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B OFE FERRKSLRMAFEESASENEE N L — HECHESHTERER. FHL
Bacillus subiilis DB104 478 £ 8, LU EFF B 04 B A TR pNQI22 155 DNA, BT T 4Rk
B FUE AR ERNR T WA S R R AR R, R T R B
SRS . BRI ESNBEETEE A B subdilis B¥E R AT ¥ 4L N T BE, 35 B subsilis P 7§

EPER QM E R 8.

R HEFR FEREFER, RERKEL, #mx

Wi B (Bacillus sublilis) R LR EEH
TAkAR A S, AN — SR ER
HERMNBHTREENE I — HN
AHE+HEBENFRAREANESY. HIH
EEIFAREFEN FEBE, B2 A4
S WEERRL. ArpEk U RIEAR
HHAES., CHORRGRELE, RARK
BB THNBREEEHERE N
EfH+oBaEML. XERIRARLETE,
TR SE A MR AL IE A B B, RS R K
HAEBBMEY. Chang % AMTF 1979 FE1L
B AR B IR 8 4L 3k, 51 B DNA AR ¥
H.ABERARNEMLR TR, &4,
Chang B T RN E S EHW R A R H%E RAM
L. :

EEEREPHEEAMEEMRE D, &
# Chang 0 77 35, BB BB 4k pNQ122 5EA
BB <8 B subtilis MLYv bk B BUFT A IO
# DNA 4+ F %4k B subrilis DB104™, £ ¥4k
0 8 3 A0 380 S R 0K T O O e R . AL, ST
& B subtilis DB104 PRI BB E¥4b, RIREBE
ARENGRR. SR, B4 RENE R
ESFAR FARRKE. UL HERE
TR B R B Rt ), W LB A B
MEm, RFRE—FiTT XLEESFRER
REEAAHABTEOERE, KB rHnEng

x.

1 MES5R*

1.1 EHHS5RY

B subtilis  DB104(his  nprR2,nprEl8
AaprA3)Y AL &4 I B npr 2 A JF 2 4 7
EX: R

B.subtilis BG2036(Aapr—684,AnprE522)"%,
B.subtilis AS1.398 1 B.subiilis ML JA T %iF
ATFR TSI L R4,

pNQI122(4.8kb, Cm', Km)™, F{E4h W&
R TR,

1.2 #E¥E

LB i #&",

DMP FAESE 4 (1 T B, B
8. PR B v, MR, MgCLE R R)™,
1.3 H4 R

2 X SMM(®& lmol / L %%, 40m mol / L
BT #% — 8. 40m mol / LMgCl,); LBV,

SMMLBV # 2 X SMM 5 LBV % & HiR
AR

EFAELXEHMA
* BRAEE, WA hl: M BA K (R 3 A ) w8

TR B, BLA5610065
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40%PEG (40%w / v, M. W, 6000); 7 B B
(E7™).
14 HETERERENHE
XMW FEHT. BEEERERE
BPmERMA.
15 BBk
338 ¥ $A % Chang B‘J}B‘%‘”ﬂ%ﬁiﬁﬁ
BATHAL, 2 Ja B K A 358 P B ol 19 SR 1
#H17.
16 RERGKEE BEERKBLMRE
R (1] AR BTIHE.

2 SRS
210 RERUNEAE BEESHALMED
E 3

EANREERY FEREKNERESER
B ny Al B ANAL B ot A kU0, ABFIER R YK
1.1 x 10° / ml B B.subtilis DB104355% Y,
HAFEEEAR. AR LB E T RE R
MR E, FERNELMERTTME, G R
T

HE AR, BEEN AR, LA E
B, FAE R RBE R FAE R ELE
B R B E M FE, SH04ug @
pNQ122 ¥ 4L R [H £h B4 4 T 3K 48 1Y DL 4 i 44
e, B 4 KAHFHETHRE AR
EEH. '

BRI W, XN A, FE RN IE R

maHFEER

« 211~
Z4ELL0.5mg / ml RIS RE AR BE (LK Som! B SR
B Wi 4 B kB 7 7E Sml SMMLBV %8 ),
37C FHRKAE 1h BB, LTHRPYIE Chang
f77 86, A 2mg / ml 95 M, T 37C TR AL
i 2h W B B, (EATIRIG N RAE AR
£ 0.05% KA. RSP R B4k & 8T 5%
b, HRAEETR LT ILERE.

22 REREREDHEMENER

2B 5% A IR AR A R B R R O B PR
25 0D, 0.7-0.8 (1 157 40 J ¥ B 28 8 X 10°~1 X
10°/ ml). HEEROERTE /10 FiEER
# SMMLBV =, I A 0.5mg / ml & #% & &, F
JTCEEKBHLHE 1 /0, G —$l& FHERE,
SHLEHERET 1 /100 % SMMLBV #, &
BRERTR. B SMMLBV BB B 8%
F8.6.4.3. 250 F A RERFR. B 1pgh
pNQ122 BETHEAL, KIS R INE 1 FiR.

PG A B ok B A 00 O B AT AR
RN EBRTHEEERERNZ ARG ER
EREERE BERERBANELHER,. X
FRECHEM . 5 R B B R B X R LR R
Ew, LR, B4R ERE w3
EMBEEEZ—. B 17T, YFERE
AR v BE R 8 O R VR B 3 AR e, bR B
. SRR EAEREKE, NSk RE
2B TR,

2.3 MEEKENHAERNER

ANEMERNEE, UARKEHER

N1 FELEEGETDBIMKEREKNERE,

BERNBAMEELLR
Famai &5 . 242 05 HERmE ALK
w0 toE T 32h femeti@  LBF#H LM BRE DMPREL FAERK  BETFE ®ibpix
(mg/ ml) (min) BN (%) WA HEE (cfw ml) ~ (cfu.cells/ mi)
(cfu/ mi) {cfu/ ml) (%)

1 0.1 30 1.75x 10° 99.84 5.34% 1¢° 4.67 28 52x107

2 0.1 60 6.8x10" 99.94 ND 7.6 ND

3 0.5 30 20x10° 99,998 1.82x10° 1.65 74 41x10°*

4 0.5 60 0 100 1.35%10° 0.12 326 24x10™

* RADMPRA R EHAEFRHEHN
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BMEYTES —ENEKRBR BEREE
(nutritionally responsive) 5 % & B 41 B8 Bk X,
ALK ah Y & R A BT RGBT
B 55 b3, iR I R0 8 41 B TE b T KRR
ZoA MTRE THME DNA B SARE, B
AR E A R, AR DNA AR, JRAE A B
UERESRRBNREKFERRTELX
3%, KB H RN 2.6~28 X 10°84F /
ipg pNQ122
24 REREHLRARDREBAIR

WM E T B subtilis B FAE JR R4k R
B RAATREHRBENEOMAE~HKS
subtilis ML (3 fa {k i Bt 5 BFUBL pNQ122 A #
B R5¥% 4L B subdlis DB104, {L P K LRk
BT 202 1EH B subiilis ML R EEO M
EEMEATY, PREEOEREREEEN
=4E AT pMPR4. pMPRS H pMPR16 K& R {E
i E ) pNQ122 %t B.subtilis BG2036. B.subtilis
AS1.398. B.subtitis ML =/ Hikk, AARE
W R A RS H TR BB TH
HREARR ESFREANABRNOEL
FAPHEEHRATHENEO KRR, ¥Rk
FEamERABNRIHRE R RAS
1.398 (pNQ122) %% f& & 5b, AS1.398 (pMPR4),
AS1.398 (p)MPRS). AS1.398 (pMPRI16) ¥ 4L ¥
MWEOMELAKTHARE TREHEAS
1.398", :

X — g B R W, B B subidlis DBi104~
PNQI22 SR B 55 th (9 A R Ao 2 £, B
BEFEREREOEILP RS —ENEREX
Ay A o A
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STUDIES ON THE EFFECT OF VARIOUS FACTORS ON
PROTOPLAST TRANSFORMATION IN BACILLUS SUBTILIS

Zhang Yizheng
(Depariment of Biptechnology, Sichuan Unien University, Chengdu 610064)

Liu Bailing He Xiangi
(Depariment of Leather Engineering, Sichuan Unmion University, Chengdu 610065)

Abstract Using Bacillus subtilis DB104 as a host and plasmid pNQI22 as a heterogeneous
DNA, the effects of regeneration percentage and concentration of protoplast, as well as the
incubation time of the bacterial cells on the transformation efficiency in B subtilis were studied.
The optimal parameters to achieve a high transformation efficiency have been obtained and their
availability has been proved in the transformation of various B.subfilis strains and in the cloning
of npr gene from B. subtilis.

Key words B. subtilis, Regeneration percentage of protoplast, Protoplast transformation,
Transformation efficiency
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