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Abstract: In present paper, the basic conditions for the genetic transformation of Roselle callus were investigated by u-
sing Agrobacterium tume faciens LBA4404 and EHA105, harboring pBI121, as donor strains and a genetic transfor-
mation system of Roselle callus was initiatively established,by which two transgenic Roselle cell lines expressed stab-
ly NPTI] activity were obtained. The results of GUS histochemical assays and PCR amplification demonstrated that
the overall transformation rate of Roselle callus was 4%. It is feasible to use Agrobacterium-mediated method to in-
troduce exogenous gene into Roselle cells via callus.
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2003), FifJL4E,Chang %(2005) % Lin %(2005)
BAHRMPERR THRMRBRYBESANES L
W A0 L B R A0 R R A A0 IR T A ML R, AT K B
BIRBRYF R R RBHRRITTAYEET HB
HA,

H 20 tH42 90 R LI, BRI EE X F AR
BIARIEFRRAR AT R H#HT T ZHHR,
HEBTHENRE (BLHEF, 19 KFHAF,
1998; ¥PFF-5,1998) , HM BRI ARG RKE,
EERBK(#16 DEZBRIH AR —FARE [~
WAL BZ —. B, 0] 3R 45 He 3 78 R B 3R
HMARREBRI—TEFTHARMNRE. — K%
BHEARLREE T EYEE TR ARG E W
¥ J% Phytosulfokine-a B3 H (Yang %8, 2000; 31
E%,2005) F AU A0 40 B , LA S 2K 15 B 5 BH Y
WRAREEM EFERF TR =HEK. X
EEYRET FARBRITEMNBRMLEE N T
AT R BT RN ER KSR EVE,
2006) , HEL RATENT FRAKAMBERGALE LU
REFEFAABRARNFRERERTRES M A LR
B, BRMBEELERNTREIZEYHRE
B SNEAARBE IEEFTFATFER=HMAR
B AR B IF AL A0 7 Fh Al R,

1 MEETE

1.1 #3

(DAEY Bl B3 Fh (Hibiscus sabdariffa L. ) # F
R TFHEEEYES B, HEEETAIMEEH
B5 [ {352 (FHn 3% MM L, F 25+ 1 CHE3
FBRHA B 10~12 dBREHENTRMH. (DK
FFE8 bR PR RL. AR R AT B B MK 9 LBA4404
(str'") 1 EHALOS (Cm"), I S Y E X R &
pBI121, B KB A gus BEMnpe-TEE, L
FRICHN Kan, () EEA N : TagDNA B 5 M B
KEEHEY /> 7;PCR 5| ¥ i1 £ % Bioasia 4 ¥
AERAAA R FIEE (Km, Sigma A7) AR
5% & (Str, Amresco 2 F]). Z Bt T &F Bl (AS,
Aldrich 24 F)]) . X-Gluc(Genview A 8)) W 5 L B 5
BAEYHEARERREAF;LBEER(Cefo) AEX
(Cr) B HEABRF N B =gt O %A, (D
FE - AGEABERERERS N B BHREMM 1
mg/L 2,4-D,0. 1 mg/L KT # 3% ¥, pHS. 8,

BRI A Bs HFeZ M AN 390 BEME, pH5. 8. FigH
# AR FEMAGAHASRERERSER, K4
BN Bs HEFFEM AN 2 mg/L 2,4-D.0. 1 mg/L KT
3% BENE,pH5. 8. HMMBTRIEFEARN Bs 3
FREMM 1 mg/L 2,4-D, 0.1 mg/L KT 1 2%
¥#,pH5. 8,

1.2 A&

L2 1 RHABRST AW HNEABRRBERRLR
HEA AR LG RE  HERKRE Q02 W HEHEST
BfF, RIFRY B VR 3% T R (2002) BB BRI
fTRAE,

1.2.2 kA Eeh%4L RITHEAESEE 50 mg/L Kan
F1 25 mg/L Str 8, 34 mg/L Cm # YEP %83 %
HEERMEEEFC8 C), KHHKEHREEE
EFAEEEFE LRI, BUEREF 48 h EHHE
GEZTRERT, AR MALEKERN 100
pmol/L B AS,27~28 °C,180 r/min #% 3% 30 min
JE BB ODw ERELEN T H TR Y.
L2Z3XRBEHARGKFRALTALE 10~
12 d BB MTEE N T M, IR 0.8~1 cm
KB, BRGHAEREFRE L, 25 C, LR
FEGRE R 25.2 pmol « m? « s, FH K 16/8 h
dD, REKBRAGALE BREEDTHESR
AGHRRREFRE LR, 2~3 AR 1 K. #
RHE, HBR 4~5 KRG BB AGALH#TR
BEF A REHRMARALBIIEKERE
EREFFER2~3 AR 1 R . KBEGHE. M
SZHRBEFNBERMAGAA T TS £
KESNFMREGHAEEFLEEYTRE,
e R TFER.

L2.4 RHABRERLERT ATHANAGAR
ERFHBFR T B —EEE, MEHERS
THEANEFRL LR TER BEBEEH 100
pmol/L AS BiE B F(EFREREH —HKTH
WA, EBHNTE, F 25 CREEHEFR 2~3 d,

L2 anesare it RBERFEMNAGA
SBRHBERI ZAHBAMNBFRMLATHR 2~3
d, BHEB B &E 4K E Kan 1 300 mg/L Cefo Ky
AGHAR RN FE D EFEEF. BREMGR 25
CT,ERBEN 25. 2 pmol « m? « s, BN 16/
8hed',2~3 B4kt 1.

L2.6 itmim A kA WE 2 REABFNE
BAGHALAHEBIEH 100 mg/L Kan 1 300 mg/
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L Cefo By BB 5 2 %, 25 °C, 100 r/min, #{ % B
B3,2~3 AR 1 K. BRE—RERN, BHRE
RN Kan, 335 2158 8 Rat R — & 40 8 % RO 3%
FYE AR IE SR, A TR 1L 40 M Kan Hrik R %
R .

1.2.7GUS & e#n RAHASAAFERKEN.
B2RNHIATE O EAGARID RN, R—
BAA 50 pL X-Glue KM H,37 CHE 12 h, |
BB .

1.2.8 #4444 # PCR #dl  MEE{LiH R A E
¥ 5 DNA 317 PCR ¥ % % . DNA H{ER M
B & E RO B BT, IR R
DNA JHEAR , KR40k DNA fEFRHEXT R, A
CaMV 35S 18 ) 754 5-ATGACGCACAATC-
CCACTATCCTTCG-3' 1 Nos & 1k 75| # 5'-
GATAATCATCGCAAGACCGGCAACAG-3' Xt
gus FHEWFT PCRY ¥, ¥ &4 H:94 C 4 min
FAMS, WA 2.5 U Tag DNA X48,94 C 1
min,58 C 1 min,72 °C 1 min,30 MEH,.H/F 72
CHEAH 10 min, FAHIY W B K/NK 2063 bp. 5
G npt T ZEH B WA B4 5'-GACTGGGCA-
CAACAGACAATCGG-3' # 5-AGCAATAT-
CACGGGTAGCCAACG-3' st # 4L 4 & B &
DNA #17 PCR 3, ¥ # &4 4 :94 C 4 min
WSS, A 2.5 U Tag DNA X4 8,94 °C 1 min,
60 C 1 min,72 ‘C 1 min,30 NMEI, &5 72 CE&E
4 10 min, BHIY W H B KK 621 bp,

2 R

2.1 BFEHFENRGHRERIZM

ATHRBEENAGHRR THL AR
BTHAAROER T ES AN AGARERR
R, SRR NBHAMTEE THEHES
RENABAR, MR —HAEE G HAR %R
FrE LS. 4 20 REAB AR BN AG AR SN
BREAHNRMBE. ANREORBEEKER, £
KBE, NETREFRAME T HELE 2 R&F
BEFREHEHTHERAEFREIANRGHALEHER
iy BRRCR A HE A, RER TR ARKRE. H
b, AR AEE AR, 55, 8T NE
KRB, AHARKEFRES 8~10 X, ERKREI®,
BT,

2.2 FHBBREZFENMRE
BHAMAGHAM A RBBEOMUESR
(B DR, Km 3 BB A0 H R A e
. FEEEFES Kan IWEHRE, EXAHHR
HEREMEEFABEEH K. 5 Kan RERE 300
mg/L &, AR M ERKST2PMH . FHiL, =50
F %M 300 mg/L Kan fE N AR HHRREEE.,
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Fig.1 Inhibition of Kan concentration
on the growth of Roselle callus
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gus EEEBIRFELE/%
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RERATEE

B2 ASFRIFHBEHNRGAR/ELNERE
Fig.2 Effects of AS and different A. tumefaciens
strains on genetic transformation of Roselle callus

TER:; BRtFKiA# Transient expression rate

2.3 RITEHEB%E AS HEL BRI
EXRRREF,RAAMHE AN BEERARN
AT E B M (LBA4404 1 EHAL05) X BB A AL 15
HAHTHA (AR EREE . RatfEyH
ODsoo =0. 5 #1 10 min) , 3 L # 0 (AR N & % 100
pmol/LY MR Z Bt T & B (AS) S F 1L3 R K
., 233 dEERE .G GUS AAER Y
ERENAGHAFTSHORA ERLE 2. WE
A LR B, B R bR BB A A A AR R Y B
NHFEEBRHNER, TREBHFM AS, ¥ K
LBA4404 B2 3L 68 J1 #F BH & 58 T # # EHAI105.


http://www.cqvip.com

906 W OE Y

£ 000 http://www.cqvip.com|

5, FEE Bk LBA4404 BB AMALIFFREFMA
ASE, ZhMHE gus ERMNBRREARERT
L 38 %, XA E ARG ARENELNZAMH
mt, B FRMERFES S TFHBEYE,IMNE AS &
FE YR MEEE R FOH{E # T-DNA [H#E Y40
e, BEBEENE, WA AS X B &
EHAL05 RSN B EFHENER, X T RER
BMAGHAEN X —BERAIRKBREX. FET
I, AR B 28 A B Bk LBA4404 HE BB SE 357
FEAFEM 100 pmol/L Z BT FERXT BRI AL 4
K7,
2.4 pH &Y ASERRHEM

ERRE S, B R E LBA4404 MR IE
LR FFEFERM AS B, pH E X GUS % H £ B#
AP RBRERVREEM,pH K 5.6 RERRF,
PHETHRIETF 5. 6 HARBKHETHE, Y pH A
6.0 Bt BbRILP X B (R 3). HIL, & AS
BRY ISR, WA TR pH{E, LS. 6
HBAE,

60
50 |
40
30 }
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gus HEBA RIA R/

B3 pHEX ASESHEAMBGAREALHE R
Fig. 3 Effects of pH value on genetic transformation of
Roselle callus induced with 100 pmol/L AS

2.5 RHEEERRENEA RN

Sy 5 RS Al B UK FE B AR AT B LBA4404
BRI IAALHALR 10 min, AT AN E gus £
HEBN ESR, ER(EOER FRKEE
ODgo /NF 0. 73 Hﬂﬂl‘ﬁ%%?&%ﬂﬁﬂ@’%%,gus EH
B4 % B 32 3 SR B B B D, HFFE ODsoo 0. 73 £ 35
BB B (70.6%), B ODgo#81t 0. 73 &, X
gus BEMNBN R ARG FER MEAGARY
?EJ‘VB&EI‘:ME'JO E%E ODeooy‘J 0.73 HTJ‘,gus %lﬂ
KRR R ERER, HAGHAFNBIE T RBE
H. B8 %8, F ODw N 0.55 £ H M E K
8% 10 min HITHBEM A GARKFEL.

27 &
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o 10 RRAR
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Fig.4 Effects of A. tumefaciens concentration on the
genetic transformation of Roselle callus

2.6 Fi% gk E) XL R R

B ODgoo 2134 0. 55 B9 2 FF B LBA4404 B 12
BHBMATA AL 10 min, 78 78 8] B9 25 3 57 53 17 B
HEFHIT GUS e ¥ E, 43 GUS HHE B REE
MAGASBAR, ERNE 4 Fin, HETR,F
thet, EEE R RINER, R HALM GUS &
Hpe RARUEERT .3 INABERE LE
GUS % H pat Rk R H Fr T b, It A (5 R 998
LRERIE KB 6 d AR 38%. Hik. %
Aue s, I SERT A 3 d AE.
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Fig.5 Effects of co-cultivation time on genetic
transformation of Roselle callus

2.7 iMRGALANBRRNETE

MARIE KB A Kan TrERGH AT REILH
B8 R, RSB EHMM GUS RixiE . K
A RBREEEER, MBS BEERRM.
— 3 H CaMV 35S Jg 3 F 1 Nos 4 it ¥ 75
YIXA GUS HHARMGHSA S DNA #17 PCR Y
BRI S FEA 2060 bp HEH, 5SRA
DNA 8 89 &3 K/, TTR B L A i R
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6 3 WENE: RBRTENFHERAN ARG AR RIE L 907

B DNA sk 5 1A B 9 & (B 6). X R\
SRAHER — R EHILIEFREERINE gus BE R
ATHBIRHAEHRERE, AGHAASRMALRY
4%,

M 1 2 3 4 5 6

bp
5000

2500

1000

B 6 HAAGHRAY PCRY HER
Fig. 6 PCR amplification result of transgenic calli

M. DNA Marker; 1. f#:%F B Positive control; 2. BH#: %} B
Negative control; 3-6. ¥ 1k &t {5 14} Transgenic calli,

2.8 IMARANRESREEN

A GAA L FAMAREFEEERE
BEANMEARR, FELEEENTHAESR 2
W EFYESE Kan FIRE Kan P RP R H
HREEEHEZH, H— B npe I EH 75
Y47 PCR ¢ 48, 9B B TR Y 38 1 B KA Y
620 bp(R 1 FIE 7). HAFAAMARE NPT &
TR E RBMEE.

®1 Kan FitAMANBERERLD

Table 1 Detection of genetic stability of
Kan resistant cell lines

RS # Kan BFRYHARE L Kan IR HIR R
Kan-resistant  Plating rate selected  Plating rate without
cell lines by Kan (%) Kan (%)
KRS-3 8.08 8.11
KRS-4 8.14 8.20
3 Wt

MARXETEEARRIEER AR
ARBEFHHNERRE. BRNERRAIEEST
ZEEYHARERAFREHYEE I EBEER
T MERTE T ZEAFURERBAIHRES .
HERVERER SR T HE AR EEELER.
BAXNTE, XFEEHERERUERSH, HP
REMEATRUNRITEE R EREYZESR
BRI AN HE 1L T 85 .

FATE A Y 1 LR TR, KR X 7
LB RN A P E MR B W . A B 5T R B (Kazuhito
%,1992) , R A YT A AT B 12 P B BUBRME R [ » T
[5] — R AR 4y X 7R [R] #) 2 FF B8 Tk LA S D ) e
M. ERPFR G, Tl LBAOL WEMALERHEH
THEEHK EHALS, XA SHEWAMA AR R
R MR G ER K.

B 7 HAHMARR PCRYHER

Fig. 7 PCR amplification result of transgenic cell lines

M. DNA Marker; 1. fA#E % B Positive control; 2. B4 5 B8
Negative control; 3-4. ¥ 4L 48t & Transgenic cell lines,

EAFBIRF & K ABB AN BB REX F 1
BREMELBE KK . B, E#HETABHR%N
HIRET BR T AR SR T kAN B A B AR SR A
FHYBROWEME L (ER 2 mg/L 2,4-D #l
0.1mg/LKT), x AMGALRKERKRSHIHE
WE, AGAREBEMNT R BT, EERE
B, LR BAERR T IRKB PR,

BB RITE SIMEEILEREE
HEZHF, BVRFEBME . T-DNA MEB
BB & #R 1 230 57 i 0 U S A R G L BR T S R
BISh, LR T EN EACRBERERE W, EARH
KR AKAELEFUEAGAANEYTHRER
ERUABREPH— D REFT, BARFEERS
HAAREHELSERERERILTLTH BAXE
MWH S EER, URFERAAR R EEREER
ZRT, FRE R RIS R R REBR.
EETROBELR—TRE, KTEAHAR
A5 B HDR SRS, ORI A RAT R A K IR
A REXNRBEILEFRE L MEERKLA S
W EEFRFRFRMNEZAEIHEFRE EM—KF
BUEAC A M TERAGAR ERITESEYTH.

EROARSRITEERE . ATRREBE
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ME - FHEBFQCODALFEKERHEARRRE
CRECEZUBEE NI RFHEMAEH 400
mg/L X MBERHAE KRN 20 min, RATHRA
WX —FE RERERRAE . E-ERARBE
WBGHN, TRERFANAGHANERAEX.
Xt F— LM N BHEHR, 23 B RER
G RRE EERERT S Z RN HME Lk,
FTHARAR-LEEHHEMBERRENAHGHR.
Ht, ERBMNABEERERBHHABRTEE
BELEYTHRAEZLDREHFE LTS,

BERE . RNUEEYLT —ERBRITEN
FRERGAGARBEFMER. REROERME
BT OP L A3 A KRR BRCR &6
HARAEHRRERELIEFRS~10d, BHERM EEY
THE; QB W ODso 414 0. 55 MR BRI
LBA4404 f) B (A& 100umol/L AS,pHS, 6) &
10 min, UK, AAH B AR THBE:; OF & 100
pmol/L AS L3R & b, FRE &M T 25 CH
HE5F 3 d; @F BB M 300 mg/L Kan F 300 mg/
L Cefo B HHAKNIEFREL, T 25 CHEH
F.2~3 AR~ OREBMERGHARAEA
BEEFED,25 °C,100 r/min 5 2~3 F5, 4%
REFRBUBEARR: O FARMFEEB/M
PCRYBELEEHCRHBHARANERE.

MALRERER, RORIREIEEE R
ABBAGM, RBIEBERS GUS BHMEAR
GHAMBERE NPTIEENEACARE. &t
A AR A R A X 8%, Ko GUS iEHEHER A
5090, BEEAE RN 400, A FRBAM T EEHE
SEARM AL R G (B 058, 20060 R L, X —F%
HERLBREN, B8 FRANEAHARRE
gL, MAhFARGARRBEFERABER
S 5 B ) 4, R X — R A T YR R R R OB
FhE R AN MR IS T B — R AT LA
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