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Abstract: [Objective]To determine and compare the induction efficiency of RNA silencing triggered by different construction

transgene of 3’ -terminal segment derived from the Potato virus Y (veinal necrosis strain, PVY™ ) coat protein gene. [ Method]

Transgenic tobacco plants expressing untranslated direct repeats (DR) and inverted repeats (IR) of 3’ -terminal 202bp of the PVYN

coat protein gene were obtained via Agrobacterium tumefaciens-mediated transformation system. [Result] Resistance assay of the

transgenic plants indicated that none of the DR-transgenic plants are resistant to PV, but 82.8% of IR-transgenic plants showed high

resistance. Northern blot analysis revealed an inverse correlation between transgene transcript accumulation and virus resistance.

[ Conclusion] These results showed that the resistance was RNA-mediated. The proportion of the resistant transgenic plants induced

by 3' -terminal segment transgene of PVY™ is higher than that induced by 5’ -terminal segment.
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SR 1) E AT A B R TR AT DLl Jo i SR e AR AR )
dsRNA 5k <458 RNA (hair-pin RNA, hp RNA),
IR R | R LRI I RNA JUBR, T i
HHEY) RNA A SHHERS, DA RIS T
BESELR b VIS [ (A I By At S ) 0 5
HIEN, JFHEBETIE S RNA JIERMIRCR 5 22 57 1)
SCHREL D o DIR DI O 1) 1 ] 2838 CUH PVYN 4h %
EEFE BT 5 8 202 bp (R SR R 1) A S5
VENBESERIRAT T o BE U I e S A ™. AR
TR PR DR 3" i [ R B 11 1 21 A 8 J ) 5 4
FFEIEIN, Sl EA NS SY PVYY Sh e AL IR
AL B 41 B RNA A SIS T2 5
1 #RIERZE
1.1 #8

Ak 2 AR KR NC89, KA HT i ik DHS5a,
LR Y IR R (PVYN), R B B R
LBA4404, i PVY" 4he iR LK pUCY Jiohr &
HZR IR E AR pROK T A 7T &= ¢t . DNA 4> 11
B A B Je 5 1ok A B E T w), YL
fib 73 F AR 2 A 1 OE A A F], R o
PPIACTP W F b URR B 28 7, K% e 2 A0 ik 7 £
Promega A F] =i
1.2 Fik
1201 B IE ) E AR v O R R A A Rk ik
ffz 2 PVYN CP R4 K cDNA (St 804 /M
5, B BERFR pUCY HO I8 8T 3 41514 (G
1), % 1 4191 CP 4K cDNA Riif 553~804 1 il
ZIAIIFEA, FEh 252 bp A BE 1, LS
R TS gL A HORR IR RIS, b
RIS 555N Xbal Al BamHI Py )R 5]
A CRRIZD: 5 2 A5 1S 553~754 (ilgikke
FFS, P08 B 1 B3 202 bp FIFBFR A FBL
2, ERUESI4r35 1N BamHI A1 Kpnl iRAFF41; 2
3AGIEE 2 Ak BRI A DI R S E k)
W, Lepalae—, § g 202 bp B

x1 BTERYEHSIMF

Tablel Primers for gene amplifyication

3 (T 517 s 4 MAT A GCGO).
Balitb i F B 1 /) PCR P24 Xbal F1 BamHI
B2 I 5 TRV RE IR ) pROK T R ik Tk i 21593
FEA R, SR)5 ] BamHI AT Kpnl B F B 2 JEA
VA ORI B LR, BT B A7 202bp
Fiig 2 SEAESL, IXFEAE AR AN BOB BGE
In) BT 4 i), A M) Rk ik dr 408 pRDR202
(B 1-AD, ERIX ARG A A B 1 LR B2 2 119 50 bp
FIFA. [FIFEQURAE A B 1 M FIEE A B 3, T
Jr B 3 W 1) A IR P 41 5 R B 2 A E I,
TERR T 25 I n) F 5 65 K CRE S =) HANE R R 8544,
Kl 1-C) M3k, 4k pRIR202 (8] 1-B),
1.2.2 BIEPIREMRIIRGAY . 22 3CHk[10]1)
DR TR N A, KRBT — NS
SRR — AN bk, 44k pRDR202 ¥ HLRETH 5
) DRn, Ak pRIR202 (1 FAK A Trn (n ok B 5 DA B 4
5o N TAE R IR TS 5RO B L A AT 2 5y
M — AR EAT %, L B e sk
15 1A FRARAE Bl 25 AT L4 AT A 28 55
1.2.3 Y2 DNA FI4EHH Southern blot 734 4
)5 DNA [IHEEUS % SCER[ 1010 777k . 30 pg R
DNA H KpnI B 50, 28 0.8% 5 le b f ik, 1
T B S 1 FLar IR JE RS . BRET G ORI BEATLS |
Wik, LLPVYNCP 1) cDNA J#it, fH[o*?P]dCTP 45
e A4ACJEE-80 CUKFE BN H 5.
1.2.4 Y RNA FIFZIUFT Northern blot 2387 5
2 SCHRTL LT 7 R M2 4 B e DA ke B v FURR
15 RNA. # 20 pg 5t RNA HEATHEEAR PR H bk, 4R
JE R B Je I B AT 22 A5 o A, R )
Southern blot 5254 .
1.2.5 LR Moei il 5 A ELISA Fdll  HY
PVY™N Ji, $ 10 10 (W/V) L] ik R 2 i W B
AR O 5 B BTSN R ) o B, Bk
FERP R 300 pl, EilEOEHIDSEIR R I, Jf e
JT0) A R DRTRE R R 1R B275 04T ELISA K, —Hihy
PVYNRR PR, PO R R I E DR .

IR LS NS I DI
Primer group Forward primer sequences(5'—3") Reverse primer sequences (5'—3") Restriction enzyme
1 gegcetctagatgtaaggtttaattcgaaatctgeggg gegeggatectcacatgttettgactccaagtag Xbal,BamHI

2 gegeggatecggtttaattcgaaatetgeggg gegeggtacecggtggtgtgcctetetgtg BamHI,Kpnl

3 gegeggtaccggtttaattcgaaatetgeggg gegeggatcecggtggtgtgcectetetgtg Kpnl,BamHI




6 Y] MperAE: CP IR 3 fE A BON SR S Y Bk 1155

PVY CP202
CaMV355Pro
L
Hindlll Xbal FEN
CaMV35S5Pro AR

PVY CP202
nosTerm
A
KB N
BamHI Kpnl  Sacl EcoRI
PVY CP202
nosTerm

— — b B
— ] i S
Hindlll xbat TR WKM Sacl EcoRl

Complimentary regions

C
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A. pRDR202 [5G 45H; B. pRIR202 (RIS @A C. I T8 e s Wi 10y R &4
A. Expression cassette of pRDR202; B. Expression cassette of pRIR202; C. Hair-pin constructure predicted to form in IR mRNA

B 1 #4535 IK pRDR202 F1 pRIR202 By R X & LEH
Fig.1 Construction of plant expression vectors pPRDR202 and pRIR202
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2.1 HEYFRESIERHEE

40 JFokz pRIR202 AT pRDR202 f 1) 4 5 4 8] 2
A 3 Bz, F Xbal+Kpnl XU PN 5k 1) BERE X
KN 450 bp ZEAIF B, ] HindIII+BamHI U]
pRIR202 B i 1.1 kb Z2A47 1 Fr Bt (250 bp+859 bp [
35S 35 F); Fil EcoRI+HindIIIWU A1) pRDR202 F¢ i
1.6 kb A2 A5 1 BE (450 bp+265 bp [ NOS & (-1
+859 bp 135S &7, BoREA TR I
2.2 TREEREMKBITHIEFAY

DAKH R RS S Ap NC89 ke d, JLifigiith
pRIR202 f{I A HHEE M RK 227 #E, #4k pRDR202 (#)

1 2 M

0.45kb

1: pRIR202/ HindIIl +BamHI; 2: pRIR202/Xbal+Kpnl
M: GeneRuler100bp DNA ladder plus

El2 ZFZEFH pRIR202 I TE
Fig.2 Analysis of recombinant pRIR202
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1: pRDR202/Xbal+Kpnl; 2: pRDR202/EcoRI+HindIII
M: GeneRuler100bp DNA ladder plus

B3 E4HFh pROR202 HYETE
Fig.3 Analysis of recombinant pRDR202

AR 247 Fko S FRIRAES AT 100 mg L AR
FHRERMEFRE FAKRE, HRBIsH A, W
KIBEPE R K 87% 89%. ENILIRGH:4k pRIR202
H pRDR202 [f] To AR FERIMHEE 198 #hFH 220 Fk.
FERAERRI A K . SESEIEH
2.3 TREERERORFEST

MAF—HE SE AR R I S B AT Y,
F PVYN B T oY S B 2, K ELISA [1]
PRI 10 © Rl PVY™ (1 To A DR MR S S0k
TR, #5146 pRDR202 (1) To AU L NMERE 100%%
A, LD BRI AR IR R (6% )5 BRI
82.8% A, pRIR202 1% ik IRIAE AR I 4y 2l 4B fh 2% (1)
PURRIL, BRI R 17.2% (5K 2D,
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Table 2 Response of two transgenic lines after inoculation with PVY™

. SRR BB UFitk  Resistant JEKE  Susceptible

$E LR A - " : " P

) Total number of H EFid=a HH R4
Types of transgenic plant .

transgenic plants Number Percentage (%) Number Percentage (%)

IR 198 82.8 34 17.2
DR 220 - 220 100
b4 FE DIRE R 5 Nontransgenic plant CK 64 - 64 100

RGO PERR A AT 5, FRE T B AL
BT T 39K, WIRGA 15d, %4 pRIR202 (HHTMi kI
PURTE—ERFELBITE45, #4k pRDR202 [HTHK
A 2 ARG 4 A o

WA RMEN ELISA Kl R, ik

F 3 GEEEMEMK ELISA Fiimiai g R

Table 3 ELISA Determination of resistance in transgenic lines

PRIR202 [/ EPURAERE Y 3 YCRIES A I, i
X RN, pRDR202 [FIREAR KB 3 A FH P . 2
R RERT 10 d, B RRR R 2 75 i s B B PR 4EE
ELISA WHAZE A 5 i PER BR824 L& — 3K
1 (£ 3.

HHEPIKIRR PRI

PP N K5 ODgj I (N=10,25,40) Average value of ODyjo

Transgenic plant lines Resistance phenotype

RS 10 d 10dpi

Bifla 25d  25dpi BiFE 40d  40dpi

IR23 HiJR Resistant 0.068
IR84 U Resistant 0.075
IRS8 P Resistant 0.072
IR187 P Resistant 0.047
DRI15 J&J% Susceptible 0.187
DR51 J&J% Susceptible 0.183
DR79 J&Jpi Susceptible 0.202
DR193 J&Jpi Susceptible 0.195
CK(-) — 0.065
CK(+) J&J% Susceptible 0.266

0.078 0.113
0.070 0.106
0.081 0.115
0.052 0.107
0.195 0.234
0.218 0.275
0.214 0.280
0.200 0.286
0.082 0.074
0.249 0.276

CK(-): ¥4t pROKIT 25 JFL (MG FE Y CREEFREE); CR(F):#4k pROKIT 25 ki 3L RAEY (fl PVY™
CK(-):pROKII transformed plants without inoculation ; CK(+):pROKII transformed plants inoculated with PVY™

XoF te BE B 1R e B DR R R — 20 T Sh 4R 5 Y i
@Ak & (Potato virus Y common train, PVY®) ¥
TR T e, U R A5 IR ERE R T 10 45
R 50 B2 AR R S22l 2 VR R R AR
JEER YU L AR, RIRER I BN, R BirE
R R TFIF ST
2.4 T REEREEKE Southern blot 24f

F Al L IR 1) 5 DNA 2393 I Kpnl BiFD)
WA RIEHIK. Bl 84T, T PVY CP 4R
BEXSHEf# DNA BEAT 2442 1) 45 AL UE W H )RR DA 7 Ak
DAIE B AR AR 43 B G, PR Hh A o DAL ) 4 DL
B 28 DG, ANl BRI R R 04 DUECAN ) (&
4),

2.5 THKEEREEHEE Northern blot 734f

BEANMRAI I 15 PR ARA T AR, R
PER - St R INGE SR UL JE A AR IR AL RNA, 3

L2500 M IR BRI B DNA; 3.4, BRI IR # 5 R
DNA: 5. DR H#FERF) M0 5 DNA: CK A SEF )1 5 DNA
1,2.DNA from resistant transgenic plants of IR;3,4.DNA from susceptible
transgenic plants of IR;5.DNA from transgenic plant of DR;CK.DNA from
nontransgenic plant

4 TREEFRBEHEFL DNA B southern blot 44
Fig4  Southern blot analysis of genomic DNA from T,

progeny transgenic plants
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JE 5 PVYN CP 3[R 3355 7 A1 IR e - R4 T 24T

B4k, pRIR202 1] 1 5 B9 FHB 1) 5 56 R R AR 1)
Northern blot £5 R Wi 5 JiR, mBitEk ) RNA FKik
K B S LG A [ R DAL ) B AR IS, LR BT
PEE RNA RIS 2 GAEC, TEHUR S SRR Ak
WA T RNA (RS MR, PivE2 i RNA /3,

[ IS 0 A%, pRIR202 HU HE A1 A pRDR202 (1% ik
AIFEAR ) RNA RIE/KFRET T AL, il 6 Frosdi
JiPE L RNA Fik K5 A G,

1 2 3
L LR

1~3 B AR AL RNA; 4~6 HUWRRIFR K5 RNA; 295845 3 (1); RNA
AR CRD

1-3.RNA from susceptible plants; 4-6.RNA from resistant planst; Results of
Northern blot(upper); Equalized RNA in each lane (20pg/lane) (below)

5 |IRZEEREYH Northern blot 21

Fig.5 Northern blot analysis of transgenic plants transformed

with pRIR202

I3 01 IR FEHEDIREME R RNA; 4~6.DR BAEDIRIM R RNA; 2958
i (1D; RNA FREEDGR CF)

1-3.RNA from resistant IR transgenic plants; 4-6. RNA from DR transgenic
plants; Results of Northern blot(upper); Equalized RNA in each lane
(20pg/lane) (below)

6 IR F0DREFEFEEME Northern blot 7347 LLER
Fig.6 Comparison of the RNA express level between transgenic

plants of IR and DR
3 it

3.1 BREBMREEEFWHERIFSH RNA T
MER

ITAERIRFSL W], dsRNA 5142 RNA UUER 5
DRE~6 81, f i) 2 A2 S5 A AR A T A B dSRNA,
7 RNA JUERAH CHE/E H R 7= 4 /N7y 73 RNA

(siRNAD, F5 FE X [FIYE RNA (1)) 514 5 P IR B i
IEAEMCHH T RNA ] RNA K4 (RNA-dependent
RNA polymerase, RdRp) MI1EH T IBCKITER G S,
M5 200 RNA B>, 78 LR o, o
F B SE DB YUK AL 7 5 3 AR AR AR 1 10% /2
AU 1O LK 22 A K IR R IR S R IR A R,
77 Y 2 1) B A 1) e 35 IR 600 Rl 3 488 g A 5 DRI R PR
HIPTIR IR LE 5], Waterhouse 251E B IX /& HH T IR G5H4E
T AT 5 2 WL ] U S TE R R 45 R0 1K dsRNA

(hpRNA) , MIMiFE K RNA JTER K= A4B4, %) 18
Jr B S5 A 1Y) RNA PTEBR, Vaucheret 55004 #L A
B FE AR 1) RNA PR 5 B e 5 T 1
# RNA (Aberrant RNA, abRNA) #RJ57E RdRp Flfi#
JiE B S5 0 /E R B dsRNA - MM 5 5 RNA 1L
PRUST, #24F pRIR202 (AR RE BT R L5 9% 7 RNA
FILIKCPEAISE, 54 RNA JUERIERE. RNl
pRDR202 IIAHAA A BUw E LI, SEI0UE I e 1n) 5
FEANEEFE DR G50 RNA A SH00 PE A 305 S .

Waterhouse %5 A I W1 5 sz ) #5042 5 1 DR (1) 7. 42 1)
I DX 71 e DU A SE DA ) A 2 RNA DUBR 1) L 481
s WUR TR B A B PR, R AR SE R TR ¥
FEDIAE ) LT3R 3 100% 10 LB, A ¥ 5 )R
mRNA FAREAE R ks & 7 BY D)4, Al
ML A A3 ) LR 28 5 IR KGR dsRNA, 3K
BRI R A UBR A B S 8 . ASIF ST P R 1)
FAL ARG IX 7514 50 bp, Lo ek b F AR N &
TRIFEX MK E (£ 24 300~800 bp) HHIRZE,
LU AT GE A U B SE AR AR LU A5 IR 31 80% 1 st A 2 —

C— Bl P25 1) B X ) e 6 DR R O 26 DR (¥ L 431
7 60%2E 475
3.2 PVY CP EER L THFTIEERIFSHI RNA 7t

ShEMER

SEHAERTHIOBE T S PVYN L3741 1)
202 bp JrBAEE IR GEHEIER T LA S 60%1)H
B DRIOH B 7= A PE o A9 R BRI RE KB 1) PVYN
TR IT AR IR S5 R 5E FE D RE R T 82.8% (1 4% S A A I
PAFE R PO tE, BRI B RIS,
LR AN R 5 3 1K) RNA A STk (3 58 S Ay
ZESEIN, SRR R RS, HEM W REH T RdRp
HAT 595 397711 () RNA & BGBREE, W LUE T
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WEFFAIr) dsRNA #Y 499 55 CP (1) RNA B ) i 4t
KT dsRNA XUEE X (150 Bl T i T 2068k
PR . WIS DR (AN [ B e SR byt B RDR T
RNA MSHURMER SRR 2R, nLCAEET PDR
TR PO e i IR TR L B R A B

BARAET G MIER R R B 5 IE A
SRR T RNA Utz ok, (HAWFHIE
) 552 4 S KA G — B R I =y BE HU v, ALl T U B
TNV B R DR B RNA R .

Fe 0o A ) L 557 2 s DRI A9 114 I8 R R A s B 1R A
] Northern blot MR E 78 RNA FisEmEE =5, iR
RIRAE T 351 RNA B 517210 . Southern blot
MG SR, B FIBs R PR T BE DRI 38 02 2 45
Ly, o B R RN R, SR TS B
PEANAAE AP R, 5 Waterhouse 25 [T 45
A5,

4 ZEig

4.1 PVYN CP HE[X 31 202 bp FrBE sl 8542 454
e R DR ] DU B DR SR AR I L 2 1Y) RNA A
Pitk. LAPVYN (1) CP LK 3 3 202 bp H B IR 45
Fa) Oy B DRI RAGH IR e BE DR B, 82.8% R LI A e %
PR EL, 1L DR 45 R (AR B DU R I
Northern E[JZEZ4AZ 45 S 7 TR 45 A4 55 3 A A (9 Do
PEE RNA /- dEpitt.

4.2 PVY™N CP L[N 3ty i BN 5 A B S 1) AT
SER LD FE A RNA A S s ditE s S
WERLFAEZE . T PVYN CP JE[R FUFI6 202 bp A B
AL TR 45 3 R DRI ] Ui 5 82.8 %o 1)t 56 DRI K 75 7=
APURTE, BT RPN BT A IR 45 F N
7T 60%[I LLfsil . B PVY™ CP JE K (AN [T
VE R B FE DI SE A RNA A SHUPEIE S8R
HE 2.
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