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EwHAREETER

Haca b mEge 2

mE
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7 o & % polyethylene glycol (PEG) ~ *24|p% % 4/ 2L F]ed® »  (restriction
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BIGRE FY EFHRORER 0 FRER - B 1,000 B et
B RS # el ¥ 5 3 ™ (gene disruption cassette) o i i AR 5 &
PEF 2 F] 0.5-30%F RIS doed o e A E SRR A FEDR e P Akl
* e 2 Blded *  transposon & —‘F% FU* UPIEEF 44 2L Fledd ~ (restriction
enzyme-mediated integration, REMI) 33 3877 @ A2 48 B ¥ g * 30 E fRo v igit

SN AR KiEG ﬁv’%mp et ¥ B T4 0 U transporson (F* AL F] R
1 B0 A3F S EFET 2 %% ¢ IR transposon I A E AR~ 0 @ i
IR~ 2208 % 2 (non-coding region) ¢ ¥ ¢b 5 4% REMI 07 j2 » 7% b $& 3
FA % >UE ek gk o REMI 607 2 (01 4% #-51 » 5o DNA #& » genome ¥
B RES DT 21995 & Bundock ¥ A BB 1 - B 0EEA F R R
FEomipBE I FETE AR RRY AP wmie kR (Agrobacterium
tumefamens) oA ANEEFRTEAL AL - 380 2 DNA (T- DNA)

E A flmreinig 4 o pt b 5 1998 # de Groot & A R v B4R F-
ﬁ%f’,, Al )%9*";“;7]% E B e d_i%f}v\ﬁﬂi’éﬂz%ifg’%*?mﬁj i #* ﬁ
B A SKER mF‘ FR A e ‘]%]’ (Ascomycetes) ‘:, ¥ 3 A
(Ba51d10mycetes) SR L ) (Zygomycetes)o H T F AT B B AR FTE
e * 9P F(Oomycetes) « & & chE_ > R A% G @A UL kAL SR G

5 B pFehdE A S 2 0 k)4 D Agaricus bisporus, Calonectria morganii, Fusarium

e
|z Aav

At

circinatum % Helminthosporium turcicum % - * it ie 8 B H a2 § * HL 5
Y - F Y b aFEE o R Argd B FEF R R4 o gtk

BoAs Fa- A e g i I R 2 B (protoplast) 07 2 {
M o 1% B FITL AL S BRI EL B A 2 {5 eh
B GV E RIS AN E I A ML EE R o ApRONE
SEALES LIS At S S SRR ES L B Ua N E S
FEEEE O BN R RS I R R o bl F ST Ao o B R
SRR LG T § FES A TIE > T él%&amﬁ%ﬁ

- RERARFIPRATEY o TG EIFT RN BREHTEHF
el i3 P o ERFERELRERFRS S EFY TAFA N S AL
ey 4 1 E(ref) e

2328 (Agrobacterium tumefaciens)
¥ g = {8 4~ & s (crown gall disease) £ it Jw fF] J 1% 7] (Agrobacterium
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tumefaciens) % - fBE Ao o BEFAT #7377 7 ilii b B
B 48 (tumer-inducing plasmid) £ % Ti-plasmid > ~ ¥ & 200kbp  Ti-plasmid
A F - BT SRS B 5 T-DNA (l 1) T-DNA & =5 & 2 4 — 24bp
FEAF A FIH 5 left border % right border » %  border 2z B R|F F F

encoding auxin % cytokinin

Fungal Cell

Eﬁ& r_] ° ll'b o Tl'plasmld A. tumefaciens
SN NS N D nucleus __
i 4}; - R~ R (7 TDNA aVirct
F ¥ & 4 E’ﬁ% ] i E "N T VirD1/02
B? EY A5 E - fF— " axoC, Hinary

& ) T-complex

1 . s e = vector — =
Vlrulence reglon P RiER R cmg i ,}f;'
Viry’

JoEB . . att vir region VirF, ap “ab
g ¥ % vir genes I - 4 2 vi fore \\ e L
B T-DNA R o " e
FrAlparid o FEEF Vit Chye 5

{ ” o

C 2 . 60 .l
¥ & 3 virulence region i# ©, o
’,f—}_E’f"'%‘/"’!: s T—DNA __F E’f‘l% acetosyringone

27 F] (4o encodign auxin ] 1. & % f (Agrobacterium tumefaciens) s f it

7k Bl AR iR L2 R Yook 15 Vir A FlenF i 42 (Michielse et
T-DNA ## 3| % 1 ' al. 2005b)

B 5 W P ] 4 % T-DNA b ind i L F14 % B4k A
3 RABSA T KR EAATE B AR B EEE Lt i
#Z—T-DNA % virulence region 4 %] % ** 7 ¢ eriplasmid b o 3 4r‘ T-DNA = ¥
3 virulence region 7 plasmid f 5 helper plasmid £ disarmed plasmid > & F 7
A.tumefaciens ¢ ° ¥ ¢t F 5 T-DNA splasmid A|+ & E.coli § ¢ »d > 3%
RO FIR AT AR BT v}#:};’i% %”ﬁ T-DNA ﬁv%ﬁra}g e o
electroporation & ’f! v =2 & i#w A. tumefaciens ¥ fg,?u{ﬂ AR
71 binary vector system °

T-DNA 6583 ~ ERBRENEHAREHRIE

BHEFAAED RBREY LFEFHY PR P TABTEEN T EARBER
@1@&0ﬁ%i%%éiwmﬂ%?ﬁﬂm%%?ﬁﬁﬁﬁmim
“two-component regulatory system” iz 3% 457 % e 353 VirA protein (3> /#
receptor 11 & ¢ )1 2 VirG protein ° VIrA gene ¥ A& 2 lm %@ MO 4% F-v
(membrane-spanning protein) ° w0 RV R B R 2 F
B X iE I virG gene e 4% ¥ 0 VirA protem Exds VirG gene s 3> ¥ 55 d VirG
protein # Ex# 2 v chvir genes o § acetosyringone o {& 47 ff 11 5 VirA B & (8
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# 2 autophosphorylation » #&F&f& i* e0 VirA F-v £ #-H phosphoryl group #%
I VirG > % i 9 VirG protein £ 3 DNA binding ##{2a = 2 VirG & ¥ 2
H ¥ vir genes ¢ activator (B 1) °

B EAHENT-DNAPFF > VirC 2 VirD ¢ 2% & <% - VirD2 ¥ 54 Vir
DI e B4 @ fF B cn e right border e% 3 fr% 4 i nucleotide 2. & i ¥ i
T3 v oo T kd right border 7 3’OH 3 /i left border = & 4F
T-strand’ # {& VirD2-T-strand complex - #-i% i& type [V ¢k ju 48 4] 5 d T—pllus
BiEDF A w2 ¢ o @ virulence protein VirB1-11 2 VirD4 % 1% ¥ T-strand 9
wAEY L5 £ —% %% 50 © VirB protein 7} =% transport pore ¥ & fm?F & & A & i
& "T-pilus” i1 o VirB2 protein ¥ £ = T-pilin- £ ¢ T-pilin 1‘##& T-pilus °
&M B3 VirD4 protein {® * 3t T-strand # VirB complex 2 A o *% 1
VirD2/T-strand complex 2 *t » &% VirE2 ~ VirE3 2 VirF 7 %5 d T-pilus &%
F]F 3w o VIrE2 5 - BH I DNA cn 248 kv » - 4305 VirE2 v & {3
T-strand ¢ ¥ %2 & » F 31 ‘o > (3% T-strand # % % i % p 0 nucleases
B o T iF4F T-strand 57 A 38402 f 12 13 4 transport pore ° VirD2
C-terminal £ ’ﬁ nuclear localization signal 4%+ » F]pt ¢ T-strand & » ¥ 1w
e s 0 VAR E & 5 VIrD2 T iE F #91 T-strand 7 [Liw e §2 e F o
KA oo 2 pw 5ok T-DNA & » ZL FIR P fa 41 1 7 ,F £ o
Pafeip RT3 & UHES 2 fER R A L % 0 & de Groot et al. 1998
EawT g FMo {1 LR EHLFEAATRER 2%l A A
#_protoplast ¥ % 7 acetosiringone F R T 4 € F #ARA 2 0 B L3

FHr RREEF L A TSR

f

, - . . . L} I
pF 1% % virulence systeme Michielse A B G C D E F H
A:L. 2 s y . 2

(2004)15 -H; #-vir gene L QJ vir locus function
15“ f’l‘ 7’\ ‘% ‘ﬂ I lE"lk 7& ?%5 lé rfj;}?«]‘ A Regulatory (recognizes plant

metabolites, activates virG)
< /E‘. - Il ranscripti

*jk}f Asperglllus awamornl = ﬁ = ll‘ll\ ator 1:"!:[““ vir loci)
7m =X o I’ 7 KR X 1) 1 A8 Nicks Ti plasmid at T-DNA borders,
7B Fé% A ﬁ* v ll& vir gene + —’E'T D l'l:\nlt‘ll:l!\):‘:Ill:l](!h(‘llln "'I'-HH'::;(:'FI
= e A\ —— . ] W tion involved i
PR s d (B 20 s N oy
e ° : Ss-DNA hindi rotein (stabilizes
o 1) : '?'-IJN.-\ (1:::']i[lll|.:,‘ﬁri)‘slll'lll§|'lIl]rlmll_.tl.i?:!rl:l

_ _E;;'—:L:; VH.C E F H é__ B Transfer apparatus
té;*;' '_'_ s F" T DNA 1@_ f:r —“ﬁ_,- 4,: % ;L F Regultar plant cell division cycle

H Putative cytochrome P450

B g o bR Y BT
VirF~H % VirE3 i 4 Uf kb @] 2. Ti-plasmid ® virulence region 7 & 3%
L AT LB B R AT H A
tm ﬁit‘ e e _%_‘ 7 ! v
BTG o A (Toro et al. 1988)
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ﬁ%@o'&ﬁiﬁﬁéwﬁamvmnw s o i PURETE S
F 1 AU B4% GFvir 2 Fl R % peie 7 A 18 4717 2 8% 3] 3 £ (Michielse et al.
2004)
Strain pir mutation Proposed function MNumber of
transformants/10° spores

LBATI00® None 200 + 25¢
LBA1141 virH Putative cytochrome P4350 200+ 25
LBAT142 ird Phenolic sensor protein 0

LBA1143 virB4 ATPase, transport activation 0

LBAT144 virB7 Stabilizer transport pore 0
LBA1145 vir(y Phenolic response regulator 0
LBALL46 vir(C2 Unknown 155
LBA1147 FoirD2 T-DNA processing (nuclear targeting signal deleted) 5+5
LBA1148 virDd Coupling factor
LBA1149 virE2 Protection T-strand against nucleases, facilitating 125+ 15

T-strand import into the nucleus

LBALLS0 virDJ T-DMA processing 0
LBA1151 SvirD2 T-DNA processing (no exonuclease activity) 0
LBA2561 virF Regulator plant cell division cycle 200 + 25
LBA2565 virf3 Unknown 200 + 25
A34ge None 150 + 25¢
A48 virBi Transglycosylase (minor component of the T-pilus) T+3
A348 virB2-virfi | Formation of transport pore 0

*Co-cultivation was performed for 3 days at 22.5°C,
P Co-cultivation was performed for 2 days at 25 °C.
“Values represent the mean of three independent experiments.

Aspergillus =i 78 5 o & Toro & 4 (1988)e7#= 7 ¥ IR > § Vir C1 4= Vir C2
WRER TDNA F nicking s p BT S Fpt s VirC ¥ o+ {o T-DNA
73 nicking F » ¥ PRS2 % i ¥ o & Michielse % 4 m;f:ﬂﬁé% v o 3t VirC2
A2 o %;im?;g. 2 & T-DNA o =4 & 4 4% %] %] @ P & "% X T-DNA #4784 4
8 o ViIA-B-D 2 Gz A FI P 2 222 A 4 atk o
EREAPHEEARGENEIEKRITESHHF
BRI AT RSB R B G F S _rﬂ;?ngsfs
ey o e 3G RIF L g i - R R Ef]mﬁfn‘% ’E?]”%F]'%%
: EE o ﬁ’f&ﬁ—‘]i@f‘?ﬁfﬁ_ﬁ’l—m‘lﬁg‘? GEXEUESES - ¥
Erﬂj’rfﬂlmo 4o J1* R4 ’T;rgﬁ V33 s *pgl SUB RS B S
FAPEAESRES  AF I Bor o I RA TS
BhEziEasck o Rnm @T»/:-+’f‘-r}a F]yfﬁt‘ ?K?i@’ﬂ =z
#l4r# & ¥ Rhizopus oryzae # Mucor- circinelloides & & 12 /i 2 5 48 5 41
MR S HEgE > Ay A3 I AF TR L HPE S H DR o 34
, S
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L imie 7

SHcerTy Y AR RS R L B T auz 3 5 4L > A Coccidioides immitis R
A e g T APV RIEBEAS cpE AT ERBEY Y TR
ﬂ*“%i%ﬁ@%ﬁ+?@mgﬂﬁﬁf’ CRF I IS A g T en
B 2 A o ¥ b BRSPS BOR o e Rk
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3 < Blastomyces dermatitidis 1 #* B % Fig 7 pF H @A) F i o d F SR OF
A 0 3 e R FERE PR AR B s T o B S
Y 4

mE e AF ATV RARALFAE A RAEFE BRE R DR /,"']‘ v

acetosyringone(AS) 3 5 gy % B % ] (Agrobacterium tumefaciens) 4+

Ao dgs 4p Aspergillus awamorini it {7 4 7 7 & 19 2_ 4
S SR TR Atk (Toro et al. 1988)

b PF A A vir
7 H%jg;? - Experiment Medium No. of protoplasts No. of Hyg"
genes 1 1T & 5 e or conidia transformants

(2 @ B Fh —

o e 1 -AS 3= 10° protoplasts 0
pre-culture Fg £ AL +AS  3x10° protoplasts 100
E R4 AS R B ¥ +AS 3x10° protoplasts 197
2 -AS 3x10° protoplasts )]

=t - y A .
VAR E & B +AS  3x10°protoplasts 1200
Beauveria +AS 3:x10° protoplasts 2170
. . . 3 -AS 1210 protoplasts 0
bassiana - Fusarium +AS 1x 10" protoplasts 480
oxysporum & +AS 110" protoplasts 2300
Magnaporthe grisea ' -AS  1x10"conidia 0
y - - N +AS 1x10° conidia 100
SEECE W 3 R -AS  1x10 conidia 0
pre_culture B’i;: FREDN +AS 1x10° conidia 20
3. -AS 1 % 10° conidia a

o 3 cH 7o &

AS F @ & FH A +AS 1 x10° conidia 90

T . S

ARPENFBERNBBZITARXETB

d > A (Trincoderma atroviride) & 3 ¥ #:473% 5 2 4l i & e
iAo FR R B RELASPISHIE o RA TR BRARFDLSD
eRE FREFOATIFTY 0 ERARAMNRFAZ AT BIRIEE &
7 b A REFLE ¥R F EaE e 0 1993 # Suominen ¥ 4 % T. reesei chk
4 B #8 % calcium/polyethylene glycol 17 = k¥ F| R RHRPFE 5 3 4 7k
F o K E f 32-52%RF o e £A1* T atroviride £r ¥ i £ F 2L A K engg g oo
& 7 fRi-i B K AL Zeilinger (2004) 1% R A% FipE 0 5 @ T atroviride * 9
& Flen} 4 £ (gene replacement cassette) > & 453 tmkl (¥ encodign MAP
kinase) (B 3A) % tga3 £ F] (¥ encoding heterotrimeric G protein =h
apha-subunit)(B&] 3B) o 1 #* frR{E ¥ > 38 K87 A Fleanph 3k o & tmkl i
i® disruption cassette ¥ & § — 1 ECORI ¢+*» i+ » 4r% iz B disruption cassette
* g d RIS H@ i~ T] genome §F ¢ 0 P80 ECORIL 2 7 > § {7 T



q 1A J 3 1 :
W x\‘ W20 o a® g g Lt g e RAPARY
T \\\ UL \“‘ i \u‘ W " B ™
D
10 kb
- - — 5
5
» = _ e __
- — -
> - - b
— =
1
C D
! A b '1 ¢ 3 '1 ¢
iL\ iL\ ﬂ\ g\.\ L‘L\ IL\ iLl o\ \L‘l ot \ L \"\1
\\ \\ ME S \\ ME NS W e \L‘ v
kb kb
10 5
o - -— -
P - hj — 3
. = :
3
1
-

Bl 3. & 33 & A5 o 5d Ris AL @ (A)pTSZAtmkl & (B)pTSZA
tga3 2 9 % 4k > Py % 4 % DNAs 54 ECORI (A, C) - Apal/Nhel (B)
Smal/Clal (D):& {7 f%f# (Zeilinger et al. 2004)

BB REF o ek ATFIARE R R g2 I A 3 tmkl 2 & iER (R
"‘)° ¥obo Az B R £~ K30 Apal 2 Nhel #: %}ijﬁ;,‘um*? o de %k
Sd PRI 3R Apal 2 Nhel e p#7 ot ¢ 7 33 B -] chigd > F R
Fj - s ihiEd o fotgad e BAFHER L ”4‘543"7 ol e el LE
Zeillinger (2004)F #2471 7 o eir (=0 g2 (8% RFDLA FIAE @
Fd BiRfa VR B .

%o 7B 15 3F 1K 50 B T atroviride s gk o 3 SN £ SR TR
RENFE TS N E O 12 thig 7 R wild type — 42 iE {7 southern blot £734 47
VLEEGRAE 7R A o ke genomic DNA 4 %[ 4% EcoRI - Apal/Nhel %
Smal/Clal "% % a2 » X U EE B R § P nR G e E R - il
%‘:‘;‘%E?J{%L PAERIE Y A FlAok g d RS H e 3N ~ T genome

' B] %5 38 ECORI g2 {4 tmk % tga 8 Flal ik el 78 fR 3% 4 %) J1 3R 4.2 kb/3.2
kb 2 5.7 kb/4.1 kb =7 EL o % southern blot €174 47 ¥ % 3 wild type & 1131
- B2 42kb 2 5T7kben g o we 73 tmk # tga A F| 2L e Lo

Foob ftmkl A Flegdsk ¢ MR 6 B F Ao %Jrija 4.2kb/3.2kb & i 5 E o b
FARAGD FREIHE S Fiew o VG 6 BEKFAET tnk 2 £



[ R S U PRA 5V 245 5721 Research Bulletin of KDARES Vol.24(2)

R EE VA B R EPRAFRER S BB RRG T ALY 2R RE
% N R F D e o ik tga Egﬂmpéﬁét’ » wild type 7& B VI - iF
<3 5.7kb e B Ttga A F] 2K o ¥R S 1[%]?]%% P57 % 41kb A
BRE>TATFZBARIBR RS2 EDPR B RSN LY
HEged FPRMAZERRMESS NN F A e o ¥t T'F—‘!F’f/n\‘%l]jrﬂej{ tmk
Zotga A TR I FIREE %ﬂ:mmfm SR AR I 1111
% tga 7 %15’ % 3’z crinon-coding region i primer 14 % 4] * hygromycin 75
7| % primer & it A B Fikit (7 PCR /232 o

ERBENEEE Aspergillus awamori ZHFi 3 & 13

AT A ﬁéf%éﬁ"%ﬁﬁmﬂ“ﬁipi‘ iRk Fl o @ K TR T
TP REDAFVE ¢ 77 éf?ié?%fﬂﬁ?ﬁ%‘%ﬁﬁiﬂ%@%'iﬁi?‘ il E 4
RERRAE I ErF L wE P o AEER Y (’m |4 Saccharomyces cerevisiae
2 S. pombe).s) 50-100 bp ER F|F ik F FSd B LR BRESE
o 5 19 50-100%:0% B F O pp e S REFIET L ¥ F R
PR mztU? é» (>1000 bp) » @ ‘gd ¥ 3k & T Tl HATF S PRSI A
10~30% %+ o H ¢ ¥ 3 2 Eens /] ~ B 353 ERa9G/C contant ~ P 4L %1 A&
chromatin } z’:’ﬂ.?@ﬁ#}"q‘ﬁ% TP FEL R LT o

Michielse % + (2005 a,b) f IE-RE- I ek G EESROEE B et I
£9 % RiT L PRI BHER F P BFF R Fa k7
e F«’fﬁﬁ"i‘é\:i‘wmf‘a/&'ﬂéﬂ = L_Z B i g P oy Ut iﬁ‘;ﬁé [had
WL AR HPA TP EREES - F]s"' AR BEL IR R
/‘]}b{?ﬁ”ﬁz TR TR R BT 2'%34 2.t BV AP IR R 2
EAF RBAORENILEAT Jg?%_ e oo T A k12 Aspergillus awamori
P pyrG AT A BHERT - A E R EhB AT A6 L F G
1000 ~ 500 ~ 250 ~ 100 2 S0bp 7 5°pyrG % 3’pyrG H f o ¥ ¢ 57 7 37 F
SRE RIS o YR R gs BFXR - B g SpyrG 2 3pyrG
bRl R 7| 500bp R ENEHE (B4

501 1

=

2 i
53 48

14 527
1110 P310 8 247 ) 1011

2 SprG 1 L HOC Pedpd-hph-TopC E 1L B 3owG

= P :* ! <
1 ?G : : : - DKEL‘. M. N. F;pAw](leJ{]D
| ! i i t T ! IPAWKO3500
5 N i | \PAWK0250
5 i P i E | pPAWKO100
. i 1 [PAWKOS0

' ' ! : pAWKOS5000uter

] 4. Aspergillus awamori z_ pyrG # F] % B ¥ $ £ (Michielse et al. 2005a)

- 17 -
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RS DV RIPERTEREEARE FY B85 CaCL/PEG & R 2
e 29 £33 25 % koS F]ptm B i 91000500 2 250 bp
R EF R TS B TR e bk kPR g g &
™ pgd promoter # b hygromycin en¥mfS AL F G B4R AR o T A s}
5pyrG 2 3’pyrG £ Fleh B 7| o ¥ SpyrG pl ¥ 0 57x8 8+ amdS A& ) o
g iR fs 1T A B E Bt o Amds gene ¥ encode acetamidase
(E.C3.3.1.4) > : Iﬁtér] i¢ 17 Aspergillus ¥ 1241 * acetamide s § % B 2% /R o
Acetamidase ¥ -k f# ¢ fig %% (acetamide) = % fs i  (acetate) % 7 _%,3
(ammonium) » F]¢* & 3 amds gene 2 fic# 4~ 48 > ¥ | * acetamide T & A 2
2k ®o B Eari LY 4~ fluoroacetamide » B fluoroacetamide ¥ 799& B
7 acetamidase mpﬂﬁ'\ 3= fluoroacetate ¥ :& » 1§ H ik VA Tk 18 & F M T%‘]’
th7= o Amds gene R E ARG  CARBAET T FAREHR YK
2R AT b Flpt B e FESd PRMT S NN F A e o
Al amds gene # € 5§22 &~ (Bl 5) -

A LB amds S'pyrgl Pepd hph. TupC 3’pyrG RB
.—F—ll q-:H:D-.
NN N N
amdsS probe HYG probe

B 5.amds £ F1% 3% £ (Michielse et al. 2005 b)

¥ g E A RS NE S > R gk amds gene — H R~ F AL
wie o dopt - Rk ooozbigd BRI M A4 R AEKRT EE EE G
fluoroacetami-de 7% & A ¢ F75 > Wi T R KRR A & 2
Atk il R T P FERARLT S FREIEG AL A3 F

- gd AT P iR o e Aspergillus awamori eES%E ¢ 0 0 B4R R4
# 78 % CaCl,/PEG #78 crdd7e F b fi > B 3 2 L 5 1000 bp'*ﬁ N - 35k
AR F e e 5 (29%) P B U R 2 R AR R 5 (10%) 8 o L B PR G
500 % 250bp % » # 3 LSRR F AE RS F 2 F o BRAREY 0 B
FECE 1000 bp ¥ i Hggzmw x5 29%m 500 bp ¥ ﬂ % 5% @ i 500 bp
R EE PR IR S 32851500 bp & 5 (outer)FE P AEE B K L 34% > #
W E B E1000bp L B (£ 3) 0

B250bp B R E RGESEY C  LERAEF P ESHEAE (BT K
#ErR) @ & CaClL/PEG (12 V¢ Q¥ i P B Emn g @ik d 4 o &



F,IJZTQE& R LAy 2124 5 57210 Research Bulletin of KDARES Vol.24(2)

g LV EF EEE &3 REEENEEE CaCl/PEG #58i2 2
MR EFEAAFR & F1 % $# ¥ (Michielse et al. 2005 a)

%3 $# o & southern
I # = pyrG flanks (bp)  Replacement efficiency Replacement efficiency

analysis % ¢ ¥ 'F—] Agrobacterium (%) CaCl/PEG (%)
Flo MR RMEE D> 1000 29 (n* =718) 10 (n=121)
. y Lo 500 5 (1 =285) 2(n=150)
-\ P! o] 7 F' 4 Bl \
FA L i R Fooaso 1 (n=457) 0(n=141)
— 1% Ncol *» =@ ¥ & 100 0 (n=318) n.d.”
50 0 (n=120) n.d.

- B 2659 bp ¥
Boon il *%Elj? Zé & * n, number of transformants analyzed.
- B 3091 bp e 7 Ex o b n.d., not determined.
S WEHEE O F L e i AR A 2 - B 3091 bp ¥ £LE - B 33091 bp
5 B (W 6) o F pyrG Fh Flen s Eid 1000 bp ¢ > 3] 500 bp ¥ > £ % 4 5 d
29%7F "5 3] 5% ° iz 500 outer (FF#c 5 500 bp > 2 B3| % % = > LB 6) #r
v E D 34%403F HEF
™oamds A F: % - B
GE AT R g
#- amds £ Fl4& & pyrG "
& Flgcds bl R b
BE 6% x5 3091bp- ..“
& pyrG z% 7] terminator 2079 bP-

S00outer 34 (n=200) n.d.
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&

6
_ %
f” .‘_:.;
*
_ﬂﬂ mﬁm

etk ps BIF R 8%:h :
%@4°ﬁ@11?% Sl T AR '._
mird amds f T S e . -
He g AT enih A S A prG + - - A - -+ - o+
432 1000 bp pyrG A& Bl 6. pyrG A FIE ik chi si fh2 » = e & & 47>
Flie 3 7 amds # FleE +2 - 4 pyrG 14 33| (phenotype)
Hot o (Michielse et al. 2005 b)

oj.oﬁﬂ ,\4# g‘%

AMT i * >t 5 fa 5k B 72 A F1 B 4% 1 1% o 1536 Michielse % 4 (2005 b)
g9t 7 AMT 2 CaCly/PEG & 87 2 enfg g sx s o 2B 7 7 REE T B iR
PR3 PR R RET AT HoorF g I 5 - BEARRATIR
Fe @Ak 3 %F & E o L_;e'L%\ai“EéE" % g g Al pyrG
A 417 % 3 1000bp pyrG flank hfh % Ej4L & 48 7 i 4 10 ol 7 2 5 0t )
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* CaCL/PEG eh% # 5 3 113 B o 253 % 7 ¥ ¢tig * 7 gfaA Eﬂ @ fl | % B
1% FH 7 gfaA f F1enE # % B 417 CaCLo/PEG @ F|ehB 5 % 4 6 & -
Al tRen 2B FEREOFRT 5 FrF A Tl P?'mlﬂﬂ'JZFl—:'m_E_ﬁ-' N
AEFRNATIZ BRI AT F o b Y THERA
Kluyveromyces lactis # »4p# > T 53 e Z R FHTH# S 103 71 & m@;
s x W g puT dah F& 7 BB AT 2 R F LR A
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B % S o
BAs F4- 1 @ v CaCLy/PEG g7 = 2 £ 5 { B g S v a £ 5]
SR AL P F A et o PR 30 e £ 80 @ CaCLo/PEG th
= NP 4 s gL+ fe o DNA-protein complex ¢ 7 «h% ¥ Wi pe 5 VirD2 %
VIirE2 3-v » @ E et e { 73 % 5142k Rt an 4% &% & Streptomyces spp.
% S. cerevisiae <17 3 ¥ g 2 H % DNA 455 {13 DNA# » &2 F RiL s
310 g R ik ok WO DNA 6% & 36 VirD2 # VIrE2 &l 123 38
Pt P ek d oo e p mmp;;}g;@,gﬁ F2E Fv 7 4t
CaCLy/PEG e i { § 243 2 orib & ehjed 45 P F 4 fode ehlmbe 47 o ¥ b
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o AR LR
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