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FEE T piggyBac ¥ FETTE S E W) b N I Y T REME , DAL & 548 (Bombyx mori) WLBNEEH 3 JA 3
FIK By 6 18 5 Y 4% 46,5 6 85 11 (enhance green fluorescent protein, EGFP) JKEK Y piggyBac [Tk R gk | L)
Me—0E piggyBac 7 3 B9 S8 B Bk, SR 60 5T B 7 B 6 S A LR S} i ( Macropodus
opercularis ) SZAF U H , FIH PCR $iARUESE T piggyBac #5 M FREMWE AT EGFP FER 3 A SUR |- fa LR 4,
IR BE R T —C, A B R B, ECFP BB AE 3] G1 ANRY BEM: fa 5 A2 g 4 b & D
MBI G300 12.30% , SCIUE, piggyBac JFURIA A RE IR 7K 7= Bl My 5 R S 38 9 A BB el A4k
KB . B i1 piggyBac FE AT R N A5 B A O
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Construction of Transgenic Macropodus opercularis
by Transposon piggyBac
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Abstract:In order to study the feasibility of piggyBac transposon application in the fish, the plasmid consisting
of the piggyBac inverted terminal repeats flanking a fusion of the Bombyx mori cytoplasmic actin gene BmA3
promoter and the enhanced green fluorescent protein ( EGFP) gene and a nonautonomous helper plasmid
encoding the piggyBac transposes was introduced into the zygote of the Macropodus opercularis through
microinjection. The PCR identification indicated that the EGFP gene mediated by piggyBac transposon existed
in the genome of the M.opercularis. Transgene was stably transferred to the next generation through normal
Mendelian inheritance. The foreign DNA integration rate, i. e., the rate of number of G1 broods with EGFP
positive fish to the number of fertile fish was 12. 30% . These results prove that piggyBac plasmid can be a new
vector for the transgenic experiment in fish. The system constructed in our experiment is feasible.
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TR piggyBac 75 T4 SR HE 1 SRR 31 f i $49 -

R R a3 2 Rt R L sh R
piggyBac (PB) % J& -1~ J& WAy BB ( Cabbage
looper) TN-368 4iifffi & 4355, J& 1 25 W % 8 oT
P 1 A4 2 472 bp B 1 A S AT
GIEE HE T, P IR J& 2 374 bp 11 PN E8 45 4 45
(ID) " L5 1.8 kb Sy Tk 64 ku 57
FOFF R B 2 ME T % e il EL A 4T piggyBac §%
JEF YN -1 A7 BT RE, SRt BRI A
(% TTAA JF8IU)TF, 4 A 5% 1, #5521l TTAA
FFA, 5E U FE DI RE . piggyBac % - A A
S (1) BRI, AT LS I 2 B A i 33k
K5 (2) AR IR Y 8 5 RO e M R TR E
(3) FEAAARA i K 75 (4) FHKER )38 J AT S
PRS043 2 . B piggyBac 551 & B LK 1
FER I H B A BTz 0y L, A
piggyBac T 14 iU AR —Hf B BB R 46
T AL Ty M R 15 T F% R 8 ( Drosophila
hydei) RN & ( Bombyx mort ) N A
( Cavia porcellus ) F1 Wi 7L 7 %) 40 f'", {H
piggyBac & F1EK 7 S B R B R D AH O
E{FSIIN

X3 ( Macropodus opercularis’) J& T
JE H ( Perciformes ) 22 /i . H ( Anabantoidei ) 3}
faF} ( Belontiidae ) , J&— )32 /0 A1 T 3K E rg

ITR A3

SV40

pPIGA3GFP

Amp

T3 K 7R v A TR A P Bt /N B K UL 1, B
KR 5 FAAARIRFR G AW
SRR B Y, B piggyBac R EFGIA
B S Y L B AR R BE K™ 3l
BIBIE 5T TT R — R 09 J7 5, WAy K T
piggyBac B V- AU I FH g

1 MESIHE

1.1 #

L1.1 Scsefalp SRSl Wi Vi e Kbk
KK Rl A BRA AL, 310 2 Wb iR K
(8.0£2.0)cm, #hit &H RIFH X} faE
AT EC X, 24 h i 2k U 58 HAZ e AN B A
e, UK 20 1 h N2 I T
e ) T RE

1.1.2 BRREE O ECFP bR B H
piggyBac % T JFUkL ( pPIGA3GFP) FIRENE P41t
ek R T ) 8 B OB ( pHABPIG) ) (& 1), Hiok
INGRIR T 977 bp F16 173 bp, A3 HR & LN
EHBIT.

L1.3 5 B0 s  DNA Sl 423857 & Tag
fitg . pMDI18-T # Ak J IR &  EcoR1, Hind Il
AT KA 51 W T gAY TR RA
A T OO E R4 SZX16 S OLYMPUS 24

1 piggyBac ¥ B R 4 B BT hr 1
Fig.1 The map of the piggyBac transposon and pHA3PIG vector
A3: ZENSNEAEET; EGFP: WA AIOLE SLRFH; ITR: A5 ; Amp, BURHE R & R AR
SVA40: 35 B FF 5 wans . S5,

A3 B. mori A3 cytoplasmic actin gene; EGFP: Enhanced green fluorescent protein coding sequence; ITR: Inverted terminal repeats;

Amp: Ampicillin-resistance gene of the plasmid; SV40: 3" untranslated sequences; trans: piggyBac transposes.
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A7, IM-300 I G 5 R G0 H AR %A
P&, PCR 1k BIORAD A ] P2,

1.2 Ak

1.2.1 WRES LZAEImEE IR AE pH
7.0 &4 5 mmol/L FALAAY 0. 5 mmol/L BfR
2% PR R R B JRE T OB T il B OB S R AR
G, R FH SR AR S O 0 TR S 3 32 K B0
Yide (P 2) T 59 Bk i Bk EE O 100 mg/L
(% JBE T ORI JE 9 66. 7 mg/ L, il By JTRL v JiE
h33.3 mg/L) , BERLAZRG B A E ST &R 3 ~
5 nl, WAE A B2 AE UIAE Holffreter 3 W H
BRER  RLR o GO 1053 H 1,
B A IR IR K I 3R R L, B AR S R X
FE ) A0 5 5 Fe P SR S| 10 24 A8 R A K
7,0 Gl RS,

R ko)

TS EN Y

Embryo  Animal pole Injeotion pipette

B2 XES}&ZHINEBROES
Fig.2 Microinjection of Macropodus

opercularis embryo

1.2.2 ZOke R AP0 WU (ORI
£KH 460 ~490 nm, ZHF KA 510 ~550 nm)
Xif i A S A i R S G I TR R B
PREF LSS | 1 R AN R A I [R] B R A7, FF AT
TESEFHARE . RO BB G1 REE A
SR TR R S AP E R R 8
1.2.3 ML

o iR .
WIR(%) = G B < 100%;

e o GLACHE L B Rl
WA ) == g AR B

x 100%;

BER(%) =
Gl ARFE I BHMER R 5K

A S ARAR 0 GO AR AT AS i £ %
1.2.4 PCRAM B Gl AREL LN X E -
PR ARG o R 6, 2 8 T A4 B S )y
3R e L 40 DNA, B 1 ul DNA BifR
AT PCR 3, L J38 JORi /R Sy BHAE X B DA
AR UEAT A S A S S A R B R
17 PCR #ill, EE5149 0 5'-ACG ACG GCA
ACT ACA AGA CC-3', 117 piggyBac 5+
JFkL( pPIGA3GFP) [ EGFP JER N, F 519
5 5'-GCG GAG AAT GGG CGG AAC T-3', it
TE piggyBac e JBE—F Bk 1Y 5% R XN . PCR
NS5 A 4. 94°C AR 4 min; 75 358 )7 R
94°C 75 30 5,60.9°C 1 min,72°C 1 min 30 s,
335 MEIF;72°C LEAH 10 min, PCR ¥ 7E
0. 7% M TN W5 B e 1 FiL vk, SR FHIRAL 2w X
DNA #1750,

1.2.5 PCR FEMIT  YIHUPCR &1 ™=
TR i H Uk o3 B 1) H I 2Rt S IRl it
Ma(rlEY TEARAR) 4difk, 5
pMDI8-T #/A ( TaKaRa) #4%,16°C 1%, $#41k
#| HB101 JRAZ A4 M rh >R FH I F 3Pk 2k PH 1
sl EcoR 1 . Hind T XU EF ) 56 3F . FHHE:
FORERE AR TR R w1 F , B fs T )
K HH Blast [R5 R 4T RIVEME AT

2 HPREHE

2.1 ERUESIBRBREENZM AL
BgEAT T 10 U RS A S, — T
BT 4 990 KLAZHEIN , IR HEAT 1 10 YO AR
S (R SRBTE A2 RGN ) , 36 1285 A, AR
AL OL AR 1, HEAT RS R R Sk 2
G B4 23 S 25 A0 T R A T S T A A ) TR
(P <0.05), §&1E % 7% fHiE, xf g fn
( Cyprinus carpio ) FL 5 ( Oncorhynchus mykiss )
SN PR 0 R B S HOR  ASNE IR
LRSI 6. 4% F1 34. 0% , UE W] 5 37 5 4
PR . f £ 0L £ 247 B 1 TR W S AN ]
PV G , 468 ( Lateolabrax japonicus)

x100% ,



4 W SREE piggyBac FHET A T R R SR ) AL -+ 5l -
F1 BERUIHIXES &MU IT
Table 1 Effects of microinjection on hatch of Macropodus opercularis
HEwk SZHEGE (R i () BELE (%) SEEALIN ) () Pt ()
Serial  Number of fertilized eggs  Number of hatched(ind) Hatching rate Hatching time Number of fry(ind)

number

HSHH EC XA CC 4 EG XFHRZH CG 14 EG X4 CC AT EG XJ M4 CG 44 EG X4 CG

1 396 119 28 108 7.07 90. 76 37.5 3L.5 17 106
2 581 149 66 131 11.36 87.92 36.5 32.0 45 129
3 612 156 85 147 13. 89 94.23 37.0 31.0 78 146
4 408 123 90 116 22.06 94.31 36.5 3L.5 85 115
5 510 115 92 107 18. 04 93.04 37.5 32.0 88 107
6 477 120 54 109 11.32 90. 83 37.0 32.0 48 106
7 320 116 35 106 10. 94 91.38 37.0 32.5 30 102
8 735 110 68 94 9.25 85.45 36.5 32.0 54 90
9 610 162 47 129 7.70 79.63 37.0 32.5 36 120
10 341 115 22 82 6.45 71.30 37.5 33.0 16 76
Ty ’ 1 1 ’ ’ 1
499 128.5 58.7 112.9 11.81*¢ 87.89" 37.0° 32.0° 49.7¢ 109. 7"
Average
it
4990 1285 587 1129 497 1 097
Total

AR, FREREE (P<0. 05), Values with different superscripts are significantly different ( P <0.05).

EG : Microinjection group; CG :Control group.

JRJG £t WAV S e AT R T LIS 3 56. 8%
15 EGFP i S RBINENG LA 13% o AWK
L AR 11, 81% , A T LATEAH G H il 1y
FRRIK KBRS e R RS [R) A e i ml
e RSk AR B p B ) A —E X R,
XA RS Ja PR ATA .

TS 5 2R U0 AR i 2 B I 8] 55 0] iR
AL, B (R K F ) I AISER 7 4 ~6 h,
ﬁ#éﬁ%%ﬁ‘z\@( Carassius autatus ) . At A e
ERATAT SRR I NI EIFISTEELE O S R 4]
B 0 B0 S 0 SR 2 £ JUR I 2 ol ) LA A3 2
S PR AL DR HE e S0 38 2 HE R, (H/)N
J S 25 £ S G S S Y SR A T
] g SR S AR A IR 4 7 I )AL
A K, 5, BHOES R ZAEINER T kT
R L AR B0 A1, AT A0 A 6 e
RS RN B2 AT #0122 R I M F Uk BE IR
FRTHE SRR, 00 3 i A s ok A A £ 7
R AR SIS SO RIS, U R AT
() N B P38 SR B B ) I 1 AE SR B Be 1y e Akt
FEHFE T AR R, TR VE S Y X R 2H rh st
T RARD | BB RENUR] 58 BUE 3 76 Ak X 7]

RS2 1 T S G 32 R B A2 B T LA A |
T3 PR TR A S RN AR DR B HE R AR
T TR R S AR R A ) £ 7 5
BT AR E R B B AL 5 A0 R A e, 4 5l
S 84.67% (497/587) Hl 97.17% (1 097/
1129) , Xk AR G i S SO <) s 01 1)
FRMAX N, X 5 EHEEN TS
w3,

2.2 EGFPEREHERXES&ZHFIPMN
aEBRRE  BEGESE, B AR
K AEDOL BT T AES ML E] EGFP 18 X 2
SMa K R BB RIS (E3)

RrE5 R R W, NS 6 h HFiR, EGFP
LN B2 AE RS IR TR A DLk, AR TR R
MR EAA ARG R, ANKA R E &6
PG, A I Fak SR BT, A IR IR
AR, A AR B e A 2R (5 X T g
AR SNIRDE G FE PR 10 2 28 35 57 A 2 38 711
A, 7518 h J5, EGFP 3Lt RE7E LB 3}
AR R E R, RN R B a
PN, TEMRAR AT ta v EGFP 3L i ik £
itk A, TENRIG 4 B AS R A BOf A ke
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Fig 3 Expression of EGFP in embryos and larvae of Macropodus opercularis
ACHNE: $AMEIFRTARYSN s B.D A F. el TRl A1 B MRS ; C A D AR/ES; EflF S,
A, C and E: Macropodus opercularis under UV light; B,D and F: Macropodus opercularis under common light;
A,B:Embryos; C,D:Post-embryo phase; E,F:Fry.

PENCTE, o H R TEARTH 2 1Y B9 B R FN K v
] LLVE Wi W EX 3] EGFP W3R ik, X5 Sonia
ZEOT XA 0 R Gong 5N A ARAE — 3K,
AR S UE B 3 3 S AR S R PR ROR BE S
t7 EGFP FRic B piggyBac %% 1 Boki ik
AR ki, IFRERSTE R R WL & 3
JA BT RYSREN T Rk e OIOLE A,

2.3 ZBRAECEENES SMEIEEFGE
e g it i Rk | B AR IR R g 45 8% 5 31 3
Vg ik R R S R A A A 7 S B
N EZ R, TR, AP gd i a6
PR L PR S bR 1 ik PR IS A5 PR
Fik UG T RAFRCRY 0 FEARRF ST,
i O S T A AL EGFP ARIC IR Ry
piggyBac T R oL R B 3 SR S £ 32 G B
P, — 3L AT T 4 990 KR S|t 32 A O,
GO ARILARAT T 497 B b, (G5 3245 o
$r 9. 96% (WIS LA | Ji i SO
BRI AT 358 BT 9tk HERIBR
S FEFERAL AT P AN R] 2R B0 Rtk & A 1 1 0 1
B2, FENTOCRIBTRALA RN sk LA
PIE B SRR, a1 AR IESR IS A 317
FESCRE S| 40 (202 RRMEAN 115 FEHE ) 15 2 4 0

B AR RL R SO SR HE IR GL AR, 5
TR 2 RG IIE 6. 35% , TEZ238 A1 G1 AR
T A 39 AN R EAT EGFP PR AN A, R X
39 MK RN 39 & GO AR L 3| fa e
SRESOGHE R R, HERE e 2
G1 AR, S RE R R £ 7 GO AR L 3R AL 5 5
0 12.30% P DR BE M 0 oy 0 S 52 6 B KR
HER R BN R G R 0.78% . Koga %51
Tol 2 %% e ¥ Wb 0 5 3 JE 1 5255 8 ( Oryzias
latipes ) B 3ZAF IR T | 0 30 59 J5 1) BTG 8 K 44
A 10% ,H3X B0 AR 1 75 -5 R 1 30 7 9 1
HEFECHR, G1 AU A 2 20% B9k R 4 rpafi Ay
EGFP FrRic 2N, B i 350 2% 247, MDA &
TR piggyBac 4 JEF 15 2R X ]
AE5 SR A ] AR E B G, H
AP S SIS P 23 2 B SR - f
AEFE AR A FE R 2, T o piggyBac B T
BEFT K7 S e R R T

AMFFE piggyBac e BT 1 R ROCR B
FEHAI - 38 11 5% A e B PRty S R L
W S 0 BE 5 40 ( Brachydanio rerio ) ™ F ., B
HbGE PRI SE G AR B I R & fah
4140 DNA BEAT PCR K58, Z2XF PCR ™
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YIS e b e IE B UK 4 B, R AR 1 SR KN
1 498 bp 4 34 5541, S HIE K Y &
WG (K 4), AE—25HE PCR 7)1 H
SR AR I 42 | Se R AN D) S5 53 1R )
S F AR XA AT T AL BRI, )
37 50 HE AT Blast [R5 J6 VA &R, 80 0F A Bt 5
piggyBac % & TR ( pPIGA3GFP) ) EGFP 3
[KIF 51 SVAO J7 51 Rl e R DX 3, 5 300 58 1)
GISE WA, i — R T 4R 0 e R 3 N
AR R R,

Ph b S s SRR, R piggyBac % ) ¥
kL fEUE P thl EGFP 453 SRS i i e o
FEIA N, AT DA HAE Ry — A 8000 2 B X
JET-F T K= g i (n SO S f) /Y i
RIS .

bp
2 000—»

1 000—»
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500 —»
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El4 Gl KKXFMMEE PCREMER
Fig.4 Polymerase chain reaction verification of
positive individuals from G1 broods transformed fish
M:DI2000 DNA ZpFFbnifE; 1. FIPEXT I ;
2,3.pPIGA3GFP JFiki; 4 ~7.4 4 Gl FRZR R BHIEAK,
M:DL2000 DNA marker; 1:Non-injected control;

2,3 :pPIGA3GFP; 4 -7 ; Positive individuals from the

four G1 broods transformed fish.
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