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Optimization of Agrobacterium-mediated genetic transformation of
wheat and transformation of HMW-GS 1Bx14 gene
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(College of Life Sciences, Northwest Agriculture and Forestry Unversity/Shaanxi Key Laboratory

of Molecular Biology for Agriculture, Yangling 712100, China)

Abstract The genetic transformation of wheat Mianyang 19 and Luoyang 8716 immature embryo callus mediated by
Agrobacterium tumefaciens was studied. The factors that influence the efficiency of transformation were investigated by
using the transient expression of gus gene. The result showed that for both varieties, the best transformation procedure
of EHA105 was Agrobacterium cell density of ODgyo==0. 8, incubation for 30 min. When using Agrobacterium LBA4404,
the transformation efficiency of Mianyang 19 and Luoyang 8716 immature embryo callus was highest when cell density
was ODgp = 1. 0, incubation for 30 min and cell density of ODgo = 0. 8, incubation for 1h, respectively. Using the
optimized conditions, the high molecular weight glutenin subunit 7Bx714 gene was transformed. After selected with
hygromycin, tested by PCR and PCR-Southern, the positive progenies were obtained, yielding an average transformation
frequency of 0.61% .
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R AR LA R A FF B /N 22 1) F 5 413 B
m e, KBNS N E A, NEEK
B AME AR RUIRAS AR B B RR DA BB TR
Vi .2 e i R] A5 0 AL ROCR A AR R e,
AR 28 75k A A0 4 FH O 1 w8 AR A TR A R 0 N 2 AR
BEAL R, b A 0.2 mmol/L B Z W T
A5 & T-DNA #5, dEPEEFE e 1 B Y K
FE TR B Bk LA BAE BUIC 2] g | Ak 1 75 1 R TR
E A

INFETE AT TR A A B 3 (HMW-GS) 41 A
5O At S R VI M G, IR R AT AR
A ) NZ i A HMW-GS 3% ;AU AT DL ek
AR I BN 2 TR o HMW-GS 21 Bt 7] D) 42 25
T L2 (P o F B A A B Y B A AT 42
JINZZ VT VAT 5 B AT I TR O . NdE HMW-GS
1Bx14 50 B T AL T 5 B S IE AR, R,

ARHIFGEAE R AR T A T 1) /N 22 0 R 473 4 400 Ak 2%
PEFEAT P A JE Rl L ) AR R TR B Ak 3k X /N A
HMW-GS 1Bx14 FH AT T 846 7 40, LU F)
FH R TR R AT /N 22 35425 030 1R 25 7 il

1 #H5RFE

1.1 #F
1.1.1 HipHH

JNZZ 2R PH 19 FII& BH 8716 4&Fh T P Jb A kRl 45
RPN — X5 W, TAESS 14 d REIRKE 57 .
1.1.2 HRAZHA K%

AT HE B bk LBA4404 A1 EHAL05 DK & Hi )
FkH AR pCAMBIA1301 By 4% #T 18 & ¥k LBA4404
M EHAL05 A W 58 % & 47, # W) & ik 24k
pCAMBIA1300-HMW-GS14 Jy 4< #f 5% % #y 8, H
T-DNA X g5#giniE 1,

LB
_‘ Hpt | 35S promoter

RB
| 35S promoter gus l—

(a) pCAMBIA 1301

LB
RB
_| Hpt ‘ 35S promoter H HMW 1Dx2 pmmol> HMW-GS IBx14 genel_

(b) pPCAMBIA1300-HMW-GS14

Hpe W18 Z AL 5 gus. BRI W H RREHE I
E 1 #Hfk pCAMBIA1301 F1 pCAMBIA1300-HMW-GS14 [j T-DNA X £ 44
Fig.1 The T-DNA structure of vector pCAMBIA1301and pCAMBIA1300-HMW-GS14

1.1.3 4%k

D A 55 5 S 4k ARG 37 5 MSD: MS 85 5%
H 42,0 mg/L 2,4-D+30 g/L BEWE 500 me/L iR
KAEIEE H 6 g/L Bl pH 5.8,

)R FE R IR R MSC. MS i3 R +2,4-D 2
mg/L+0. 2 mmol/L Z Bt T & Wi + 7% ¥ 10g/L
(FEREE SRS 6 g/L Bifg) . pH 5.4,

3) [ 5 41 4 53 A G 57 A MSR: MS H 57 2 +
1.0 mg/L KT+ 1.0 mg/L IAA+30 g/L FEHE +
500 mg/ L R 7K fif I 2 (1 + 350 mg/L Carb+3ifl§ 6
g/L,pH 5.8,

D e FE 3 MSH1 . MSD+50 mg/L Hyg+
500 mg/L Carb,

5) e HE 75 3 MSH2 . MSR+50 mg/L. Hyg+
350 mg/L Carb,

6) A MRIEIEI. 1/2MS B33 + 0. 5 mg/L
NAA-+15 g/L M +350 mg/L Carb+6 g/L i
fig.pH 5.8,

PLEREFRIEY) 121 Chg KA 20 min,

1.2 ik
1.2.1 Ji# pCAMBIAL300-HMW-GS14 § A K&
AH P AL SR

Jii ki pCAMBIA1300-HMW-GS14 #] /i Bio-
Rad 22 v 1 HL e A A Hl, o 4% A6 R AT T LBA4404 FI
EHAL05. AL 2500 - LK 2.5 KV, %8 25 oF, B
P 400 Q. Fe AL 18 & 50 mg/L RARHE R A 50
mg/L F&F# YEB ;2 5 | 28 “C i 5%, PR
w g A HMW-GS 1Bxl4 3N %5 5 51 ) 47 i
7% PCR %% . 21 )F %k 1Bx14F: 5-ATGTG-
AGCGCGAGCTCCGGAAGCGCG-3';1Bx14R: 5'-
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GCGAAGGCGTAGTCTCGCTGGGG-3', PCR &
N EAE R 295 CTRAZME 5 min; 95 CARME 45 5568 °C
Bk 30 5372 CHEM 45 s;FFF 32 ;72 “CHEfH 10
min, AR B 7 i IR R B 8 N BORL , 18] 5% K
FF TR G 48 R AT i D) 25 58 .
1.2.2 RHAH#HKKZEL

1) @ 480 % k. B B0 & I oR
pCAMBIA1301 #y 4+ # LBA4404 . EHA105 B
R T & 50 mg/L RARE R M 50 mg/L Fl &
- YEB WA #5752 55,28 (CH 3% 24 h J5 4 10045
PREEFE.28 CREFE 4~5 h & ODyo fHZ 0. 6 B,
5000 r/min &0 5 min, WEEFH &, FH MSC ¥ 1K 1%
FEEEVEW 2 WK FHF B Wi BEE ODygg 0. 2,0, 4,
0.6.,0.8.1. 0 4 HfR Y T HE 57 10 d /N4 FH 19
FIEBH 8716 4y i i 473 20 21, 4= G B 1] 43 53] 2R 10,30
160 min, {2YLZ8 0I5 B 4 M 0 4 21, G
U8 A% W T 2 1A PR R A 4 4 31 MISC A A 8
FeEE F (251D CHRE A TR 3 d R
GUS Hgifk g ta,

2)GUS Uk # et GUS 24Uk 24 46 I 2
28 Jefferson % )k b AT, LRG3 3 d R
P 20 80 JC TR K 2% 45 4l 8L 3 T A AR AT TR L IR A
X-Gluc % Wi »37 CARIR Y6 24~48 h,95% Z Bt
o, AR 6 R N, Gt i B a2 8, s,
BG4 B PR LSV R 7F A BE T W8 I IR . m] I
W € 60 5 A 240 i

DERGI

- w2 /0, — LT IR E B A 1 %K
GUS BHYEZR/ % FE 11 f 0 %100

e 0, PR AR PR 2K
b %/ % 7%%%4%ﬁ><100

1.2.3 HMW-GS 1Bx14 % B &5 KA H 441

D 802 s . ) A7 A BT 204K it A
pCAMBIA1300-HMW-GS14 14 4¢ #F # LBA4404
M EHALOS 2 YL W85 3% 10 d 1948 B 19 F13& A
8716 G i 41, 4 FH 19 43 51 H ODgy 0. 8 Y
EHA105 E#i {24 30 min, ODg, 1. 0 ) LBA4404
B GL 30 min; 3% B 8716 43 5 ] ODg, 0. 8 1Y
EHA105 2% 30 min, ODy, 0. 8 ) LBA4404
PR YL 60 min, {RYLLEHEHCGE G IR @i 4 4L,
JFH TG T 08 4% W T 3R T TRV s o 45 4 L3 31 MSC
BRI FR 0 1, (250 1) “CHEs &0 FAEE5 3 d,

2) Ak 5 s 4H 2L 0 e 8 R MO AR A .

R g% e 0 A L U T B K ok 3 vk, TG B E AR
WA B B 0 e A R 3 MSH b ik 2 JH 5 4%
B 2 0 e 15 75 2 MSH2 _EREffise 2 J L, btk @i gl
UL 2 0 A 3 R 5 MSR |, 45 7 J&8 4k A8 — Wk O o
FEA 3 000 Ix, SEHERT[E] 16 h/d, & EEA 25 'COGh)/
22 CH . Rt i K 2 2~3 cm B4 5
FIAEMRE R L HEMAA 20 d )57+ CRE
gt 5 d IR e B EK ORI R 3 d R T
mENAEK,
1.2.4 ARG L

Pk Al vk 0t B CTAB 3577 48 B3 R 4
DNA. #] ff HMW-GS 1Bx14 3t A ¥ % 8| ¥
1Bx14F/1Bx14R # 47 PCR #0527 45 W )5
1 %0 B B M AR 06 fi v Uk - EB e €2 3 F 6 M A% A R
AHAFHT

FHAE AR R R 20 PCR 3 B UK S 5% 1S LA )
WIS 1Bx14 He B A, A FH BEAL S )b ic i &
BCHRER , B Roche 23 w1 1) 3 55 2 B HILAR 1046 0 3K

#1347 PCR-Southern 2438 K

2 HRHW
2.1 J&E#i pCAMBIA1300-HMW-GS14 § \ K+ 5
hEEEFE

I il Bk % ok pCAMBIA1300-HMW-
GS14 S AL E EHAL05 F1 LBA4404 , % 1k 15 7%
B P V% PCR "8 25 L UL 2, 5540 5 B0 B 76 mT 4 38
i 183 bp (9 1Bx14 KR M . X 2 Fp AT

1 2 34 5

6 78 9 10

1. DL2000; 2. fikL pHU ;3. # 41 kL 5
A, L BURLH DH5o 7% 5
5. AR KT 1 45 1 5 6~ 10, B AL AT B 1 7% .
B 2 ZE=4 A pCAMBIA1300-HMW-GS14
¥ILEE®E PCR &
Fig. 2 PCR analysis of transformed Agrobacterium

tume faciens colony
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BRI 119 BH 1 BT 7 2 LR R 5% K P A B AT I D)
WESE L EEIRANEE 3 BN 2 Bl KT R OB U 45 R
#H 1k pCAMBIA1300-HMW-GS14 # 7], 7] L4 4] i
1.1 kb 38 7.2.7 kb iy 1Bx14 J£H 9 kb £
A AR R B, Ul WA 9 2% 38 3k 7k pCAMBIA1300-

HMW-GS14 BRI A 2 Fi A T .
1 2 3 4

1. DL15 000;2. AT 5 EHAL05 JFik ;
3. AR FF I LBA4404 Bk
4. Bk pCAMBIA1300-HMW-GS14,

B3 BUERTERNEBIILE
Fig. 3 Digestion of plasmid from transformed

Agrobacterium tume faciens colony
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2.2 KRHEHEUERES

AR 6 WM E R AT W EHALOS
LBA4404 Xt 4% BH 19 Fn¥% B 8716 4 i /i 44 41 43
FEASTR) B[] f 422 e e Ak I i 7 A 231G 5% 3 d
JE AT GUS e hb B, 2 GUS YLt )5 . 364> @ 1
ZH 2 e R €, 0 E £ 4 2 A0 B s S R L
JI £ 1) A I (R )

AN TR AR AT DA TR R A ) A1V e B R AR e s (1]
fRJG 7N 22 43 PH 19 R PH 8716 4 Ik /i 475 41 81 1Y
GUS PHPERG a5 R % 1,

M 2% 1 0T DUE A TRR AT BA AN [ TR T B
13 Yy i [R] 6 /1N 22 &0y R 495 4 20 A ORAEAE AR K
MR, M4 PEHE ODgo, A 0.4 0. 6 B, X T4 BH
19 FI&FH 8716, 2 Fl A AT 14 4= Y4 5 A 5 2H 24 GUS
B i 5 0 i {2 G bof [0 174 40E K 77 398 . 224 BT VAR
ODyoo 4 0. 8 B X F 45 FH 19 F13% B 8716, EHA105
fRYLJE GUS [H 4 6 0 Fifi 4= % ][] ) 48 K S 38 e
WEARS L AR YL SFE] Sy 30 min BF GUS B 3 35 3 d5 i
AR 51, 4% 1 46.5% 5 LBA4404 BYL 5 2 AN

1 (©) BEALR AL T

B4 HUMEZURGALHGUSER

Fig. 4 GUS Histochemical staining of untransformed and transformed callus

x1 TEFENLEHETH GUS AR

Table 1

Frequency of GUS histochemical staining positive callus transformed with different

Agrobacterium tumefaciens and procedure

Wk fRUMHE/min

= T
e i AT T TR AR (ODyy) 10 30 60

W/ RUE ]/ min
(ODgo0) 10 30 60

il i KT B B B

44 FH 19 EHA105 0.4 2.7 5.4 8.9
0.6 7.5 21.2 35.5

0.8 6.8 51.4 32.5

1.0 28.5 43.4 23.5

LBA4404 0.4 0 3.3 7.3

0.6 5.5 15.5 19.5

0.8 8.4 21.3 27.3

1.0 13.3 36.7 27.5

% FH 8716 EHA105 0.4 2.5 7.3 7.5
0.6 8.5 23.5 26.7

0.8 9.3 46.5 41.5

1.0 37.5 36.5 18.5

LBA4404 0.4 0 12.5 14.5

0.6 9.0 16.7 22.5

0.8 11.0 23.5 45.5

1.0 15.5 27.5 5.5
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AR N ARAT AR R AL X HMW-GS 1Bx14 £ H ¥ AL 29

oo 260 i 2 % BF 1] ) B K 2 8 L FE AR G4 60 min B 3% FH
8716 GUS BHPE 1k B 55 85 (45. 5200 o 78 b Tk &
ODgoo 24 1. 0L 48 FH 19 A1 45 41 40 GUS B 4 5 il
EHA105 f1 LBA4404 {3 4 i [a] (4 3 Jin 56 7 & J5 [
i, LBA4404 {2 4R a] & 30 min B % 5 (36. 7%0) 5
%A 8716 A4l LBA4404 2 Y5 GUS FHHER
A, {5 % B[] (0 385 0 58 T v e BRI X T R S e U
JE A 10 4R 4 o 405 20 20 s A R R 15 A K
ARG 25 - F . W BH 8716 % LBA4404 Y LR M
T4 19, EHAL0S X T 2 4> 5 Fl 4= e R HR 4
B X Al e 5O R A G, X T4 19,
EHA105 {2 3¢ i) i £ Z %l ODy 0. 8, 2 4 30
min; LBA4404 {2 94 /) i FE S 800 ODggo 1. 0 422 4%
30 min, X FIEFH 8716, EHAL05 {2 YL (1 i £ 5 5k
k1 ODyop 0. 8,12 4% 30 min; LBA4404 {3 4 1 it S

T
(a) W B2 RV LL IS A A AR

F®2 ZPE 19 FIEPE 8716 S AGHAN
RITFEHEUNE
Table 2 Transformation frequency of Mianyang 19 and
Luoyang 8716 immature embryo with different

Agrobacterium tume faciens

- RIFE @U@ itk PCRIHM 1L
T R Gl AR RIREC R/ %

#PH 19  EHAL05 452 6 5 1. 10
LBA4404 483 3 2 0.41

WFH 8716 EHAl05 315 3 2 0.63

LLBA4404 321 1 1 0.31

R ODygo 0. 8,12 4% 60 min,
2.3 HMW-GS14 ER R RFEEL
2.3.1 "BHARGFF . BAIFL

FIHI 2 ST # ik pCAMBIA1300-HMW-GS14
HIRATE EHAL05 FI LBA4404 fE AR 50 F
Bk /NS 19 A% FH 8716 ShIR M f4a el 2
TR IR IR T R A 25 AR B A
b S PRI BE T RS R0 Bk A 41 41
Z AR IR LR AT o3 Al o0 P v 0 2H 4B
AT BT B 5 Ca)) 0 1 J5 A 405 4 234 KRN 4y
A F A R e A T BRI 5 (b)) 8 . A [) A FF 1 T8 Bk
AN N ZZ A e g R gt WLk 20 R
LBA4404 {2 YL 46 FH 19 %)) R A 45 41 2 483 e, 2838
RS SRS 3 HRGBRiE L1~L3) 2§
W PH 8716 MG A1Z 321 B, i ik J5 AU AS 2 1 BREk i

(b) AL IR
Bls BEXFERNAGAANMKRELNBHBE

Fig. 5 Regeneration of transformed callus after hygromycin selection and untransformed callus

(Fpidh L4, FIH EHAL05 #Ab/NZ 45 1 19 4)
A5 22 452 e, i 6 )5 AL A5 RIS 6 PRak i (bR
0K E1~E6) 2 YL 9% B 8716 A i 414! 315 H, 4t
BN G 3 tk(bRic W ET~E9, e/ ik s
2~3 cm EAF Ut — B B AR SRR E KRR, F
TR H .
2.3.2 ALtk PCR 4

HMW-GS 1Bz14 JEPH5eRE F AR BTN & Fl/s
6 5 Uk, LL/IME 6 5 3k P4 Sk BH M 0 R, R
A 25 B 19 FIYE BH 8716 JE PR 2H S 99 1k % R, %o 7%
H 5 L R bR R SE P 4 HMW-GS 1Bx14 %
K45 514 1Bx14F/1Bx14R #F17 PCR Kl , 25
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WnlE 6 fras. 13 Bk A A bR PCR 2 Hr & 2R R W
ABH 19 FAL R B 9 #RkJR AR A 7 Rk R (M

Ml M2 M3 M4 M5 M6 M7 M8 M9 NI P M

0 M6 SRR ;9% FH 8716 #:4b iy 4 #REAL T 3 &%k
S BHPE (L2 B .

P N2 LI 12 L3 14

M. DL2000; P. [H 4453 B /IME 6 55 N1 4i B 195 N2. 3% [H 8716
M1~M9. &4 FH 19 #¢ 4k fibk s L1~L1A. 3% FH 8716 B¢ L f ks .
B 6 #FiLiE RERESA DNA HMW-GS14 E F #) PCR # i Bk B
Fig. 6 The HMW-GS14 gene PCR analysis of different transformed plants

AT DD U ) HMW-GS 1Bx14 JE ] 6
M, BEPLFRICEREE X 10 Bk PCR FHA4E A8 #R 4T PCR-
Southern 2452 45 R WK 7 Frzs . 10 #kJ5 L PCR

3 4 5 6

A RIS S Y Yok AT
HMW-GS14 J [, [R]—Fh £ FF 5 X5 A [\ & i %
BCR AR, EHAL05 %45 19 A% BH 8716 AY%E

7 8 9 10 11 12

1 2
R GeacEe.
el B

1. MRS BE/IME 6 PCR 77452, BIPEXT BRZ B 19 PCR 724 33~ 12, AN [R1#% JE P 3 bk PCR 7241,
7 #HEERRK PCR-Southern %32 53 17
Fig. 7 PCR-Southern analysis of transformed plants

AR 1. 1% 1 0.63% , & F LBA4404 %f 2 4~
LR AL R 0. 41 Y HT 0. 31 % L 45 b BRSE- #y 5k R
0.61%(F 2),

3 3

IINZEAKT TR A A AN [ 52 A DR 7 L BBORA Bt 38
PR SR I 18] AT B B bk 5 A8 | BRIk 2 AR 2 e
1) 25 R0 e A A AT AR R W . DA I 6 5 5 0 ) A
PRI G SR JH 23 2R e R 2 R4 0 I A A1 R e
B » T 4% e BE 3 0o ) 4 R BT B AR L D0 P e A 2%
oA R 2 B AR AT B 5 AL T S

LN RUE R0 /N A L AUBE SR 1 EE N R
ERRIFH R EZE N R, DNERITE A
A ARG 9 Bobwhite, Florid 2 4K 48 J& 7 H e 2 1
SRR AP A B P R R AR BH 19 %
RCRAL E T B 8716, 73 8h, A 1A (Y 2 2L 4
B AR S R R R RAT B e AL R BN R . 3

FE LS IT IR, R IR 10~15 d &R 45 4 41
A DR 3k R0%, AT LUK B 60 %6 ~ 806 5 i
TR AR AT 10 d # A R K 146 grfa s
VB Ay 8 Ak 14 JEL B b Aok 2 b R 8 1 4 R AL DL
2 ) B8 1) 403 JUR Ry P A 2 AR T AR AR 1) 0 AR 0 40 8 I
B 14, 7Y 5T LA 10 d L Bl 405 4 4l 2 AR T
AR B B ik ) 55. 1% . Cheng 21 DLRI 2 B
R 40 JIR TR 75 14 40y JOR R &0y JR A 05 AL 40k <2 4, 3
ZARERIRAT T R IR AR AL ROR A I 25 5
Uze Z IR 35 3.10,17 .24 d (19 4 iR i 455 41 21
R Z AR R gus Bk A 23 (0 AR T 45 SR 2 1, T8 9%
10 d DA LW IR@ 2Ltk iids % 3 d 4l iR 4
A gus L RIBIEMER & . &8 LIRSS RA
[ei] o] B 5 T 0 5 il 3 TR BB R [R) A 5% , {H 22 5045
TN R R IR 10 d A2 A7 09 & R 405 20 85 A s 2R
e, AT AT RS 3R 10 d /N2 4 IR 45 40 4
h AR W Ak R A m A E 51,40,
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XA N ARAT B R AL IR R B AL e HMW-GS 1Bxl4 3k AL 31

RAF B A F/ANZE RGP B T /NAE SR A
AR 2 FDIR 25 5 W 22 A6, AT TR A e LA T Tk B
FEARAE T T AR Y A T B X Ak AR AT AR K R
Wi o AN TR A T B T AR 5 1 AR e 36 1 AN Tl L X ] —
FEH AN ZE A2 YL RE R TRl LBA4404 J2& 7K 7 Al
TR R 2 AR . Uze 55 i gus 3
DAL ) IR B 2 25 1 85 5 Ok BT Y 4 A B AR TP 2 AR
AT B LBA9402 £ M 4 #k. EHAL05 %k =,
LBA4404 5 2% s B a5 UL A5 R 6 A A TR 04 A& FF B
B #k LBA4404 . AGLO,EHA105,COR303,COR309
F MOG10 X K [7] /N 22 5 X AU Ko AN 5] 0 1R 1F 45 5
b, GUS k25 5 2 W, R 6] 4 FF B8 19 3K 8 1 FIARS
) i D] Y Ko Ab A A X A R TR R M 45 R A D
AGLO K MOGI101 ) B i 3¢ 18 45 J i i . A HESE
S5 IR AN [ i G ) — ol o R B BT AR 1) R P
AR, EHAL05 XF 2 A dh B 09 % 4k &0 % & T
LBA4404 X W] fig 5 H B B & A L.

FEAR KT R e BE AN 12 Ye st 1] |, Cheng 265 i ]
Btk C58(ABD RS 3 h, #4b 3K 0.3% ~2.5%;
FK B AN Ry AR T B R 2 R ODgo = 1. 0,
fRYEFRIY 1 h i R i m . AR R B, Y
ODygop = 1. 0 AR YLBF [H] 2y 60 min B, 2 4> Bl fi 4 21
U BB AL . T 5 30 GUS 21 44k 2 e £ FH 7k
SRPEAR 32X AT B85 1m0 v B8 0 AR FF TR 42 e 5 | ke A 495 4
LA M A5 105 38 I ¢

2 % X #
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