000([&]2) .

M1 2 M1 2 M12 M12 M12 MI12 MI12 M12 MI12 M12
kD
35
25
15

1:1000  1:2000 1:4000 1:6000

1:8000

1:10000 1:16000 1:32000 1:64000 1:128000

M: &R FREARIC; 1. 765 AR BUAS TR R 2635 B9 MaYMV MP 2 4 ; 2 FAPEXT IR . M: Protein molecular

weight marker; 1: MaYMV MP proteins transiently expressed in N. benthamiana; 2: negative control .

E 2 MaYMV MP #iILEZN I Western blot 46l
Fig. 2 Titer of the MaYMV MP antiserum determined by Western blot

2.4 MaYMV MP i IiER R 8 E

Western blot £ Il 25 5 .75 , B MaYMV MP $ii
M4 Anti-MPY“™ 55 F8 2 000 135 ], RE A% K60 31 75 B¢
324358 MPM™, 55 B 6 000 15 HF, A, B A% 46 ) 3] 7

BE32 A5 MPY ™ ([&]3) . A, 1:2 000 A1 1:6 000
) MaYMV MP HLILTE 19 R A 1:32,
2.5 MaYMV MPHiliER4E 24

Western blot £ il 2% % i 7~ , MaYMV MP £ A
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ICAHE I Y RE IE 7 2615 , MaYMV MP HLIILYE An-
ti-MP™"™ (YRR B4 K 1000 ), BEAS 45 S M 3 kG
2] A FC A A Ay MPY™ i 5 [R] & B BLY'V,
BrYV.PLRV.ScYLV.SABYV LA & % % %% 7% J& 1Y
BYDV-PAV (1) MP 2547 A I 5 28 X (K1 4)
& WY £ 0 B I IE R R RAF, AT T X 4

MaYMV 5[] & A HAb 75
kbM 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
750 1

55
a0

Anti-MPMMY
(1:2000)

Anti-MPMMY
(1: 6 000)

TR R B AR /R 1:4.1:8.1:16.,1:32.1:64.1:
128.1:256.1:512 fyMaYMV MP#H. M: Protein molecular
weight marker; 1:negative control; 2-9: MaYMV MP proteins

transiently expressed in N. benthamiana was determined by
dilution of 1:4, 1:8,1:16, 1:32, 1:64, 1:128, 1:256, 1:512.
3 MaYMV MP #7175 R 8 ) Western blot #&:ifll
Fig. 3 Sensitivity of the MaYMV MP antiserum
determined by Western blot

Anti-Flag
(1:3333)

Anti-MPMYMY
(1:1000)

M: H B FbRiC: 1 BITEXTIR 2~8: 435 MPY™-
3Flag, MP"™"-3Flag. 3Flag-MP®™", 3Flag-MP™"  MP*"™-
3Flag . MP**®"-3Flag il 3Flag-MP®™"-PAV fill & % [1. M:
Protein molecular weight marker; 1: negative control; 2-8:
MPY™.3Flag, MP""-3Flag, 3Flag-MP™"", 3Flag-MP™™,
MP*""-3Flag, MP***"*-3Flag and 3Flag-MP"""™ fusion pro-
teins, respectively.
E 4 MaYMV MP #1545 5 145 #) Western blot 1
Fig. 4 Specificity of the MaYMV MP antiserum determined
by Western blot
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