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W LA RZEME ARG AERNE A F DNA JRE w R ESFH AT E T,
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BT R R a9 AR R BT e - E AR A R 69 PCR ¥ 38 R w48 2 I o F K
PR Am KT RAE T pSETIS2 Rt B & ERIME 2 A AR A TR bR 23 AL R K
R BT 3 S RIKE % FA T W AR R RAT R A
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HESES QT8
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AR HIRIIE N DT 1990 45 A48 L vl X R 42 1Y)
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AARTE ARTR B X AERE AR AR W 2 4 | B IR AR PR AL
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R AR A R B AL S SR RO AR AR R 2L
T A T EL AT Ao Y PR P A1 R e, Sl A1 TR
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HBE Z AT, R4 SOl i B 5 e o vk, LD e Bk i
AT A v K PR 7 IR R A 2 B A A5
B 2 2, B AR ARy —
i LA SN DNA 688 J7 1k, HAT #R A R 6 DRk 5%
R E A . AGETE R R B R P A
VEZ L By, AR Y BE B I ( Streptomyces
lividans ) "*" Bl 4E4% 55 1 ( S. averminilis) ™ 21 €4 15 £ 41
B ( Saccharopolyspora erythraea ) DOV UNNBE BT (S.
parvulus) " PLTEEFE T (S. vinaceus) " o B4 B 1]
(S. rimosus ) ""* S #RA LI ORI . AR ST )
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( Saccharopolyspora spinosa) CB11 i [H Z ML Ry Bl 22 5%
Be 5 B HE W R S8 S A AL AR AR IR B RIS 2 4%
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R R K, —T0CIRAT . RIBHT I ( Escherichia coli)
ET12567 3L HEAL R bR pSET1S2 Bk KT -5E
g W RIUBE B BORL, 5 2 B R YU ace(3) 1V,
pUC 18 S 7, $ G HE B LR (oriT) K Wg T 1R OC31 1y
LWL (ine ) FIEE SR (antP)
1.2 HEardk RBEZ 1w CBIL R [ (A s 37 3k Oy
CYM'™ ,ifAgs oy TSB, K B FRIER LB
L3 EZRFAMME REENUIEREE, Tag
DNA & 4 [, ANTPs, 1kb Marker, DL2000 Marker 4 I
FI Rj%& TaKaRa 23 ) ; %% % 2K A £ [H Sigma 23w,
Multiporator 2 JIREAM T L 27 FLAX , S8 10R {5 X iyl v VR
250 HL, Mastercycler e P 4 2 % PCR X ¥ 04 1
eppendorf 23] A2, BLIKASCH AL TS — AR A2 o
1.2 DNA EX#ERE

KIGFF B P kL DNA 8BS B 2 s )
B 2 £ 1R S DNA$i2 BOCR ] 65% 55 18 4k DY 21 69 52 BT
1 DNA 5 R K TORL DNA 2 0. 8% S5t i vt
JECHL YK , 1kb Marker Ay 5% S AR, % Quantity One H
GEX BRI T5E B, T TE F B A IRl 8 4285
ZPiEEL A AY PCR 5[4k AprF:5'-CTTCGCATCCCGC
CTCTGG-3"; AprR: CAATACGAATGGCGAAAAG, ¥
Invitrogen /5] o
1.3 REZEMMEEH &

Sy 1 B e A AR S T ) o
PR L Al SRS 285 A L o 5 D7 3 9 Lk e, o - 70°C
HlE PRI RIE 27 CB11 £ GYM PR s fk
J& ¥ 3T TSB 1535 3 p,30°C, 180r/min ¥4 33 36 ~
60h, 15, 5532 W7E 4°C 544 7F 4 0001/ min E.0> 10min
WCAR TR A, I 11 10% R REMA R 15 % B9 H il W o
JVEH 1 S & T & 100pg/ml ¥ B 15% T
37 C i 40min, B0 5 T 15% HmvER 1 Ik, a
FH 15 % (9 H- A B3 10 41t/ ml, 532 J5 & F - 70°C
RArs
1.4 RESHAEBELAR

B8 40l Y SIHE 22 90 TR IR SZ 25 A, A Tl 5
BL IR SR AT A Tmm BRI rp, B8 PR X IR
( RIS 2540 A AN JSORE ) , 78 Multiporator 22 X fE 4
JHH ZE LAY B CBRIA K R IRF[R] O Sms ), B3 2 1
Yty ARG A 960wl T4 Y TSB, # # 10min
JGi1E 30°C \180r/min 5537 3h, ¥4 B4 221K F TSB 24 [f]
1 e B B J B 100wl ¥ A5 T GYM P-4z |, 20h J5 ]
Iml %5 50w/ ml %% 85 5 KRR 75 -4, 30°C B 5%

7d. KRR CBLL £ 8RR 19 GYM VA EARE
A A B B R GYM Pl b H A 7% T
REPHPER AL T GEiTH A T80, TR B (R

. _ A TR M BT AR

2 #F R

2.1 FfESMAE CB11 X4t Zg RN

T HRE R REF] TR 2 f B CB11 AT 3t 14 ¢
YEMPUAE B FARIC, 20 s I 1 R 2 A e GYM
P Exb R UK R R AR MAEE
FRABR ALK o A5 5RN3R 1 s, RIBE £ 15 CB11
X 22T B B RDY 0 3R LA, 1 5 R0 1 g/ ml
LRI R AR AR K C 23R W g1, X
FAR R R AEF LRy 5. Opg/ml R AR % 19 °F
M EAEAAZ B o 10X 5 R 2R AN ZR eI R U A —
HUE7I 8

F1 RESAE CBl MM AERERHSE R

Table 1 Sensitivity of Saccharopolyspora spinosa

CBI11 to antibiotics

Antibiotics concentration in GYM medium ( pg/ml)
0.0 1.0 2.0 5.0 10.0  20.0

Apramycin + +

Antibiotics

Tetracyclin + +
Kanamycin + +
Chloramphenicol — + + + + + + + + +
Nalidixicacid + + + + + + + + + + + +

+ + :Normal growth; + ;Slow growth-:No growth.

2.2 RESBEANE LKA BELEROZNE

TR 20 M A — 2 P A K B B, 2R R A B AR
PRI DNA 1) 2 RS TR W Bz 4850 Ry ff o b
22100 TR T SRR 2 28 A L 1 e P 2 R B 30, 0 31 A R
Z M H5 3% 36h 42h 48h 54h F160h f5 , il £ B2 A 40
L, A AN ) A= R 5% 75 0 ] 4 2 A5 AL 5 S0ng
R DNA 78 12kV/em (/) HL 3758 B T SR 17 B 51k
SRR R AR A8h B IR A 10 2 S AN AN i H K 1k
BRI BEIAF] 5.4 x10°CFU/pgDNA (] 1)
2.3 HIFHBEXNBEELNENIE

K85 5% 48h 11 il E 22 960 1R ] 45 SR 2 S A i 5
50ng Ji ki DNA, 43 510 5 7 76 10kV/cem | 12kV/cem
14kV/em 16kV/cem  18kV/ecm 5 il AS 5] B 3 58 B F 19
BEARROR S5 R LIE 2, 76 12kV/em (1 HLI798 J F 1)
HLFE AR B B AT 35 2.6 x 10°CFU/ug DNA, Y Hi g
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Fig.2 Electrotransformation efficiencies of

S . spinosa withdifferent electric field strength

2.4 DNA RKEXEELBERNZIT

R _EIRUAC I SR 25, B 2 4 B 22 5 5% 48h
Je il g8 IR 32 25 AR, 20 S A [] i f) JBORE DNA 78
12kV/em RYHLIZSEE T AT AL . 4528 WL 3, DNA
AL 0. 01 ~ g, FeALRCREE DNA 3 (14 5 i i i 5k 14
i, 24 DNA FEIK %] 0. Tug iF, e ALSCR I I S0 T
2.5 RIYESFAEEREE TR

pSET152 Rk DA 21 #5 R SORL , 7E R Z AT h A
RESAM A ], HRERE 5 IR MR A SE N 4 L, i S R 4
— S o PR I 3 5 R 2 7 e TR A AP AN A A T
pSET152 Jivhr b & A 1% & RPUVERE N ace (3) 1V 1E
AFRE, 7351 LA pSET152 JFUkE \pSET152 Hi i £k 1 1 %
P2 DNA & Bk CBLL [193% 2 DNA Jyiti, AprF
1 AprR NG| W) ikAT PCR 973 o 453 A BLRT P b 1
REY 4t 750bp {45 S A B i 2 i bk CB1L 1k

= 3000+

. g)
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Fig.3 Effect of plasmid concentration on

electrotransformation efficiency
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Fig .4 Verification of transformant by PCR
amplification for internal acc(3)IV fragment
M:DI2000 marker;1:PCR product of pSET152;2:PCR

product of CB11;3 ~5:PCR product of transformants

2.6 REZHEERULTFHRENE

oA UKL pSET1S2 7k L e A 7 i ds AL B3 2
P B FALTAEA & L5 R CYM AR b S S 1%
4 U REHLBEHL 100 A BT I HE 1 B 5 A L R R Y
GYM A b, A7 e BRI 2% TR v o BE AL I 8
AN, 22 PCR PR P 3k, 255 5 L% AL 7 3iE
—, W] pSETIS2 JRUk: BE 1L FIME 2 i CB11 iR
EL
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FBE Z A0 1A CBT J2 AR 5250 = 3 3o B 1 Ak 75
E TP B — R R W R m TR, A
TG FKEHE— R 2 REA R AW GO m 2
e A T W S S B A N Ripr L X (S
RFR . ARG % 2R 2 B D AR T A A
B AL ok B A B BRI AR 5 A R A
B AR b B ARCRER AR, 22T DL B,
AWFFEHEEE T A ) B B A A A I 3 AN T] v 37 5 8 K
DNA 55 X6 A 22 160 7 i 6 AR R 1 52 ), B O 2
HEST T IR 2R AR R

WIEAR LI Z IR LL, S. spinosa CB11 215 5%
36 ~60h Bf b FXFEA KM . ABFR R, R AE KB
W A AL ROR I O . Y B IARE K 48h 35
SRR T, % AR d e, 3 AT B R R A T X B
AR R ) SRR 2 0 A A R I S 4 i RE T L A1 IR
DNA 5y A B Ak 22 I 20 Mk 52 R ) it o

DK 22760 T 1 g — o 22 PG PR 1, JEC 40 L
JE, G ash Vi VAT AL B 1S 4 240 GO BE 9 VS A, 4 B AR
F AN AR A [A] 5 R T E A R [ )
RIS DNA [ 68 45 3, 76— L3 s BE V1Rl Y
AR H 37 90 B 1 DR T e, {HL 22 F 3 5 8 e
—ANME(ELAG , 4k 2 52 2 v I 0 B AR S BRI
IR R Ay F B Aol o o o2 0 200 i 2 2 81— R ) 45
F YR L I R, SR E RO ST

FE— 7€ I BTRL DNA 3 FE 30 [ P, i 56 A 803 B o
L DNA MR BE RS AL PE T, T f5 a8 TP 28, X Al
FE R PR Ry — 7 Vi B 1) SR A2 A A B, A P e Ak A 7 v
B DNA [ RE 72 A FRI% o ZEAH R BkL DNA ¥R FE
TEOLT 36 RS A5 20 vk B s/ BB i T AL

] A A0 OG- DM 22 160 BT 388 14 e A A R i it S
B, X2 Ry SR 22 70 T B A AR R 0 Y B 48 i
RGN DNA &3 H AR5 1) BRI O sl T B il
1B RS0, A S50 2R FH I R 3R I H 25 B 6k K
JAFFER ET12567 , 2 HBEAR 14 b7 B 170 2 AR S 56 1 ) 1)
JF R 22— I r 57 B e Ah T B R AT A AR
P, AT H 2 FORL (pSET152 <2 metK) HUFE AL B 218
,metK FEPR 8 BT 5 iU IR 1 T B 2R , 1% R Y
1A S MR TR 2R 1 K S U T R e
WA =W 72 A, metK KPR () PCR 3 FUAR I 1
R 2 R 11 HPLC A5 I 25 SR 3 55 T30 45 SR AH 7°F (B

-l

RARIE) , D — L B UE % R AT R Al AT 95 % i e
TTIE B SE A H B 1) B R A R i R 3R
RO Dy e T B 2 R I A R RE D B E T
Heait o
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production by rpsL. ( encoding ribosomal protein S12) mutations

Study on the Conditions of Electrotransformation in Saccharopolyspora spinosa

ZHANG Qiu-xue'? LAN Zhou WANG Yang® WANG Chang-lu' SONG Yuan® ZHANG Xiao-lin®
(1College of Food Engineering and Biotechnology, Tianjin University of Science and Technology, Tianjin 300457, China)
(2Academy of State Administration of Grain, Beijing 100037, China)

(3College of Biological Sciences, China Agricultural University, Beijing 100094 ,China)

Abstract Saccharopolyspora spinosa CBl1was used as the recipient strain . Optimal conditions including
growth stage of the strain, electroshock voltage, DNA concentration were investigated for the electrotransformation
of CB11 with Escherichia coli-Streptomyces shuttle vector pSET152. It was showed that the highest electroporation
efficiency was yielded under the cluture age of 48h, electric field strength of 12kV/em and minimum DNA
concentration needed 0. 1 g . Plasmid stability experiment and PCR of acc(3) 1V gene showed that pSET152 was
successfully electroporated into and could stably exist in the Saccharopolyspora spinosa CB11. This protocol would
be useful for genetic studies of S. spinosa.

Key words Saccharopolyspora spinosa  Electroporation Plasmid pSET152



