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Effect of Transgenic Populus deltoides xP. euramericanna cv. ‘Nanlin 895’ with PeTLP on Soil
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Abstract: Transgenic Populus deltoides x P. euramericana cv. ‘Nanlin 895’ with PeTLP gene were selected for molecular analysis and biosafety

analysis. The results showed that the exogenous gene could be detected after one year plantation of transgenic poplars in the open field. There was no

significant difference in the quantity of soil microbes around root system between transgenic and non-transgenic plants, indicating that the transgenic

plants with PeTLP had no significant effects on soil microbes. Molecular analysis on total DNA of soil microbes showed that the exogenous gene did

not transfer to the soil microbes. Allelopathy effect of leaf of transgenic “Nanlin 895’ showed that it had no significant effect on the seed growth of

Lactuca sativa L. var. ramose Hort.
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Fewfhz —. REFAFFEAN =, SFETREREHOARM AR B REFEENTFE. L THFkiEE
L7 AL BT N 7% 2 NG o N O TTETY v N ) 5 R 77 e = R S S e o X T b5 5 L e
PRI T = P & e . RN, 0] S8 B Hos U AR A 8k B A= S I ) — A
YR, AR R B R E bR R LRI, R K F AR,

AR, WFEMHRAM PR-5 A BA—EMPTEEEE . PR-5 & FEAEY7EZ 2 A AR Y i
MBS ER (PRs) , S E5LRAEFIIERMEREY . BT PR-5S BEANEER Y S5
FRIARHEAR Thaumatococcus daniellii B3 2R 1 2R IR 7 5 i BE ]I, RIH SUREFRoM2SEEE I ( thaumatin-like
proteins, TLPs J°!, B 14 2 SC BB F 250 A S R BAT — 2 MOPTEL AR . Mackintosh 2265 3 Hordeum
vulgare HorEREIH) TLP-1 FEN/NErid Rik, nJLIR XN AREE% FusaHum graminearum TS, &4
ZEEE E AV EL I M Nicotiana tabacum REREIEZE )R IRJE % Pythium aphanidermatum LKz 37 A% 22 4% 14
Rhizoctonia solani A 5 2B E) & A K EF7AE Oryza glaberrima HB)ZEEH B R NN, RASROSE
SRS INERFRHA —EHPTHES . Jin S5l RAFIR Agrobacterium /-SSR E AR S NFBIRH A

( h¥5 %) Solanum tuberosum Ht, #2557 HAREXTHEAERAIDIIED . Wang Zid Bk CKTLP BH B bR & 7 1
7+ Arabidopsis thaliana X141 Verticillium dahliae 314", ¥EHIFS Oryza sativa L. subsp. Indica Kato ik
JKAE TLPs Kep 858 7 HOW /K ASLckiYR Thanatephorus cucumeris Z0 T Rhizoctonia solani L& KA 84 B Mo
Sarocladium oryzae B4 PE! Y, ZARSZEG 2 N Eabk 895°4% Populus deltoides x P. euramericana cv. ‘Nanlin 895° 7%
FEikts 7 PeTLP JEA, ThEEsr it iR H— iPumm it

Fifi 2 4 5 PR AR SRR 2 b e B Tt A% B P 4e , 4% B A T ZE 00 AR 1 2 A P H 25 32 81 20 AR Y
SR, H AR A A S 2 A A T AR P AN R R A . ANER RS SR KRS
AL LR R R 15 20 I A B it s LU B 5 2okt R H AR AR K s i 55 . B NSNS TS
SR Y TR R 2B TR . KAS . MRS R B RSN A G A 4 e A A I A X
b AR A AR A A SRR SR B —E PURTERE ) (BAERA R ) HERIE ks
NHIEIRZE %S PeTLP FEK Btk 895 ATkl , JFIRERE R 3 Rl S AW e Vo it . hFE R
R Rhss B L0 SRR

1 M5 77 %

1.1 RIedst
RIS RHEREZE N H BRI T 2017 FEEFFFIE T INNBERRIF AR 004 PeTLP K bk 895 4k &

(PeTLP1-2, PeTLP 1-6, PeTLP 1-7, PeTLP 2-9, PeTLP 2-11) , DIREFERLPEGHk 895°4 (NL895) ( E
¥ x BRER F1 ARMER TGPER ) A,
1.2 WHE
12.1 AMEEEREEG TR SNERERE GESEZ Y K B H AR RN R B4 5L R B fh
B EERARED, A, RETHANHBEIRI 125 (2018 4E 4 H) HEE R L AL 1, 84
ER CIIXTERIE 6 MK R ) FENLRAE 3 BRELHRAIZhMH B, 3 IREE, RIEORAF R . $2HUH 2L K41 DNA (SR
F TIANGEN R4 K20 DNA $RBGRAE ) , W H B9 Beiltfs PCR 3714,

AT LR A SR ORI 2R 8k PBI1 21, @it (et A0 B 1l PN DA% 4T A Xbal Al BamHI .
PeTLP H BYEEIR B R 750 bp, FEARSEIS i H 35S BahFVEh Liifs 1955, FiiFs 9550k H i35
BT, PR S BB 850 bp i fq .

PCR WA Z 50 pL, fIFEHEIHR 3 uL, 10 x Buffer 5 uL, 2.5 uyM dNTP 4 uL, b . Fi514%& 1 uL, rTaq 0.5
uL, B ddH,0 % 50 pL. JVARFHR: 95CHIATE 10 ming 95CAEME 50 s, 56°CIR A 50 s, 72CHEM 50 s, 35
AMEFR; 72°C, 10 min,
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CaMV 35S Forward: 5’-CTATCCTTCGCAAGACCCTTC-3’
PeTLP1 Reverse: 5’-CGGGATCCCTAGTGACAGAAGATAAC-3’
CaMV 35S Forward: 5’-CTATCCTTCGCAAGACCCTTC-3’

PeTLP2 Reverse: 5’-CGGGATCCTTAGTGACAAAAGATAACC-3’

PeTLP1 Forward: 5°>-GCTCTAGAATGGCCACCGCCACGCAAC-3’

PeTLP1 Reverse: 5°- CGGGATCCCTAGTGACAGAAGATAAC-3’

PeTLP2 Forward: 5°- GCTCTAGAATGACTACTGCTAGGCCAATC-3’

PeTLP2 Reverse: 5°- CGGGATCCTTAGTGACAAAAGATAACC-3’

122 FRFRIIFMAEMGAN N T ISR T EAE R, SHRSHIET T ESEBh AN
M (R 3 AN H) RERIFEFEARTE Yu S AP T R IR E YR T I B SRR A B S T
IR YRS SR N 2 NEEFRE R DUBRER- A E - BRI U RS 53 (OGYE ) FIEE A WR-J AR A -1 BE
B BRI (PTYG) o OGYE #5355 H T 32 13 ol B 32 B, HEsgRdenlior h: EEHRE) 5.0
gL, A 20.0 gL', AEWE 0.1 mg L' LIRPUIRE 50.0 mg- L' PTYG 553735 H T a3 v B3 00 Jlt 2 s LL
Kb, HRFREmh: BAKR0.25 ¢ L', MEANR 025 ¢ L', MEHEEWy 0.5 gL', A&k osgL!, H
S 30.0 mg- L ) MgSO4-7H,0 DL 3.5 mg-L™' Y CaCl,-2H,0.

TR, FEALERGE SRR L R R A 3 B, DURERE L, G 2642 30 em BEEH)SF
=B 3 AT, REE 10 ~20 cm HJ2AHIERESIZ 60 ¢, ZHIREMAEYRAES . B RELFH) TR
SIRAE TR EES T  ONVK SR AT Il SEah 22, VKA 4T . By IR 28 60 g, 30 g T 80CTF
HRHET, AT 30 g 5270 mL B H pH (B8 7 BBERRZ K (15 mM ) IRE, JCF 160 r-min™, 25CHH#
IR E7E% 10 min. ff RS WACHERIVRER 0.1 mL HHEEIFRIEN 0.9 mL B TCHBSIRZ IR 155 107 +-1ER R
W MNITIERASE) 107 1IEMRBER, EL 0.1 mL B 107 HIERBIRIEER T 54 OGYE X353k 5 PTYG £
FEEMEEFEIL L, &£ 3 K. BIFIUNE TR . BERE TR, 3dERITHFANRE, 7d55%i1H0E
W% AT R SHAMAE, Rt SNRERE, REH 10% LR R AR RRER, FTHH
B R AR TR Atk 2 R T B A R A 20 B AR B D R N AR

WHEERE R (CFU) = (AEYECE < TR0 /3T E
123 SNERBEARTFHEBELLN B35 Muriel. Viaud 0775 RERN LA (2018 4F 4 HEHHES ) &
G Wk i A3, AR FE 364 T AR . DNA 3R B 33854 1 DNA B3R ECR ) Mpbio 43 &) B FastDNA Spin
kit for soil IRFIE. FEHLRICEEANPER 3 43 AR 13805 H T8 DNA B93H, HORIC 18 A>T RN

DISREY 1M 3 DNA it {8401 16S rDNA #3514 PCR ¥4, %5 19E5m T, i
38 B R 1050 bp.

16S rDNA Forward: 5’ -ACG GGC GGT GTG TAC-3’

16S rDNA Reverse: 5’ -CCT ACG GGA GGC AGC AG-3’

PCR VKR 50 L, 4% 8H 3 uL, 10 x Buffer 5 uL, 2.5 y/M DNTP 4 uL, k. Fi#51#4% 1 uL, 1Taq 0.5
uL, Sl ddH0 % 50 pL. SUWERF A : 95CHIASYE 10 min; 95CA8ME 1 min, 56CiBK 1 min, 72CZEfH 1 min,
35 AMiEER; 72°C, 10 min,

DI 3RS DNA oA, okl DNA RAFHEEXTER, &t NPT I3 5 44T PCR 34, BitTHI514
FFAIINT, Uy R B 795 bp.

NPTIl Forward: 5° - ATG ATT GAA CAA GAT GGA TTG C-3’

NPTIl Reverse: 5’ - TCA GAA GAA CTC GTC AAG AAG G-3’

PCR FLWAAZ 50 pL, BL3ERHR 3 ul, 10 x Buffer 5 uL, 2.5 uyM DNTP 4 uL, b, Fil#514#4% 1 uL, 1Taq 0.5
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uL, Bl ddH,0 % 50 pL. JVARFHR: 95CHIAE 10 ming 95CAEME 50 s, 56°CIR A 50 s, 72CHEM 50 s, 35
AMER; 72°C, 10 min.

WIS SR (15 mM) RS, B HIERBRRA TR SA RIEE (S0 mg L") MkEFk
(OGYE 1 PTYG ) k., Miliffdehitritk, $RE DNA BE174> 1R . ZHPE 3L 20 DNA BO32E0S PCR F&: .
PREEAYE B S 10 uL JERE /KA PCR 45 IFiRAT, DIHSANTA A DNA . B AR AN 23R 5
PCR il : PRICPHIA ARG E , MURIH 22 T 28 I530%, 203N 1 mL () DNA $2EEZZ MR (100 mmol L™

Tris pH 8.0, 100 mmol-L" EDTA, 250 mmol-L" NaCl, 1%SDS ) , 50 uL f% 20%SDS, 75 uL #) 5 mol-L™ NaCl,
65 pL 14 10%CTAB, F4ME%]), 65C/K¥ 1 ho 12 000 r-min” #5.0 10 min, BUE I ARG/ 5 %R 24:1),
12 000 r-min™" &0 5 min, BUEE . M 0.6 FEABH KR REE, 1RA1 - 20 COKAE R UTE .. K HEUH, 12 000
r-min” B0 15 min, 77 L. H 70%, 100%LFE&EYE—IK, THEULUE DNA, FRELZRAZEE. I 200 pL TE
2RI RS DNA 3. KRISA0 T PCR 380 DNA R /- 66 G I LA B B, ol
HEfT PCR Y3,

DIGRAFH) DNA ERCEHE, LA 35S J83h 1R Liiss s, B B3 EY FisFaIE A FiFs #1615 PCR
Yy, P B EA 850 bp /245 . PCR WA R 50 uL, AFE#HR 3 ul, 10 x Buffer 5 uL, 2.5 uM DNTP
4uL, k. FiE5H% 1 uL, rTaq 0.5 uL, Il ddH,0 % 50 uL. KW ERFEHA: 95 CHIAEME 10 min; 95CA:M: 50 s,
S6CiRK 50s, 72CIHEM 505, 35 4MEIR; 72°C, 10 min,

CaMV 35S Forward: 5’-CTATCCTTCGCAAGACCCTTC-3’

PeTLP1 Reverse: 5°-CGGGATCCCTAGTGACAGAAGATAAC-3’

CaMV 35S Forward: 5’-CTATCCTTCGCAAGACCCTTC-3’

PeTLP2 Reverse: 5°-CGGGATCCTTAGTGACAAAAGATAACC-3’

124 #FALRAER K Sandwich J7iER 2 Al T HEFE IR 75 20t T BBl He e At ok A7 i 20
TE2017 45 6 HZE 2017 48 10 HA1 2018 4% 5 HIAM) A H REMIIH FrFEA, ABRRRENM kB T lR—4
PER 9 BRI . SREEMFEEH e T 60°C & 0F T4k 24 h, BRI H 7 TR T o stk
PRI 22 BT 6 FLAR (6 FL, FLEAR 34.8 mm, KM 9.5 cm?) , Bt F (150 mg) “FXHRN
3L BN S ml0.5% wov BUEKE SBE, FEBUEEEE SN 5 ml 0.5% w-v' BRI SBiE. 258
FLHTON 5 SR F ( Lactuca sativa L. var. ramose Hort. ) , THEIERE, 25CTEMFTH:5E 72 he ZJEHCF - 20T
UKFENIRTR 1B, IRHEG, WEASE FIRGH SRR . IBE R0 5 NdE Liim KA Sm/ME, RAF
T 3 AMEREIFE.

125 HAFEAIE  RH Microsoft Excel 2003 T HIINZE 725401, SR OrigiPro 8.0 #A443Hr vl 47435 1 38
A A O DL R AR F S b IRl S RS B AR (e O

2 HREM

2.1 SNEEEREMER S TR

MEE PeTLP LK Bk 895 Atttk A AEF £ BE AT PRt PR RS R 20 DNA , B HRE e 5 14364 T PCR 974
gER (1), mFEfL L S I HINE RN b FiFs 19, LLsbk 895 5 K20 DNA Shfsitk, ¥4
T 25750 bp BHEL, SHHHCEEHA . SAFL 2 ~ 7 SRR LHF5 14908 35S Bah 51, Exidfpk (JkgE
FED FAAR 89547 ) Wi 35S JRh TP B BB, {HAEFE PeTLP K ‘Bbk 895°4% (PeTLP 1-2, PeTLP
1-6, PeTLP 1-7, PeTLP 2-9, PeTLP 2-11) H:PH2H DNA 88 H T4 850 bp B9 BACEE, SHHIC AT
SR, FERIGRAEREN RIS 1 a J5, ANERRE E fEAE TR NG R R 4
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2 000bp|
1 500bp |
1 000bp
750bp
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100bp

M — DNA Marker 2 000; 1 -2 ‘Bgtk 895°#FEHZH DNA; 3 ~ 7 — 4% PeTLP JE[A Bk 895 3L K44 DNA,
B 1 A RMbT PeTLP A 4 PCR £

Figure 1 PeTLP in transgenic plants by PCR amplification

2.2 REBETIEMEIFHERENLLE

Xof BRI 1 a Bt A7t SR AT, 3 28 MR B AR A A G A AR — 50, BRI
YL BAERE LN R S e R R 2 B A (L S AR GRe— 8. 2018 4 1 H, 3 3R E IR 3
AR, (H2 GREE SRR _ETF 3 28R E Y B R . iZers 5 AR OB BAE 2017 4F 4 B3| T
BORM, ZJEREERREAS LRI TG ETHRORSE. HEEENFE 2018 4F 4 HikB THokE, 2017 4F 4
-10 HEEHEAMERAR (K2, E3, ’4) .
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Figure 2 Seasonal change in numbers of soil fungi of transgenic and Figure 3 Seasonal change in numbers of actinomycetes in soil
non-transgenic plants of transgenic and nom-transgenic plants
80 —m— NL895
75 e TLP1-2
A TLP1-8
7.0 v TLP1-7
6.5 - <+— TLP2-9
> TLP2-11

AHABMEAN Y (Agt)

4.0 o

&

R UL

STAEH I ()
B4 R RS F 4R R AR 2 B B 2 At i 48 5 ZAM L

Figure 4 Seasonal change in numbers of other bacteria in soil of transgenic and non-transgenic plants



4 1 HiGeRe, 55 %% PeTLP JEP Bk 895 A7) -3 A=Wy i) 50 B2 SMNJERE PR 43— Aari) 33

FABRZEFZMT (£ 1) BoR, HE («=0.01) . BEH («=0.01) . HAME ( «=0.01) BEEEE
B2 IBEE T AEA B EEER (0=0.01) , {HEFEE KRS IEEEER Z a) T35 E i T %
RN REEES, X—2EREHIZIRIARNEE PeTLP JEP Btk 895 Bt 13 Al B B . R L
J A A TR0 L et Bl S 255

* 1 BERSEEAREKDRREYNTESTER

Table I ANOVS on soil microbe of transgenic and no-transgenic plants

HIA TR HAb AR
#50H  Df SS  MS F Fa Df SS MS F Fa Df SS MS F Fa
AR 5 035  0.07 0.7 3.85 5 0.53 0.11 112 3.85 5 0.74 015 075 3.85
Ay 5 17.80 3.56 3592 3.85 5 21.28 426 449  3.85 5 32.15 643 3222 3.85
R 25 248 0.10 25 2.37 0.09 25 494 0.0
Bt 35 20.62 35 24.17 35 37.83

2.3 SNBEEEKEHEBIER ST

REHLRECEEMAE R 3 Ay A 3R 15 DNA 89328, H Mpbio 2y &) Fast DNA Spin kit for soil
FIE TR BUAR 2R 3R Y 5 DNA S, HZHPE 16S fDNA GBS Y 14, Frisil Scongi R aig s,
FL 1~ 64374 NL895, PeTLP1-2, PeTLP1-6, PeTLP1-7, PeTLP2-9, PeTLP2-11 Atk )&l e L 5 DNA,
PR T 1050 bp ZEA M B, ST E 0 B EARETT .

DIAR 2 & B AR Y15 DNA S, ok DNA SHRHPEXTER, H NPT ITEEK 5143647 PCR §788, 256
LERINE 6 FoR, BHYEBCRIY ¥ H T2 795 bp B (HFEIE A4 J [l T80 40 5 DNA HFfoRY 8 H NPT
IR H ey b B, HH NPT I ERPI SR 1) o Bl 30 e ok AR B R RO R

M a 2 3 4 5 6

2 000bp

1 000bp
750bp
500bp
250bp
100bp

M — DNA Marker 2000; 1 — ‘Ei#k 89547 JH [ 13 E W3 DNA; 2 ~ 6 — %% PeTLP JLPH Bk 895°4% JE 13802 E W 3. DNA.,
B 5 16S rDNA i 7|4 PCR #] £3E #4 4 49 ¥ DNA
Figure 5 Total DNA of soil microbes by PCR amplification with 16S rDNA

1500bp |
1 000bp TN
750bp
500bp
250bp
100bp

M — DNA Marker 2000; 1—JFhi; 2 — Btk 895°4#7% JEI Bl L3 AE Y 38 DNA; 3 ~ 7 — %% PeTLP LA “Bakk 895 47 & il 13864 M1 5 DNA,,

B 6 NPTII AR5 4 PCR AN 1354 4 % DNA
Figure 6 Total DNA of soil microbes by PCR amplification with NPT Il
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W IERMBERGRAT TR EE RIREH (50 mg' L") MErFEE (OGYE FMIPTYG) L, SREHUIERR, H
HOHABANTE 18 PR, AR 8 Bk, H 9 ¥ko MHUERRTH IR DNA 2547 PCR 9748, 4RI 7 B, B
BORIE A BHPEA BER A T H B R By, (HAEFTIERPTER PR DNA FrasoRAGINE] H R 8877y, RSN
FEDFFoAR 0 ol B LSRR R AR R B

M — DNA Marker 2000; 1—-Jithi; 2 ~4— -4 DNA; 4 ~7 - iZR# DNA; 7 ~ 10 — HAb4H# DNA; 11~ 13 — E.# DNA,
B 7 LA M RILE K445 49 PCR 42

Figure 7 Horizontal exogenous gene transfer into soil by PCR amplification

2.5 MM HACEAE R RN

WV E R BRE N TARE SR B EAR, JRAEARB PRI BB 5L BiiP AR RS R s,
HORN AR B AR FH 2R R — AN 332 S A 1) R0 IR, ARSCiEAT Sandwich SEE 7R 5T T HE LN R
Mk 895 AL BE A FEAK 895 M A= Sk A ANAl AR 152 ([ 8, 1819)

i = ﬁf&gs 4 TLP1-7 :: oy g
] > TLP2-9 24 —o— NL895
—&— TLP1-
. LP1 ; —&—TLP2-11 20 4 TLP1-2
18 —v— TLP1-6
<« TLP1-7
124 18- > TLP2-9
144 ——TLP2-11
5 oo E 12
2 =
;}_{ :K 1.0+
% 06 5‘% 08
I'L 06 -
0.3 0.4 4
] 02
0 T T T v T y T v T Y T 1 0 T T T L T x T ¥ T T T '
2017.06 2017.07 2017.08 2017.09 2017.10 2018.05 2017.06 2017.07 2017.08 2017.08 2017.10 2018.05
KAEEHI (7)) RAEEHI (FF.H)
B8 #H “Sandwich” I 77 ik PTIRIFOIA R B9 AR “Sandwich” 5377 &Pk 569 £ F IEAR
T ALK KE

Figure 8 Length of hypocotyl of Lactuca sativa L. var. ramose Figure 9 Length of of Lactuca sativa L. var. ramose Hort. by

Hort. by Sandwich Sandwich

FIHBEK R 200 (£ 2) ZRER, A8 TR ( «=0.01) . IR ( «=0.01) KERH A A
E RIS, (HRAFEN e (FEREDIARE S AR S R R Fr ) AR SR K e e 25 5. (HYU A
SPHREH (BEfR B ANEARA ) AHEGE, B 8 ot SEin gl A FHRA . ARAR A ST 2 A
AR EEZER (2=0.01)
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® 2 HEARSIEEHEREKRMATERBTERERGES

Table 2 ANOVA on effect of transgenic and non-transgenic plant leaves on seed growth of Lactuca sativa L. var. ramose Hort.

Ik B R AR 5 ) I AR A s
ZRR Df SS MS F Fa Df SS MS F Fa
Ay 5 0.44 0.09 6.99 3.85 5 0.35 0.07 5.25 3.85
gﬁﬁfkﬁ%w 5 0.01 0.01 0.12 3.85 5 0.10 0.02 1.51 3.85
R 25 0.32 0.01 25 0.33 0.01
Bt 35 0.77 35 0.78

3 Ew5itin

TR R B K B 5 o] REAFAE A XS B0 4s . S NIFE KB AE R R R A3 O S PR A %5
P s i AR B HoApt A e R S b s SNBSS A PR SRR KRR E ik s BT~ A A
KRBT NN RLRER T2, FEH s SR e = A E A E RIS I S NAPTHSE R R bR
By . RRRE R AR SN, DU IS | & TS R ZALED,

HNIFEFEIN B 5 AR Z PR KRR A A I S N R A 2 A PR RO TR A PeTLP LA
Pk 895 Azt N HBHAIE G —4F, BATDEEE R T T o0 FHail . 455 Wb 5L R e\ B iR e —
4, PeTLP FERMPASRERE HAFAE T45 L A AR SE IR 2

AWRFEAPRHE F %S PeTLP JLPH ‘Fabk 895°4%, ‘Fabk 895 1 hllebk, AF=AEAENs, BIMATEAEIER GRS
RCFERTE Y, IR R IR B RGHSy, EIEAEYREAE . BRI S0 E . AR
FRA YR LA R - HRAE A e 3 55 05 T A AT R C Y AN A EE N R G2 5 i B ANk
YIX ZAEAEH, ATRES A RP2S | SRS —E i . A4S R B R E R . k. H
MM RSB REE T TS BB EIEES ( «=0.01) , {HEFEIERRY) 5L R R 2 18] 36
Y EVE R TR 2SR, RIIZEE LA BRI AR I8 b 35 A Wi B B P R . RSO A
B TR, RSOUPVEITT 8 4E 43N R 20 P.x euramericana  ‘ Guariento” %3, %%
FEP A R A 3 s R B R R . B BRSSP, alba ‘Berolinensis’ X}
T IERBRGE SR, 2 R R R R P g AR R A ) B B R R B
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