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Production of disease-resistant eggplant rootstock and strawberry

using cell fusion and recombinant DNA technology.
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REFLZENEGG L. D OREDOIESEHERT D72 0121, JRRUTHR TR
%<, LOOARKOBWGREZHIE TS Z ENEETHD, BREFIENOOEEH
OftfEE BIEIZ LT, #E< OFAREDEBR L TE728, Shfaifak BEm
HRMREBRND D, BVHEEF--bDE ) LEAT L T RESE I E DA
ST RERE bEDHIAEN, FEDBEBETETEEAT 50RE B 1H D, €
Dz, —OORREEERT DOITITR\ R L R F e Bl 35, £, 30
(2 & DRI ORI T LAMEH T 5 Z L3 c&§, FIR A REEICIIRR
BHDHIH, EENLE LOEEOBERSHR I NI HE3H 5, Lol Ko
EHZL Y| 2 TERVEDE T THHBEREIZ L > TEE» b DRETE i
FEo TAEMOVEHASRIRRIZ R o, S 612, 8 s T LFEEROSERERZ LD |
FEDBIGTZHEEL., tMOAEMICEBATDHZ LB ARBL o7,

A7 F& b= FOMEBRSIZ L > TEHESW=A~< b Melchers et al. 1978) (3,
INSUVRN G, HLEIZ b RS, HITFERIZART Ve Y, @EARCE LRV LD THAT
MREIZ L > TEDBELFTRI CE B Z LAGIAS IV, TADEE, X (Solanum
melongena) R EOFFEZEAL LS & LT, WaEREL DT 7T R
MZ & DHIREREE SRS DN TE =, ZOMEHFOMME LT, S. sisymbriifolium

(Gleddie et al. 1986b). S, khasianum (Sihachakr et al. 1988). S. torvum (Guri and
Sink 1988b, Sihachakr et al. 1989). S. nigrum (Guri and Sink 1988a). S. integrifolium

(Kameya et al. 1990), S. aethiopicum (Daunay et al. 1993) 72 EDEEHIH D B A3,
FNOOMBFAHEDIZ L A U TRETNCET, BERME LTIEAVWSZ L
BTEIRDTz, £Z T, FHIRTI, HHRETHEE R OFHT A EROERE Bis
LT, 7'r b 75 R MERRIZET D Ealidt & FRRHSHTEHITa ORI 1) 5 il
IRETRREME ORIMEE R L. FH b0OEMERE L GRS EZBRICR Y AT,

—F., BEBOMBMNAZT 7 ) unP—E LT 20 gD %ENGELTHE
B BB ER LW TE 2, 2050 FI2IEHRAADRE 100 BAEL RSB L
TRIN, o, BEMIIEE, RS ICLEREZETED LTnaH,
AEMENEZZDRS6ETHD, ZOMEBELMRETIICIR. BERETHLAS
TEDMMORENEETHY . TRIZHECFHBRIENRBEDTHE LE
oD, 1994 FIZ7 AU I TEINEGEFHRBZEMTHD <~ TV



—RN—t—"—] BESbEINT, P FRRBRTARFCAR S NEETERL
SEBIRI NGV Fautr—E¥EBFOT UV FEVRAE M~ MZEALT, B
VHZ 7 Fant—ERBEFORIAZMAEIL, HRELE LI THZLIZRBL
EDOThHD, 0%k, BREAMERT 2 ENREMEIEI L, 1996 FIZiFAARIC
HiBEFHEBRIIEDPBAIND LI o7z, BEFREEX FEINE., #EkD
REEELHE L C.BENETIEBFEITRZEATAIENTERZ D,
FRERFEMTEILWVWOIFARD S, £, BE2EX CEEBTZEATE
HOTHIATE 2GMITFERICE, £Z T, B 2R TIX. mHES FITOE
HEHE LT, A FIIRBTIEGCFHRBIBEMEBIL, RV TA RHBERF
FFr—CBEGTEATFI~NEALTH A ZREBENHREOEHEZRASL =, £
7o, EHELHER SN BB FHBZEIC OV TIIREHFMER 21T 72,



1R MARESEMERVEENFRERELE-
FRHFTFRAEBROER

T RITEGE HUOIR B HURIZ B W TRIFICEE RIEMO—> T, JREHIZ
A RTHDE VPR TWS, AR T 154 77 ha OFFEFEBELH D, 2,651 7
FoBNEINTWD, £72, ERAERITI MO HE (1,543 5 b, 817
Jiha), £ K (640 5 >, 46.0 5 ha), b2 (97T F by, 3.77 ha),
7 (0B b 3.1 F ha), BA (455 2 1.3 75 ha) DIIE (FAO, 2002)
T, BARIIHAESLE T AREOEARETH S,

FRAOEEIF., ERBIZI - TLIELIEREFEELZTEZ 8B, L
HREMEE LT, MREERE AWEEIABRER TR TWE R, HE,
ZOBEL I T, BEMBRORBRENREM L2055, TEPIZAERTIEHERR
B (Ralstonia solanacearum) iX. fEMOROEONGERA L, B CHEHHE
LTEMEZZERIED, ZOHEITMRNLEEME (Exopolysaccharide:EPS)
RAETDHLERESNTEY (Dudman 1959, Gowda and Vittal 1980a, Gowda and
Vittal 1980b, Husain and Kelman 1958a). = ¢ EPS A& HIREIZ L 2 EAE
ROREBEIZKERZREZREZLTWAHEEZLNTWS (Wallis and Truter
1978),

FRRBEENE Y —IXFEMRICHE L CEERREZETS (1~
(Solanum sanitwongsei) ZBHL L (£ 1991). ¥Rk 2 4 8 B ICE B &k (&
BESH 2347 5) L7, KIEHOMRENS < REAMV LW KA TR
S>TWr, ZOHEEREBHZEDLESICE, ALY 10 HEERLLEA
(v ~v) 2BRBTILENRDY ., FRYHEOEKE - EEROE LN EE
T\, £ZT, MBERESEHRZ2 BV EZMEEEFEFRFXEROEHZ
AT,

E1ETIE, MEMAEBINOEBL 2270 bS5 X MNEBREBLT D
DIZ, TRAOFGEHE L ERLBEIZBNT, v h 75X FEBESRH, an=
—REBICRIET 70 N 7T X MERIZEIT A EMOREE L MREEORER
LUOBMMEFRHFICOWTHRF L, F2ETIE, BMRERFEYE CTHlaR
sz lickoT, BWRIETIMEREEZIEHT 27201, BMRERFEY
BEHREY. BRI NVAB IO 0 v 7T X MNCRIETRE L BHLEEOFR
RIBPIEIZ OV TRHF LA, FEIETIE, FEBVWTu b 7T X M EHEREH



WTHAEELE (Tl _8) ¢ERRE Thir~r] OERMREROEN %
RBRBT, FAETIE, FHRMRE (o7 aX] LFOBROBEELZFL-D
2. EADOINE & FHRETEIZ YW TRET L,

LI TROREABEAARAREIZBITZ 2 vV TIFR B
B MR DRESL

NAFT 7 ) aP—2 ANTERREBEIMEORACEREETRT 2546,
fBESCHMEREDFENEZLLONDS, LIL, ZRODOFEEFRNDIZITE
ELEEER, BIZ7 F 75X MNLORRIVESLREZRES T 5 LER
Hb, TABHEMDOEEEIZOWTIX, Bhatt et al. (1981), Jiaetal. (1981).
Saxena et al. (1981). Gleddie et al. (1986a). Guri et al. (1984) B L O
Nishio et al. (1987) DMENRH DM, 1T LA EN 1 FIEFIZ OV TOFFET
Hd, EZT, TRAOREAELEARAMEIZEWT, FNoAEOERT 2 b
TR LOEBEEREGEERHAT HEOIC, e N TR MEEELRYE, o
Bo—REBIZRET e b 7R MERIIB T AEMOBR L MREEL L
OBEMEEEFIZO VTR L, o, EREAEEEREM L LTHFER T
LAYV IZDOWTIRINETIIEROEFIN 2, BELEERREZHL T
X, SHEREME LTHWD Z ERFARRICRD LB 2T,

BLE MEBIUCHE

1. BEEME

HiELfEO [F@ —58 (Solanum melongena cv. Senryou II) & . B
o Thr~r) (S. sanitwongsei), [ hv XL « ¥4 —] (S. torvum), Tt
ZFA] (S. integrifolium) 3L Ti® VF] (S. spp. cv. Taibyou VF)
ZREMELE LTHW, TFHZ5] RBATESBVLRTW S HEEmE
TRERIIEAE LTS, ThL~y) REERE#REEZAEL TR, X
B TREN, ThAARL - EF—] bEMRICTEEZET D8, iZh
TRHD . EERRICHB L RoTWD, TET7FR) FEEAREZ LEBEAD
AFFHERICSELIREEHD, ERELTHEDBZLHNONTWE D, Bt



R LTI & A I Z R I 2V, TR VE) 1335 Z/IRISIEVD3,
HFRWIITEREZ RIS 2, IRHDOREFE 100 ppmn PRV Y 21 BBR
Liztk, 80% 7 /v a—MIZERE L., 1% KREHEFERET Y 7 AT 30 R
RO ER L7z, SHIZ, WEKT 3 EWkE L72%., 1/2MS 554 (Murashige and
Skoog 1962) (Z#ERE L, 25°C. 16 RFfIBEBI T C 2~3 HWEIFR L7=%hia & ER
R L7z,

2. 7 77 X BB

HMEMIZER LSS EOFEL Xuet al. (1981) HNHW- CPWHE (27.2
mg/ ¢ KH,PO,. 101 mg/ ¢ KNO,, 1,480 mg/ ¢ CaCl, - 2H,0, 246 mg/ ¢ MgSo, -
7H,0, 0. 16 mg/ £ KI., 0.025mg/ ¢ CuSO,-5H,0) 2&%e 0.5M <= F—/L (pH5. 8)
PTH L mmWBIZH A, BREIZFEFELC, 3RKFEER (80 rpm) 721 16 F
M BAR LT, AWZEERKIZ, 0.3%., 0.5%. 1%BLU2% L5
—€ RO (F¥Z V1) & 0.06%, 0.1%., 0.2%BL0.4% <tz 1A RIO
(Y7 Vb)) BMBEDET CPWIH L 10 M MES (2-Morpholinoethanesulfonic
acid) #&%e 0.5 M w= b —/L¥k (pH5.8) T, MEEAHEIT 25C, R T TIT
o>, FEEFNBRIZBITA27 0 b7 X FOFBEREZREL T, TOE
* b —<=DOMmERFHER THE L,

3. 7 hFJ R MEBIZEIT AR IO L Ml E ORS
HEtXh7=7a b 752 M, Mo Ayda (50um) CHEEBLAZHE, W
W& (Menczel et al. 1981) T 3 [EhE/L4BE (100Xg., 3 o) 1Tk » T E
L. 10°~10°f8,/m¢ OMIREFIZHER, BEBERIZERLEZ, Yo b 77
A POEERIZIZ, 2,4 Vv T ) XU (2,4-D) 0.5 mg/ 4, TT7XF
L oEEEE (NAA) 1 mg/ 4 . A FXF (KIN) 1 mg/4BELT0.5M v=h—
JVHE (10 mM MES, pH5.8) Z&Tp 1/2 MS ¥5#h (=7 L. 7u b 75 X MEE®
HF D NHNO, 1T 200 mg/ £ 1Z2k%) . KM (8P) B:#t (Kao and Michayluk 1975)
BLOCL B (Bidney et al. 1983) @ 3FEIHDEEHZ /-, KM (8P) 1%
HMITARYMEZRBICEALTHEICRESICEATEY, CL FHITT7T =7
BERLFATVRNWZ L2 ENETNREE LB THS, BB 7T BEIZ,
F—FT U ERBERBREEERVIGHEZSERM LA, BRIZTHABET
X 25°C. BEE T CTITV . TNLAEIX 25°C. 500 lux £ T CT{To7-, Zn=



—FERIZEIET 0 7T A MNERIZBIT A EEOBERE L OIS E OEW
DEBEHZH-OIZ 1EE 14 BAICERABRKIZB TSz o =—FKk#E(plating
efficiency) &L,

4. Bafesktt

LREHTH 1 mBEICAEFT Lan=—% 0.3% 7V 7 A beate L
R 7Y —AtEH (C B5Hh, Shepard and Totten 1977) (ZBAE L 7=, 23,
TOHNATY = ALEEHE, XA a0 Fa VTR MNRARINVZAELEE
REIEIDICED ThHoFEHTH S, 2BMBIZT Y — 2 b LIz/hI VR
. X624 R—/UBiEE (TAA) 0.2 mg/ € ¥ T F > (Zeatin), 2-4 /X
YFNT T =2 (2ip), 6-R_XUVNVT I ) FY Y (BA) BEIUKINEZK AL 3
B EUS5 mg/ £ AEHET- MS EHIZER L, 25°C, 3,000 lux 3 L0 16 BF
FRATCHEE L TEESMLER -/, LI, BLEMEEEI DI,
b U FER ARG H (1/2 MS 55H1) ~BAE L 7=,

w2 N R

1. @7 a b 77 X b BERESRM

7r 7SR NOBRMICBIT @R ERB I LITRE L& Z A (Table
-1, T~y Te T2 BLO THHK VF) TiE, BEEOREE (B
F—ERBLVO=tr (L) T 16 FERFELQER L5, BRET 3 R
BUEHTAIV b7 TR FOE, REELBH-T, —H., [ FX
A EH—) Tk, EFRREME LN T b 7T X FORENRL,
OB B L TNE L0 o2, T, Tl SRR EE OISk
WHRbb$T7a b 75 R NOREBIIRGFTH- 7,

2. au=—ERRIZRIET 7o N T X MERIIBIT A0 REE L MiaE
EORE

S5MBEICONT, ar=—FBRIRIZRFET e TR M ERICBIT A5
DORERBEOEBLERAELIZELZA (Table 1-2), THL A~V D72 TR b
X, KM@Bp) BL O 1/2MS S CIE R T A L IR I A B LR EMMHE L. 10
ARIZIZI0MBEL Lo ag=—%2FR Lz, 2 a=—FaERIZ KM(8p) BT



48. 7% L EVMEZ R L, 1/2 MS B8 T3 27.8% Th o7, Te5F =2 [+
Nh - EH—] BLO TS VF] Tid, KM@p)#EHi & 1/2 MS H5liz B8\ THE
BI~5 HETHIRRODEZRG Lo =—%2FR LN, ThL~r) LHBEL
THRBIXE» 72, BRFLEDO [T 5] Tk, KM(8p) T 6.4% D =
n=—FRBERLEZOICH LT, 1/2 MS B CIIE—oZTEL L Tan
=—ERICITESTBEME L7z, CL BT LA, T3 ToMRM
Bo7n 752 MZBWTHIRARI 2B Ihihotz,

MFEE L an=—RELOEKERALZA (Fig. 1-1) | THL~
1. TR VE], Te S5+ BEOR TR RL - EX—] Tl 5X10*H/md
OHMREFEE T, [THEM 5] TiX 10°E/m¢ OMREETENRENEFO 21
=—HREBEZR L, FT, b~ r] TiXS5X10*E/m ¢ O B TH#
ThHE, 8. 7% L WVWHEVan=—KREEZRLE,

3. FEESLiEH

HIVADS DEEGZICRIETIA DA = OBBELBEIISOVWTHELE
FEH (Table 1-3), IAA 0.2 mg/ € & Zeatin 1 ~ 5 mg/ € Z&Te MS ¥EHiZ R
W, T RTOEREME CEESERBD 5N, KT, 1AA0. 2mg/ ¢ & Zeatin
5mg/ ¢ BHMUT=EHBNT, THL~2] 1348.6%, TEFF R 1Z153.3%
LEWHEMEREZ R L, —F, TR 5] OBFBMEIZIE KIN RFHTH-
Vil

Fig. 1-2i2, TH v~y o7 r 75 R % KM(8p) K5 HiZ K 0 MIMA % FE 5
X10*fH/mé TEEEL, BoN/- bV A% 1AL 0.2 mg/ ¢ & Zeatin 5 mg/ € %
T MS B CHAEE ¥, RO TRABEEH (1/2 MS #5i#) TR
MRIZAET S EREEZR LT,



Table. 1-1. Effect of enzyme treatment on protoplast yield and activity.

Solanum spp. Cellulase Macerozyme Time Method Yield? Activity

(%) (%) (h)
S. sanitwongsei 0.3 0.06 16 no shaking 3.0 +++2)
0.5 0.1 16 no shaking 3.2 +++
1.0 0.2 3  shaking 1.2 ++
2.0 0.4 3 shaking 2.0 ++
S. Integrifolium 0.3 0.06 16 no shaking 2.2 +4++
0.5 0.1 16 no shaking 2.7 +++
1.0 0.2 3 shaking 0.9 +++
2.0 0.4 3 shaking 1.4 ++
S. torvum 0.3 0. 06 16 no shaking 2.6 ++
0.5 0.1 16 no shaking 4,3 ++
1.0 0.2 3  shaking 4.9 +++
2.0 0.4 3  shaking 6.1 +4+
S. spp. 0.3 0. 06 16  no shaking 2.3 +++
cv. Taibyou VF 0.5 0.1 16 no shaking 2.6 ++
1.0 0.2 3 shaking 1.3 +
2.0 0.4 3 shaking 1.6 -
S. melongena 0.3 0. 06 16  no shaking 2.5 +++
cv. Senryou II 0.5 0.1 16 no shaking 3.1 +++
1.0 0.2 3 shaking 1.6 +++
2.0 0.4 3 shaking 3.2 +++

1) X10% /g leaf
2) Score: -(nagative), +(low), ++(high), +++(very high).



Table 1-2. Effect of three media on protoprast culture.

First division Plating

Solanum spp. Medium (davs) officiency (%)
S. sanitwongsel KM (8p) 3 48. 7
1/2MS 3 27.8
CL ~ 0
S. integrifolium KM(8p) 4 13. 4
1/2MS 4 15.5
CL - 0
S. spp. KM (8p) 3 25.5
cv. Taibyou VF 1/2MS 3 18.0
CL — 0
S. torvum KM (8p) 5 0.5
1/2MS 5 2.1
CL - 0
S. melongena KM (8p) 5 6. 4
cv. Senryou 11 1/2MS 5 0
CL - 0

The density of protoprasts was 5X10%/ml.
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Fig. 1-1. Effect of cell density on protoplast culture. KM(8p) supplemented
with 2,4-D 0.5 mg/l, kinetin 1 mg/l and NAA 1 mg/l was used.

O, S. sanitwongsei, @, S. spp. cv. Taibyou VF; [, S. melongena cv.
Senryou II; B, S. integrifolium; A, S. torvum.
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Fig. 1-2. Plant regeneration from mesophyll protoplasts of S. sanitwongsei.

A, mesophyll protoplasts; B, first division after 3 days of culture in KM
(8p) medium;C, callus formation after 21 days of culture in KM(8p) medium
; D, shoot regeneration on MS medium supplemented with IAA 0.2 mg/ ¢ and
Zeatin 5 mg/ ¢ ;E, root formation on 1/2 MS medium; F, acclimated plant.
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w3 B =

FARERE | L AR BBICOVWTERT R N 75 X MNMERERLT- &
A, BREOELT—BLvErd A AT 16 BERHFELELTELZ7 b
77 A & 5X10ME/mf ORIREE T KMSp) 55z AW TIEE L, Bonk
7u bR MNARNINVAREZINVAT Y — o fuigh (C 5H#) . B {bigh
(IAA & Zeatin Z& T MS 55Hh) I X OVRARESHL (1/2MS £5#h) ~BHET 5 Z
Lo T, M3 rHCRERMEYEREBAZLNTER, KL, an=—
FERECLEEDOHSMERT, MBIZLAENKE o=, i, Nishio et al.
(1987) FELTWAB L HIZ, AL SolanumBTH > THEECHRERNZE
NOIKESEEBLEBR THSLEZXADNDADT, IHIZENENOKREIZ
WA T ORBEGETRFTILERDHD, LrL, KFRIZEBNT, £LDTF R
BEM T NS AXARDOOBEHSENAIEETH D, FFIZ TP ANA - EH—|
PRIFMFEICOEIEZ RTEARARE 1A~y TR, a2 e=—BRE
N, 1AL & Zeatin ZIRM U7 MS 5 i CIE BT A LA IZTHEMELTH &
DHAONZEINZZ b, SBOMBBKOHMEAME R LIS 2MREMIC
INHOMBEREERPEDNRATESL LELLND,
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H2E WRFEABADYR I L 5HERE

TRAGEEROERAENS, EBRNFREICL > TRONZBMERIZ, TR
ELaWT 2MBASHERIRE 2BBNEREZL B EEZONE (B)IG
1991), £Z T, TANBEEZER S5 FAERERE» OB L 25 25
*ENFRERFTEYE CLTARITRERBTEDE L VD) &Lz, AET
W, BFPRFE. R#MINLVIOEER, Ya b 7S5 X FOEF, au=—FRB X
O7m 72 MARNDINVRZRIETERFTEME OB LR, MIRK
BT AERFTEMEORDIMEELRE LT,

B1¥ HEBITHE

1. R
BIEAEO TFWM_5) L. ARBED [HLr~r), TR L - B h—)
BLO Te 7R 243 E LTHWE,

2. ZRFEYEOHH

ERFTEWE ORI, Gowda and Vittal (1980a) D FHERX —HkZE L T
UTDX 29T o7, 1987 FIZ4 R EBERER B AT O FAR B A BB 05
REEN O HBEE L 7-EF MW (Ralstonia solanacearum) % TZC EsHt (0.5% 7
Na—=R, 0.5% vryha—R 1% XF L, 0.1% AP I /B, pHT7.0)
T 25°C. 5 ARIREER L., EL0oBE (10,000 rpm, 10 ) L7z, LH
PO TN a— VIEBEIZ L > T 25, ZhaxtktenrFa—T7%
AWTKIZ—BSET L, BLOoBELA%R, BSonlz LELREFELRLTE
RAFEME L Lz, 2B, ERFEVEITEBRE L = &E#UCim L7,

3. BTREIFAR

HERMBIDOFEF % 100 ppm P_L U 2 1 BBELZE, 80% =F /L7
a—VIZEPRIEE L. REREFEBE T LY vA (1% AHEER) BIKT 30 5
FIFRBEQAEZE L 72, S 512 KT 3 Bk L% ZEFEYE (0~2, 000
ppm) ZE AT 1/2 MS EEHIZ K 250 K¢ HERE L, 25°C, 16 BFREIRE T T8
L, B, Thr~r) & ThRa - v 4—) 3% 21 A, Te

14



S+ & TFM__B 1214 BRICRFEREZFE L,

4. BREHHNVADEE
MERREL CERLE-BFMEDEOREYI %2 NAA 1 mg/ 2 L BA 1 mg/l %E
ATEMS 854 (3% Vo —2 0.2% S /VF 4 b, pH5.8) IZEK L, Wid
HRINVAZEZ, ZOHNVAEZ2 mAOKRE Y, ZRAFEWE (0~
1,000 ppm) ZF A LR ERUMS BEHUICER Lz, FQABRXIZHBITEIHINVR
AEEER 4B L 28 ARBICAE L., £AFHER (BOEKXE 100 & Lzl

%@ﬁ)%%mbto

5.7ub7§zb%§%’%ﬁ5%ﬁ%§%ﬁﬂﬂ

1) 70 b 77X FOEFIT 24
ﬁ%ﬁﬁbrﬁmbtﬁﬁ%¢®%$%awﬁ%gnasMv:}—ww¢
TH 1 mmiBIZRI A, BERIKICEE L., 25°C, RET T 16 FFFEAE L 1T -
Tru b 7oA MNeEBELE, 2B, BOEERKIE. 0.3% L7 —F R-10,
0.06% ~tE ¥ A LR-10, 10 mM MES (pH5.8) BL N CPWIEZE L 0.5 M <
= h—NEThHD, BEE#O T N7 X Mz, ZRFBEWE (0~1,000
ppm) ZEML., T arg L=, ERHAHE 4 FHRE 3 ARICRKREN
0.01%Iz B L Ik 7 VA LA 2 (fruoresein diacetate: FDA) %
Mz, BXBEWETT e b7 XAMNOERGEZBE L, HASEALEZ 0 b
TIAMIEFELTWEHDE L, 7a b7 R NOAEFERERD K,
2) an=—ERIZRIETRE

7u b7 R MERIZEWT, REROEH L R 1 EBR ORI ER
FHEWME (0~1,000 ppm) ZHEML T, 2BE#EOan=—TFREL 1 AFE
Dan=—HERFELE, B, 7u b ST R FOEEEICIE, 2,4D 0.5 mg/
g, NAA 1 mg/ €, KIN1 mg/ €, 0.45 MZ /L3 —RF XN 10 nM MES (pH5. 8)
ZETe KM(8p) K5t A Fvy, 5X 104 fA/mé OMEE TR Lz, B#IZ 7 H
BT 25C, BETTITW., TBIEIX 25°C, 500 lux B FTIT- 72,
3) Fu b ISR MNARNINVADEF

[HL A~V IZOWTH, 7r 77X MEBRNIALR (AR, 1| mm) %3
HFEEYE (0~1,000 ppm) ZEHM LTI NVR T Y —AbigHh (CHE#) T 10
AR L IV ADAETEZRAE L. FOR. FNLDI VAT NT% TAAO. 2
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mg/ € L Zeatin 3 mg/ € % &Tr MS 55 (B o{LiEH) IZBHM LT, 20 HE L
30 BRIZANVADAT2RE L=, B, BoEH3IEZERATEYE =M
2ot

6. 7 77X MK TH UL~V OFMKRIERERE

FHIREGEREE 2Bk 579, Table 1-4 IR/ LELS I, THL~V)
D7 NTITRAMNBIORENCHRTH/PINVZAEERFEYR > SiET
gL, WhiEEESLEEE, ZORIZEBWNT, BEBEIIX. ILVRTY—
ALEEH (C KE#) ~ 500 ppm DERFEME 2 M2 THEE LZRIZHESL
LEbDOTHD, £, BERE 11X, 7u 77 X MEBRBRBEZOE R
LT C HHli~, T 1,000 ppm 33X T 100 ppm DERFEMEEZMZ T
BELIZBIBSELIEOOTHS, BEEEL L I oEBELIEL L, [T
TEl ERARLLTEERE LA, TNOLOEHE 1990 4 6 A 4 BIZHEMRKS
EFICEM L, 10 A 1 BICHEKREZRE L

Table 1-4. The treatment period and concentration of wilt-inducing

substances on protoplast culture of Solanum sanitwongsel.

Treatment of wilt-inducing substances (ppm)

The group pf plants In protoplast culture In callus culture
on the C medium
I - 500
I1 1, 000 100

wmof K R

1. ERFEDEFEIFRFIIRETREE

EHFHEWE 1,000 ppm L TOABRK TrE, TF@ =5 Usoftaseh
BT 0%UEORFERERL, BERFEVEINBFRIFICKETRETZ
AR ONRR» ok, [FRIZE) TiX L, 000 ppm LEEX THRIFEI 76%
LKA o7z, 2,000 ppm AMBRIZISIF B HEIFRIT, (HL~v) iF 56%, [F
5] 1X64% CERBEME L > TRFEFENMH Sz (Table 1-5),
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2. BRFEMENRTE D LV RADAFTICRIFTEE

Fig. 1-3 12 4 MO I NV A DAEFICRIZTERFEMEOXEEZRL
72, 10 ppm & 100 ppm DMREX TiX, [ AL« EH— | DS ORI EHT
BWTHNREFTEEIL 0 L2 FRFEMEOREIR D oD
27z, 1,000 ppm MAEXIZIITH55% 28 BRAOAFREIX, A1~
(91.2) . TesF+=x; 8.7 . FE_8] (71.9) . TrAAL-EH
—] (55.5) DWRIZEL 22> TWiz, F72. 1, 000 ppm ALHX (X, 10 ppm & 100
ppm X L TR > T, TNTOEBMEHZIIBNTHE 28 HRAD IV R4
BHRENERE WHEDEIV/INEL, BEIMZR T2 ZLIZL > TER
FEMEOEEVNBE IR -T2,

3. ZERAFTEYEN 0 NS TR MNERRICKIETE

FDAEMEZIEEL LT b 77 X POAFEREZFAHER (Fig 1-4), 5
ZBHRE 4 B B TIRWThoftEM NI B W T L ERFEME O EBITE D
bivieinot, —F, ZRFPEVEFET T3 AMERT S L. 100 ppm AH
XT legrx| & IFWM_F] ®, ¥£7 1,000 ppm LEX T [ hA/NA - B
H—) O7a b 772 MEGFRMET L, ZRFEDEOEENB D LN,

Ta b7 A Mpban=—BR~OEBEF LA (Table1-6), [H
LAV IZEWT, ZREFEYE L7 e N 752 MER 2 BRBD 2 =—F
ERE 4 BEROan =—BREICE EEZEX 2 hoTz, —F., TES T
A DFa bFTRMERICBW T, 558 1 BRIZICERFTEME % 100 ppn
BMLERT, arvite— i tREoan=—FRERLZOIIH LT, EE
E#IZ 100 ppm M LXK Tl o =—EREITFHFFITELS 0.11%), 4 @
BlgDazo=—¥b 1 V¥ —1HEVEY 60 MTH-o7=, 728, 1,000 ppm
WMXTIE, 4 BgICae=—3RObh2hot, £, [FE_E| O
7 775 AMIHATLEAFEVEORLEX (e 572 LRLCEMTH-
7=,

EROXIZ, ThLAv) iF, 2e=—BRETCRERAFTEDEOREY
R hole B, TENLEOEEREE CTERASEMEOEEYZITEINENE
A OLNCT 2700, ZRFBEWEEZRMLIZANVART Y — ALERH (C ¥5H)
THEBFLZF (Table 1-7), FORR., LEEEIZEDLT 2 b FI R b
BN NVZADOEFIRME X, T XTOINVZIABRBEL, £, ZRFHE

17




MBOEMBENSEBINVZOEFTMHBERRE ok, 62, Bk
BEHA~BET 3 L, BB LIV ZAOESKD FidEelr L, C i~
ZRFEYEORMBERB VR, BOEEH TRENLT DIV OEE K
. INVAOAEF LIH I,

4. Fu b FF R bE¥k T~y OFMRBEFERES CTORE

[T~y O7r b 772 MBI ERICHET 2/ 0V DIGFREHIC
EWHFEYEEMLZ THEEL, BOELEBEOERMESZ 19904 10 A 1 RiZ
EHREGLRER CTRE L, TOKR% Table 1-8 |ZRT, ThL~v] ©
FEAEITE WD 100%KEE L-Dloxt L, C #H#1iZ 500 ppm D ZEFHE
MEEMATHELZRICEBONEERH 1 I2BIT5BAROMEKEREIL 20%
ThbY, ¥/, R NI A MERER E C BEHMICERAFTFEDELZENLETN
1,000 ppm & 100 ppm M2 TEE LA-BICE O -BEERE 11 2B 238AD
MEREIL 12.5% ThoT, WTHOFETHLERFTEDE 2 LB THIE,
EHREFEEERELND Z Exbhot, £, u b5 R MNEREH
ECHHOBMBIZABLUZBEE DA, CFHMOZAE LHE XV EiitE
FEEZPLRLEHEETCEONIEMCH -7, BB, [HL~v] OFEEHICHE
WEREARD 100% 4538 L7 ik, AW ERREBERESR OBBENERICH
DPolzleHTHD EHMIILT-,
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Table 1-5. Effect of wilt-inducing substances on seed germination.

Solanum spp.

Treatment of wilt-inducing substances (ppm)

0 10 100 1, 000 2, 000
S. sanitwongsei 98 98 98 90 56
S. torvum 100 100 100 98 96
S. integrifolium 100 100 98 98 88
S. melongena 99 80 80 76 64

cv. Senryou II

The numerical value shows the rate of germination.
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Fig. 1-3. Effect of wilt—-inducing substances on hypocotyl calli.

I, S. sanitwongsei; 11, S. torvum; I1II, S. integrifolium; IV, S. melongena cv.
Senryou II. [, 14 days after culture; B, 28 days after culture. The callus
growth index shows the relative value to the control (100).
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Fig. 1-4. Effect of wilt—inducing substances on viability of protoplasts.
O@, S. sanitwongsei; (1M, S. torvum; /A, S. integrifolium; @, S.
melongena cv. Senryou II. QOAC, protoplasts viability after the culture
of 4 hours; @M A @, protoplasts viability after the culture of 3 days.
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Table 1-8. Resistance to Ralstonia solanacearum in protoplast derived
regenerants of Solanum sanitwongsei.

Plant No. of plants No. of dead plants
examined
Rootstock )
S. sanitwongsei 10 10 (100.0)
1% 5 1 (20.0)
4)
I1 8 1 (12.5)
Seedling without grafting
S. sanitwongsei 5 0 (0)
S. melongena cv. Senryou 11 5 5 (100.0)

1) S. melongena cv. Senryou II was grafted on each rootstock.
2) The values within parentheses indicate the percentages of dead plants.

3),4) See Table 1-4.
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B3 5 8

RRENERTIBERENFZEREAVEZY ., ERNRTCTERVEARE
HEOREREKE HWT, MlazRE LEREREZERT 5 Z LIz o0 Tidsk
DNDOBENH S (Husain and Kelman 1958a, Monika 1980),

F 2 EFERRE (Ralstonia solanacearum) (ZOWTIX, B EOHFRENEE L
TWBENE I DD TNRWA, FMRENAEPET S EPS H 5V IBERIC
STEYOMBEPIEIND & OHREN H B (Husain and Kelman 1958b, Schell
1987), ZHE L LEMRBEOEERBEIPOMBLAETI V8B, #7577 vy
BLXON-TEFATZI NIV RETHERIND>ERFEVENL,. T2
HEERIEDIZLEZHLMICILTEY (BIS 1991), 4FE., ZOERMBHHE
MER T ADOBTFBLIOERRATOBREL LTANTHLPERF L, &
WIRBEOHER (10mg/ml ) M S. melongena DFEFIEIFE % BIE XV -84 (Gowda
and Vittal 1980a) 2AH B L9112, AERTH 2,000 ppm ODEVEFEEYE L
B IFE_E & Thv~y) OBFRFIZMHE L, £, BRFEYEL
ENEERIZBNT TRV AL - BEX— ) OFlhb L2 OAEF A SN,
L2, B V-V TEMNRICESME 2 R TRENLT L O EEFEWHE IO
LT Z RS R olcZ bnh, BFRF L RET L AEERE~DOERFE
WEOBRMIFTNRESWEREG L BET 5 D0EEICE 202V EEZI LN
b, FZT, 70 b 77X MEBRIZHTIERBEMEOXEBERAZ, £
DFER. TRTOHBMEHIBWT, ZRAFBEWEEZ T 0 7T X MEERFIZ
B L7236, SRR 4ARRMROAFIZIIEEL S XMoo, 3 BRI
T Tesd R & TFE_5) TEGEENREFELIETLE (Fig. 1-4), &b
iz, TegFx) & TF@ZF] T, 7 b 772 MERERICERFTEY
BEHRMLTERLEGAS L, B& LAMBIZEMLAERE L T, gifFo=
0 =—JERPBREFIZSH o7 (Table 1-6), ZDZ &M b, ERFTEMEIZIT =
FFI A FOMMBEBIZELS T F 7 LTHIZEDL LD D X5 RWHE TRV,
ERFEWEGFET CRIMER T AL 20EENEN, an=—ERELH
ZEIZMHT 50D THBLEELXDNDS, —J7, [HL~v] Tk ZRFBEY
BHEETT e NP7 R MR LAEBSE, Pu NP I7RXA b0 an=—F
RICERBZENEOREL LA EZIT oM, 7 b T X FaEKND
WA RIS LTRAE L., AF IR Sz, LaL, Bkt~

25



FTAHZLICE > TBE LNV RITEE{L L (Table 1-7), £ 6D
ALV A6, FLETHLMNMILEL) IZEHE CHSLT 58N
BhbHERPbNWS,

(HLA~v] OFn b FITAMERBIZBWT, a8 M 77 X MEREZOR
W& ANRT Y — AR (C ) [ZERFBEMELZ ML, Fo{t LBk
EAREL, [TH_5) 2BERALTHEMREREEZRELELZLEZ A, EE
T~y ] ZERICLEKRED bEEORIIEERLE, 202 b, Z
DERBEME 2 BV - HIGEK 27 AT ENEEREREEEZEHRT 3 DI
BHTHBLEEZONS, LHrL, EREFBEDEICRT 2RZMHE. M6
R T AMEOEERRIC L > TR Z 00, MRRBERIIENL S
EETHOILERDS D,
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BIE JTAREME [TH_8) LBEARKE hLv~V)
oD K Ha TR D VEHY

FERRIIH L TCRERAMZETS [ L~r] T, RBEHEENE WD,

FRHRIEPHEARE LTOERBHITFON TV, F2EIIBWT, HHRIE
PR EZERT A2, 72 75X MEREZOBH#E IV R T Y — 1L
BEH (C 55 OMA~ERFEMELRMTIZEBNEGHTH B Z L VKA
Lz (BED 1992), X6I2, 7B 7T R MEEEZOEHIC 1, 000 ppm D
ZRBEVEEZHRMT AL [FTR_E] O b 77X MIUFEA LR LA
WZEnh, ZOERFTEVEEFRMTEZLicL Y, EBR%EEZET @AM
Pz REISBERTEHLEZDNL, £FZTAETIE., AEFHRIENREZ
REEL, DORBHMEMOBRGRERMEEEH T DI, THhL~r) &k
[TE_5] LOMBEMEZITV. MEMREOERIFE LU ZNICHET 5/
ANVADERFIZEFAFTEVE RN L THEYEE2EME S, Bobhiki
MR OB L AFTFEIC DWW THE L,

B MBI UGk

1. 7 b 75X FOREE

ERBEELTERLZRGHE (TERZ5] tAKLME ThL~v) OTE
o, FB1ETHLMIILEE#BEFEZHANWNTUTOL>IZTr N ST X D
HEE L RELZITo7-, Tbb, CPWHEZED O M~v= b— P TFES
A L mm BRIZZ A, BERIRICIRIE L, 25°C, BFRT T 16 FFHIFFBEAE % 1T - 7=,
HAWeBERKIL, 0.3% /LT —EA4 ./ XH R-10, 0.06% <t ¥ A R-10,
10 mM MES (pH5.8) BL U CPWHEZ & 0.5 M~v=h— K& Lz, HEEEN
le7a b 772 ME, M Ayia (50um) THEBLAE, WK T3 EH
EOAHBE (100Xg, 3500 2k > THE L. 5X10*ME/m ¢ ORI E IZR%E
%, BERERICHERA L,

2. Fu b rS5R @A LIEE
(FR_5 & ThL~y] O b FT5R 2 5:1 OLERTRE LR

BE1IndZ v—1L (15mmX60 mm) ZAL, FOHIZEMR (B FTC33 D5)
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ﬂ:‘:‘:

ZERE L7z, 200 V/em, 1 Mhz ORHKE 30 BEKL TN Fz—2E-
2%, 0.75 KV/em DERZ 200u B 2EHLTT 2 b TS 2 M 2@Ee I E,

MEERIZERK | nl 2oL D EHEMLAE, BE&IZIX, 2,4-D 0.5 mg/
O, NAA 1 mg/ @, KIN1 mg/ €. % 2ETHWE 1,000 ppm DEFEFEME .,
0.45M 7' )L — 28 L OV 10 mM MES (pH5.8) % &Tr KM(8p) B Hi % vy, 5% 10
fEl/mf OB E TR L, BRTHEIZ, A—F P U LEBELEREANEZE
FRVEMPSEFM LU, BRIT 7T A LTI 25C. BET TV, Zh
PA#13 25°C. 500 Jux T TITo%, A1 mm BEICEF LZaa=—% 100
ppm DEWFEMEE M INR T Y —{LiEH (CHE#) 2B L. 2 B
MBIZZ ) — b L/ VR %, TAA 0.2 mg/ £ & Zeatin 3 mg/ ¢ HM L7~
MS £5H (B eist) @R LT, 25°C, 3,000 lux, 16 BRHEIAREH T CiE#& L
oo BB, BOLEHICERFIEVEIZARML T2,

3. RAPD f##f

AR D B oL U=k & WPk CONA DERZFH 57D FEH 5 DNA
% Edwards et al. (1991) D HiETHIEH L. PC-700 (T X T v ) ZRHWTPCR

(polymerase chain reaction) Z#{T-57z. PCR {X. 94°C - 30 #{RiBED%E. &
PE94C - 308, 7=—D 7 60C - 2 5B L VHERIEG 72°C - 3 0% 45 VA
INVRBE L%, 72°C - T 3 RIBDOEMTIT o7, F7. PCR RIGHKIL, 10 mM
Tris-HC1 (pH8.9) . 80 mM KC1, 1.5 mM MgCl,. 0.1% Triton X-100, 0.2 mM dATP,
0.2nM dGTP, 0.2 wM dCTP, 0.2 mM dTTP. 0.2 u M primer (RA 12-17:5-
CGTCGGGGAGAA-3’) . 10 ng template DNA 33 L U1 0. 5unit Tth DNA polymerase (R
W) AW, HIREMIL, | peg/ 0= FPUhTuI R0 1.5% 74
R—AFNVCBRKETHZ LIZE0HlT LT,

4. (FRMEORIERE
BHRERIRT 2 KHE 8-F /U UMK AT L, 25°CT | IGHEERK
(mFATa—)b Bifg=3:1) ICREL &, 37C T 30 HBERIK (4% &
NZ—+¥ RS, 0.1% X7 U 7—+ Y-23, 75 mM EDTA, pH5.5) AF%E{T-
7o KEEH, 1% At THRELTREFETEEB LA, TEHEEZ 2% 7
TR —ITRELTHRELL, SMRMERIIHEMRGRERIZEML T,
FRBRICH L TEMEE2E T 28GR K Lz, 612, B LA ME
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DORBEFHICLIVEBLA-BEEZER AT ESE T, E, BE, £BLU0HE
FIZOWTORBEZRAE L, AEIZ. MEBLIOMEHEEREOWTE 5@
K2 RNTITo 7=,

w2 w® R

1. 7u b7 52 MEAEMEY D OB

[FH—8] & Thi~v)] ¢o7a b 7T X F@aMIR (Fig 1-5, A) I3,
B4 BRICHOEEZRAKBL. 2 8RB ae=—%2BR L~ (Fig 1-5, B),
1% 6 BEIBIZ. BRENT/PDERINVZEZESLEICBET S &, 2~3
BEZIZIIFEY 2 — FRES{E L (Fig. 1-5, O, MEAB L ELNE
120 fEfkD 55 8 ik (6.7%) NEE L, FAMaMEELHEIIE, Zhb
AilaMEE L B2 O NS BEEREBFERRIGRABBICERE L 2&ER, | BAESEHM
R L TR BRIyt 2R L7z,

2. RAMREHERE DR

MBI OFRREREEZ R T EMRERE?» L OXREHBEOREE
Table 1-9 (2% & iz, Ml OFER (Fig. 1-6, A). ¥R (Fig. 1-6, B),
ftoR&Ex L (Fig. 1-6, O) BIUOREOKLE (Fig. 1-6, D) IWVWTh
RO PEEZ R Uiz, #iC, FMBERDOREIIRBRIFL TR _5) &
FROBBTHIN, BT DL ThrAyy LRKROBEIZR T, MRt
IXFEBIA 90% LA ETH 7= DIZH LT ASHEERIIZ N L Y RR0E 5 82.3%
ThHhoi, EFIEERLTHETFLE- -, SMlREREOREERIT. MRO
RtafkZ HHOEFRFDO 48 K (2n=4x) THY (Fig. 1-7), X H|Z, (AR
DEFEE 148 (S1) okt 8 A THo72, RA 12-17 54 <=—FHW
72 RAPD S OFER. MBTHD [TH_5] & T~ ] BRRB AR
NRE—vERL, SRR L OHHEERE S1 IIEBloNY REHDEF
> TW/~= (Fig. 1-8),
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Fig. 1-5. The electrofusion and culture of protoplasts.
A, electrofusion of protoplasts; B, colony formation
after 2 weeks of culture; C, shoots regeneration after
8 weeks of culture.
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Table 1-9. Morphological characteristics and chromosome numbers of

the parental species and the somatic hybrid.

S. melongena
cv. Senryou II

Somatic hybrid

S. sanitwongsel

Leaf shape
Anthocyanin on stem

Flowering

Flower diameter (cm)
Fruit size (cm)
height
width
Fruit color
immatured
matured
Seed number per fruit
Pollen viability (%)

Chromosome number

Lobed
Present

Solitary
flower

5.0

13.0
5.0

Black
Yellow
300<
98.0
24

Slightly divided

Minimal amount

Cyme
(4-7 flowers)

4.2

2.9
2.7

Black
Orange
133
82.3
48

Deeply divided
Absent

Cyme
(4-7 flowers)

2.6

1.0
1.1

Green
Orange
53
93.7
24
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Fig. 1-6. Characteristics of plant morphology of S. melongena cv. Senryou 11
(left), the somatic hybrid (center) and S. sanitwongsei (right). A, plant
morphology; B, leaf shape; C, flower shape; D, shape of immature fruit (upper)
and mature fruit (lower).
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Fig. 1-7. Chromosomes in a root—tip cell of the
somatic hybrid (2n=48).
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Fig. 1-8. Screening of somatic hybrids
by RAPD markers. 1, S. sanitwongsei;
2, the somatic hybrid; 3, S1 plant; 4,
S. melongena cv. Senryou II.
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w3 5 =

DER I EHRESMELE T 2 EMBMEEZFER T 572912, 1,000 ppm D
ZRTEWE R 70 T R MERIRIZIEM L7, 1,000 ppm OERFEME
DERM~DOEMZE>T TR S| OFa b7 X MUTLALZRELZWV
Zenb (BRO 1992), HobEERFRMAMETH S L~y ] 07
BEFFTRAMPOHARLIEGDTHDEEZDND, THL~y] Dap=—
R [ FE_E] X THEEICEDP 722 Db, T~y & TF
W% OHMBMERFOTo F 77X MEEHE 1:5 IZ L TRIALEEZT-
7z, %72 FEBRIE Guri and Sink (1988a, 1988b)IZL > CHHEIN TV 5,
. FROMBEAMAIZE L Tk, EXMEME (Sihachakr et al. 1988,
Sihachakr et al. 1989, Daunay et al. 1993), RUY==F L 7 J a— LA0H
% (Gleddie et al. 1985, Gleddie et al. 1986b, Guri and Sink 1988a, Guri
and Sink 1988b) BL T F A b7 ML (Kameya et al. 1990) & &
NTW5, £0H T, fathkdh 5 S HEROERIZRII L T2 D, Kaneya
et al. (1990) @ S. melongena & S. integrifolium, I3 X TX Daunay et al.
(1993) ™ S. melongena & S. aethiopicum T&hH BN, F O OAEMADMEREIX
RetE%E2 R L7,

THRRT (TR_-5] &L v~y CORBET-TLEIAS, DT
REFEBONED, A ETXTLWRTHo7, LILL, AR TIT-12E
KRS IC X > TR LN D 5> bEMBHRER TAEE K- T2
1 BIEICOWTIR, REaEESmBORAEEHDOER 72 48 AT, TR
HIIRFThH o, Fhe, ZOHMBMEERAS 1 ROPEELKS 48 AT
HHHEFFIN TV, 2D e bEMRICHT 2MREEEOERICE
WTZOEMBHERIED TH L LEXLND,
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HA4M LML EORROKNE

BIET, [~y & TR L OMBEME 21T > TH MM
iz T, B B, EBLCREREIMBAOCTEZTRL, X5IZHHE
DREEEDHDEF>TWBEZ EBNHB L (4sao et al. 1994), £ Z TR
BT, ZofMlERENTHREREEARE LTRIHTEZ 22822 HET
5720, (hMAMERTEE 1 R UUTI2EHRMERES1 L)) O’
FREPME, BMERNLLROFEARDINE & EMRIEFMEIZ OV TR L7,

W1 MEBIOHE

1. (AR BAE 1 X (FHRMRMAE SL) O FREFR L IFMEE
[FH_5] & ThL~y] OoBlagEEL L. GonFEr (S1) %
100mg/ € ¥V VY21 BREEEE, 128 TV FULAIZ LA OBREL 2,
T, WHBELT, [FR G, (HL~r] BIW® Te TR 2RRICHE
L7z, 200C& 25°CITRRE L7588 (5,000 lux) THAF=H, 8 13 A
BIZHRFERY, B 18 PRI EZRE L,

2. NERE

AR SL, THL~Y] BEIOTeI7FR] 2 TFH_F) 2EEKRL
T, 199345 A 10 BICEB~#AFE 2 m, ¥k 0.6 m TEM L=, FFE T A0
H 10 AETHONEZ IR20KTLREOCERK THEL -,

3. HMRIEFIERE

thMIfaERE R L O F O BREEIS (S1~S5) 12 TFM =8 AL, HH
IR RES ~ER LT, 1992 15 1997 £ TO 6 ERIIZBWVTEHEMRIZ
T AEPEERE L, 2B, MBLLT, [Hr~v) & TeFFR) 12
[Tl — 5 2BEALEGEBIC IFH_5) BREZHA L,

wmewH &K R

1. AFRENETRERFRELRMRICRIETRE
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BSREORFEREZFEL-HER (Table 1-10), [H L~ | OFEFERT, 20C
2BV 12.5% T, KIRICB T3 RFNEFICENDICH LT, (KSHIRHERE SI
DFEFERIT, 20CIZB VT 71.3% T B~y ] LU TREFREENE
gank, —F. e7F-x] &L IFHERIE] JBREZH»PDLTERWVEEER
(80%LAE) ZiRL7, £, HEMBEORERZHE L7 & Z A (Table 1-10) |
FREZERIZBWT, SHIAMES] ORI (652 2 [FH_E]
CRICRERETh N, ThL~Yy] ORERIIMo 3 HfEE kL T 30%~
40%/NSVWETHERIZMD» - 1=,

2. K [FHZ5| ODINEIZRIETERDE

BATHS TFE_5| ONBIZRIZFTEROEEZRHELZEER (Fig. 1-
9). Thb~r] & HBEERE S &, TE 77 X] BOIRICREIEE»- T
B, ABRRETRDON R o7, FHIAHRE S1 50 (7 A) IXN&EiZfh
D2 HBEEERIILEZRLEBELTREFTH 7208, % (10 A) DOIXEMN
i ot

3. {RHIfAMERE & MR ERE R R O B iR G

1992 26 1997 £ 6 FEf. HFHIREATGERERE W THEMREIUEICS
WTRE L7FERIX Table 1-11 IR L7ZEBY TH B, 65+ X)) i T+l
5] REEALZEE TT@25) BRAIXEME 45 ALINIZ 100%4A5%E L 7=
DI LT, TH L~ (Rl K MKl MERE®Z K (S1~S5) iz T+F
M5 ZBEERLEZBEOPICIL, FHHIIX L TEFEZ TR TLONBES
n, ELTHLZORBOTHRIITEBE L=, £, KHERMEREES (1992
F) & S1 A (1993 F) X, Thr~v] BLRBREOCEMREIMEL R LT
2. S2 H (1994 ) b S5 & (1997 &) HHLM™Z Thr~r] X0 Y
RNFMRIESEE R LT,
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Table 1-10. Effect of temperature on the seed germination and the diameter
of the hypocotyl.

D

Plant Germination Diameter of the hypocotylm
(%) (tm)
20°C 256°C 20°C 25°C
S1 plant® 71.3 76.6 0.94%+0.09  1.09%0. 10
S. sanitwongsei 12.5 71.9 0. 58%0. 06 0. 79+0. 08
S. integrifolium 98.4 100. 0 0.97x0. 10 1.1440. 11
melongena 82.8 96. 9 0.95+0. 09 1.18+0. 12

cv. Senrvyou I1

1) 13 days after seeding. Values are the percentages of germination from
256 seeds.

2) 18 days after seeding. Values are the means £SD from fifty plants.
3) Offspring from the self-pollinated fertile hybrid plant.
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S. integrifolium ,g%%ﬁ%%%ﬁ%%??) \QS§Q§S§Q§3\
S. sanitwongsei W %\\\\“\\
S1 plants W////% m
0 40 e 8 100 120

Number of fruits per plant

Fig. 1-9. Fruit yield of S.melongena cv. Senryou II grafted on Sl plants,
S. sanitwongsei and S. integrifolium.
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w3 B =8

HRBBYERFREF—TERENE [ L~V iXEEFMNBEREL R
T, HOBERE LB L TRIRERB OB TFRESCHENRSLS D LN I RAEF-
TWD, v~y ZRECTHHMBEEEIZORREZRRL, EERTO
BERIEL, TOROAT LR -, X, MERLABITER (v 7
FR]ICEFELEBIR, [Hhr~y) LT3 E+0K, BBEREEIRES
TS5 2N TER, 72, AHRMERESI ZERE L, TFWMZ5] AL
LTEERLELZOBELEZVINEIRX, BE5FX] BLXO THhvAy] %2
BARELEZLELHELTHRARPo-, b2, BHRHELRTEIIBNT,
(EAIIRMERE S1 &% T L~V BLRABREOFMFEIELZRL, AREL
THETHDI LEZ LN,

Z I T, ZOFMBMERESY 1994 4 10 A 31 A2 T3~y (IR )
TEEGMHBEL, 1997 4 12 A 18 RIZHFESL [Fo7uX) L LTERGELE (B
BESE 5970), TFH o] 13, EKIEREHO TR R AESE O HUs
TEARL LTOERNHFGETES, B2, TEF5FR) ZAEAKRE LTHYTWY
HHIRIZENT, HENERTIEHET (FraX) BERLELTHAETH
B, 2L, KE®BREHMTAMNOBVER TRRAEAETENEL 250 T, RiEHE
FHBEWBIRL, B TEES LIS WHETERIETHIE (7 e X)) oftEz ik
KIBIZEBIEDRZIENTEDLEZONS,
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FH2m RioFERZEMEZAVEEHEEAS FITOEH

A F =2 (Fragaria X Ananassa Duch) 1Z/NZ7 B O TR HIIZB W T
IR AL TEY,, ke F U FriEED /N HARZHE L THREOMMEIC
BRolEEbLNTWS, AR T20.775 ha OFRBFEHEAH Y, 324 5 F 23U
XN W5, - ERAERIIEMPDT AU 4 (89.45 h, 1.93 5 ha),
ALY (3295 . 0.78 5 ba), BA (2.0 H by, 0.74 7 ha), B
E (18.5 5 h,0.76 T ha), R—F > F (15.5 5 >, 3.89 75 ha) D (FAO,
2002) T, BARIUABIML LA FIRIBOBARETH B,

A FADORBEBRIL. GHROBZREFTEICL > TED LN, ZHEORENAE
HFHEINTER, 200 TH, T2 kod, (L) 8L X84 118
AERETDHIHETHD, TN OOHFEIBKTHIBHILOFM b &V, T
Fomn X9 ¥A ZI" (Sphaerotheca aphanis) . [Zig | I KIEIR
(Colletotrichum acutatum) (2. EARZRBAE | 3FEHEM (Fusarium oxysporum)
R L TCENRENRBIRETH S, BFIZ T X)) IREEHELEL. ARE
TOHBIIEFMBIZZ N, LL, 5 FAZRIZBVZ s, BEEAmIZH
TOHRFOABBRREL R>TVD, IHIZ, REFLHAFICHTIBRIEL O
FUIABAR A b5 Z L BBV, BREEBUE TILigit 2 mek U T REkOlm%
B LIOREOEZERISBER TR TS0, HWEMBRIC OV TS
BREOFEABHRICEOEIDZZXRVIRRTHS, ZhoDZ b, BKEE
WEEGEE LD >R BEEDEANCERT L ZLNEER, 207D
RENBETETEMNETH R TE B8 ETFHBABRE A FIAOFE~
IGHRT2Z 8%, #RCEDTHD BRGNS, BT, AFF370F—T
HEMET O RBEHEMEMY THHOT, BTABX THEERBEEIREKT
X, FNEEELTEDICHEICTEZARR LD B, £, A FITOER
CEMADPODIERVEMERERSI L2206, A FI~OBEBEFHEAE
L LT, TNbHA F THRE Agrobacterium tumefaciens % ik X8 CBEEF
% AT 5 F1E (Gasser and Fraley 1989) WAL THARLEZ RS,

FTZTARDOE L ETHR, A FIFELE~OEETFEANICEIT 2RERMHT
ERATALEHIZ, BAShEZBEETFSHABIENSELET F—ZB0
TOREMICEBRT D20 % GUSEIEFEZHAOTHRAN L, B2ETIE, HEK
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FHEZBETI2OICHELETHD LBA DN XERFF I — BT EZEA
LT, 2 EATRERMEZRE L, B3IETIR, S LATHREBHIMEZRLE
Mz A F AOREIIH T D LR MAREIT - 7,

EBIE AFIdJOREFHERZIENROMRE

AFA~FHERFEZEAL TEANREYZRKT 221X, ZROBEF
MBm 2 EZEH L2 oo, Fhicid, BEFEAICBIT 3 REEHEF
ERHA L. B LB G R EOECHLEML 2 HIRTILERND B,

ZZ T, AETHERTFEALZBEEZRETHDICHBERI TV
DOEE. 7r7ans 7y AEEBEA~ORERE B L OREFHEEZKIZBT
LEABLTFORBBREICONTHRRA LK,

BE1fti MBBLUHE

1. HEEME

MBI KB (A, 1987) Lz T&k&), TLXop] BIW IER
BA| ORRFLEMA Z IV AERBREEEHL (MS 551 BA2mg/ ¢, 2,4-D0. 2
mg/ € BLN3% o aBERTRM L, pH5.8 IZFEE) 12 1 HEHEE L /22 Hi3K
(100 rpm, 25°C, FFET) L THEASMEI L L7, Agrobacterium tumefaciens
X, AFr~A v o BHRMEETFWPT ID E -7 Vo n=F—B & (GUS) %
A3 % pBI121 (Jefferson 1987) % & e LBA4404 2\, 723¥. GUS BT
D FFIZIT CaMV3sS T rE—Z —NERE SN TWB,

2. FLAMBE O I N AT B EBOKRE

HF=A % 10, 30, 50, 70 BLX 100 mg/ € HD NI INR=Y
% 100, 500 3LV, 000 mg/ £ BMUT= NV ARG H (0.2% Z V54 )
(2, EREORBELRZE L /B A FITOERFEEMRFZEIRL, 60 BHED
HIVAFERRIZ DWW THRE LT,

3. BETFHBIINLVR EAREEORK

43



50 mg/ € HF~AT U EEMU- YEBIGH (1 g/ A—APxTFRX, 5 g/
0 A=XRX b5g/8 XFb, 5g/8 ahE, 0.5 g/¢ MgSO,, pH7.0) T
—MeiRBEE#E (100 rpm, 28°C) L7z A. tumefaciens DE WK% YEB $5#1T 1/10
AR R LIZIKIZ, A F MR %2 10~30 DRIE L THREL. I RTEREEH
T2 BMXGER L, Z0%, BREOZOHIZ 100 mg/ ¢ A=Y
BELEFHEBI IV ZADBEDODIZE0 ng/ HF<AL 2HBMLEILR
FoRRESHIIZRBAE L, 852 60 AR H NV AERITOWTHE L=, RIZ, B
LIc AN AR AEME 2B ATEEO g (D AERIEHING 2,4-D %
BR<) 1B L T 30 BEIEER. FEFERIZOVTHAELE,

4. BT ZIKOHER
EENSEL-EEEL 50 mg/ 0 I F <A E2ED 1/2 MS EFHUZBHE L.
FERBEE 2T, GUSTEEOHEMB/EMELFAL 2O, BolkEikoE, 3ER
BLXUOROUIF %, X-Gluc (5-bromo—-4-chloro-3-indolyl- 8 -D-glucuronic
acid) T—HRYLE L TT7 a2 — LTl (Kosugi et al. 1990), HRDYEE
BEC GUS {EMEZ3Ff L 7=, KIZ. GUS IEEDFENHRE I NHFoblk (Te
fon) oo 2@kE Tk oo 2fEE) 284ETFL, SUF—%2HE
¥, BERBIVOE IRV F—0LE6KRT V2B 588 (B, BT
DIELIER) O GUS FHEMEE LEROFIETIHEMLZ, 2. REOHAI GUS iF
PE S RIERIC LCREE L 72,

5. EA NPT II B5FDORER

BoL LI-fA{KDEH 5 Edwards et al. (1991) DOHEEIZ LY DNA 2
HLl7, =7 L., DNAHIHHERROBRE B <D, HHREIRIZ 26 M DV F %
AL A b=V EHRML, 8547~ DNA IX 10~30 ng 288 L LT, NPT II
BETOFIREO 5K OHE LA (5’ -CAAGATGGATTGCACGCAGGTTCT-3’)
L PRSI DOMEEAIEES] (5’ -GAAGAACTCGTCAAGAAGGCG-3’) 2D T F A < —
PRAWVWTRY 25 —E#@{KNE (PCR) #1T->7z, PCR X DNA Thermal Cycler
(Perkin Elmer) ZH\VNT, 94°C - 30 M{RIBDOH, £ 94C 308, 7=—
Yo7 60C 2 0BLOMMERIGT2C -3 4% 456 VA4 7 VRE L=, 72°C -
T RIBDOFETITo7, HEEWIL. | neg/l =FPUAT7uIREED
L.5% 7 Ha—AF NV CTEIKETDZ LIZXI VAT LT,
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wolh &K R

. BB EORKIZHNS i%ﬁ@%ﬁ
%6%tﬁh%ﬁ@x¢%ﬂ+ﬂ<@&#ét ERFBIVERI»D
@ﬁwxmﬁ¢_ﬂféﬁi%Ewﬁﬁww@%ﬁﬁbto%@%%(hme
2-1), AFr~wA % 50 mg/ € LA EHRM LTI, WTFhomfEiZiy
THHNVARIZBD bbb ofz, £, A LEREOF TR, T Lo
] DERLI T~V DOEBEZITTHNVAERENMEL . Fiz, vTH~<A
V% 30 mg/ CHRMLUTEEHTHLIERDDL O NV AERITELBD 2D
o, —=H INR=V Y VIEHNATERBIZIZI 2 BEEZ RIEE R o720,
1,000 mg/  MED I N ZADEBIZTRTCOBETETES -7 (F—FHK),

2. BLETFHBZ INA L REFEDOIR

Trany 7Yy ARREBIKRA~DOIRERE A, BEEMH ETOER B L UER
FPSDOHINAER EREFHRICKIETEE TR T2, TOFKR (Table 2-
2), AINVAFERIZIMAED OIS TkiE)] PRLPERLS, BABIUVCERA O
WTRIZBWTHBKRLEMEF D 20% L ErS v ZARnNE o0z, —5F,
fihd 2 METIHERLZMER DS BIAVABE LD 10%LU T TH -
7o TME] OINVAFERBIZIEADOFNEMF IV HEL, BRLEEROD
33.6% MBI NVANELN, BERLEZAMER DY OFSILAREFED (L&
| BEMn-oTM, F&i@mjkFi*iéj#&%ﬁﬁﬁﬁaxm%m%
Ento%%ﬁﬁm@&@ﬁﬁ@ﬁwxﬁﬁkTmﬁmm FEIZ O
T, @RIz L2 —E DB mb%ﬂtmotﬁ\ﬁwﬁj®ﬁﬁ%i
Uﬁﬁﬁma@Km%%ﬁﬁﬁzm%%vﬁﬁﬁmoto

3. GUS{EMEIC L A RFMAZOBE

GUS BIETEZEA LB M2k (Fig. 2-1) O L OMEMT GUS B+
BEBELTWEIREFL720, £Hllfk%E X-Gluc efa L, HEDOYMARE TGUS
EMZFME L7, Fig. 22124k, T &b THALAEKEREZRT, ZhiZ
EBE. IBLALOMBETGUSTEME R S, FRlZ. FETITZER., W TR
MR, BTRARAMICBOWTEWEERNZD N, ZORKFIIMho 2
I OVWTHREETH - 72,
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BLETHBZEOBKEZDOT T —0 0L TEL0) & Tkl

DEIZRBWT, EH, EWBIURO GUS EMEZFE L, Table 2-31Zi3,
e XDh| THONEKRETR L, BKREBE LIRS VFT—Tik, HEE 1
WEOES LML XUOHAES 2 FOERLSMI BT GUS IEHEDFED bz,
T, BRI VTFT—DBE6RT VT —TIHOTROENOES T GUSiF
HERBD LN, BEFRBRIEDT B ICBWTERENICEGFRR
BLTWDZLERTERL, —FH. BEIIBWTIT (Table 2-4), RA, R
BRELUCRFIZBW T GUS IEERRBOH NN, BEO GUS IEMEIXFHL< . BTt
60 HEDRETHIDIZROONEIBRETH-o=, [Kik) 07— RE
IZOWTH EFLEFROBERPEFE LT,

4. PCRIZX A NPT I1 BInFDE AR

B TRLHE X 5> 5 BLBE L 7= DNA Z86BUZ LT, NPT II BEFOFRER
D 5K O EALSH & 3 KRIHBOBBHIES 2 FK>7 5 A ~—% B TPCR
Z1Tol, TR (Fig. 2-3). pBI121 ZEFHIC L7854 L RFRIZ 783bp @
DNA Wi 25#fitR S, T & OFS{LEED NPT 11 BEFE2EFOEG THAKE
AR THDZEPHERTEE,
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Table 2-1. Effect of the kanamycin on the callus formation.

Kanamycin cv. Nyohou cv. Toyonoka cv. Houkouwase

(mg/1) Leaf discs Petioles Leaf discs Petioles Leaf discs Petioles
0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100. 0 100.0 100.0
10 80.0 82.5 24.4 60. 0 66. 0 94. 0
30 6.7 5.0 0.0 2.2 8.0 4.0
50 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
70 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

100 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

The values indicate the percentages of the callus formation.
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Fig. 2-1. Production of the transgenic strawberry
(cv. Toyonoka). A, callus formation; B, shoot
regeneration; C, plant regeneration.
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Fig. 2-2. Histochemical staining for GUS
activity in transformed strawberry (cv.
Toyonoka). A, leaf; B, petiole; C, root

apex.
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Table 2-3. B -glucuronidase activity in the leaf position and root of the transgenic plant of
strawberry cv. Toyonoka.

Leaf position (Newe—p» 01d)

Plant Sample ) Root
1 2 3 4 b5 6 7

Mother plant Leaf 2 44+ 4+ ++ 44+ 4+ +
Petiole — — + + + + + +

Primary runner plant Leaf — ++ ++ ++ ++4+ +++ +++ +++
Petiole — — + + + ++ + +

Secondary runner plant Leaf + ++ ++ ++ +++ +++ +++ + 4+
Petiole — — + + + ++ ++

Third runner plant Leaf + ++ ++ ++ +++
Petiole — + + +

Fourth runner plant Leaf + ++ ++ ++ + ++
Petiole — + + +

Fifth runner plant Leaf + ++ ++ +++
Petiole + + 4+ ++

Sixth runner plant Leaf + + no rooting

Petiole + ++

1) The leaves were numbered from young one to old ones in each runner plant.
2) Score for relative intensity of blue colour after staining with X-Gluc.

—: negative, +: low, ++: high, +++: very high.



Table 2-4. B -glucuronidase activity of the fruit of each stage in
transformed strawberry (cv. Toyonoka).

Days after the flowering 0 15 30 45 50 60
Center of the sarcocarp +7 + + + + +4+4+ +++
+ + + ++ ++

Whole sarcocarp —

Pericarp — - — — - +

1) Score for relative intensity of blue colour after staining with X-Gluc.
—: negative, L: very low, +: low, ++4: high, ++-+: very high.
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(kb)

Fig. 2-3. Amplification of NPT II gene
fragment in transformed strawberry (cv.
Toyonoka) by PCR. 1 and 2, transformant;
3 and 4, non—-transformant; M, marker gene.

-
— NOS-Pro. NPT II Nos-Ter.p—

< —

783bp
Arrows show the position of the primer.
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w3 5 X

A FIOMBISTE T, BHITER LZIMEF OBERHBIZ 2D Z ¢ 0RE
I ENZEEET DO MER & L TEWRERES2 BV (Nehra et al.
1990a, Nehra et al. 1991b) . MDA —F LV BEZ TiF7/~ Y LT (Toyoda et
al. 1990) BEZMHI L T& /-, ZEE LI, RRENTKEMBE L=/ F = (B
ARG 1987) OAEF &N AFEEHIZ 1| ABRBELETZ LI2X > TRE
ZWHIL . BRENRAINVAHFELEBFOCREZMSL LIz Gt - &R 1993), =

DEBERICBVWUMEF OBEESMEONEZDIX, BEOEXREEX LN
Tx ) —NVENRREBELBIZL > THEWVWREINEZEZDTHASD, ZTOEERY
ANBZ L2 THBEEDOH DA FI~DOBELTFEANTREL 2 o7,

R LA FIANMMER DI T~ A AR T BREZMIIE L. 50 mg/ 4 DEF
MT, BREEMAFDODINVAEER D HNT, ZORE CERFHER XA
ERRSBERTEDIZLBHHALE, BEFEABRDREFE VT ~<A TV
B U7 RAREHICEIRT 5 L HEFICBBLICS D oTe, ZHIEHI T

T DA FADOBORZHEN OB THVWZ EBAFRTHD LE
oMb, BT~ A VU FETTA FIAOREFORBRENINB/ 252 &1
DWTiX, Nehra et al. (1990b) HEARABMEZE L T35, R, #HERE
JFUOBRDOARRTEV GUS IFEEIRBO bz, Zhik, AWz CaMv3ss €
—F —I3EEBETFEEROICEEIE S, ERICHESABIITON T8

WHEBZE SED LW HENFEEZE OO THY (Jefferson et al.
1987, Terada and Shimamoto 1990)., F7/=MZEHIZEKTEL T\ 5 (Nagata et
al. 1987) ZHTHBEEZDLND, GUSTEMZRAE L-EEohiz, BT
GUS &ML 3 5 DM ITTEVE VMBS, FERAERL T GUS FEES —HRIZI
Rond | —HOMERZT TIEENBEINF AT LHEINBEEND - 72,
ZOEHIZ, BONEEGTFHEBIIRD GUS IEMEDR & & BIFIALIZ 1308 (AR
ENd o7, Ziix, Araki et al. (1989) X° Stiekema et al. (1988) D3
HLTWBH XS, BABBFOMNEBEIRR A —HDOBEVIZLDZLDOTH D
EEZOND, ZHWETIZ A tumefaciens ZRWA FI~DELFEAD
#iE (James et al. 1990, Nehra et al 1990b, Nehra et al 1990c) I 5
B, AROHBIZBW TR LEZDORAFERTDTTHY, FREBTOHE

WM TERDRFERIZRBTHA I,
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BETFHBIEPOHEBLEE IR VT —0BE6KRT =28V T,
REMN GUS TEHEDP B bR RIT. B FEAICL 2FHEEOIEH A
BThsrZLart, ¥k, WERNMICBET 28 FEORAERTE
ALTERETAIHE, ELOBBEFHERIEZEHL T, 209 LEBED
BWAKREZRETALERD D, Z0EDITIK, DEREBVEGFHEBL RIS
ATHY, ZZTRREFEIESFATES LELX BN S,
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EoOXE M XHEXFTFT—EREETFEAIZLDI AR
BEHiEAS FIDEH

BEMDIIEOEERRS E LTHXFF U 2208006, ¥F %
NIRRT AR THEIFF I —BE2ELET S, ZOXFF—FOEAIREED
BYREEIINZ, MRV EL DZF LR EMEOY Y FARER LI L
STHLTFHEEINDE, ZhbDFFF—BIdEYOBEBERIGICE-> TESND
PR (pathogenesis related) ¥ X278 (REHEMF L 7B) O—>Th
ZZERHLMZENTVS, EoIFFFH—EiX, £< OHMYREEOMIK
BOBRROS THAIXF U 2R L CEERBEOAT2HE TS LEMIZ, 2
DEIIESHLENFEEMBEDXF Y dv—RB, 7744 F T LFV
VOEERT T T B e X —DERZE . EOBERICEHET B,

TOX3T, EYOLEEBEIZBNT, BEERZEFER-LTNDELEEZDL
NE3XFT—PREBEFEATFTINEATHZLIZE - TH EATHREFIEEGE
DEHMBFETHIDERFT L, 2B, AETIR, (k¥ tHEBRLTHES
{ERITEDBE B A TORISEBERRZ D REW L Xod) 12, 3 EATRE
itk R (5352 L ERLT,

il BB LGk

1. AFI~DXFFFr—PBITOEA

HERNCRESGA L7 (L LDp] OIER LIEWA 2 UV ATERHRISEE . MS B5ihic
3% afE BA2mg/ @ BLUN2,4D 0.2 mg/ ¢ ZHRIML, phb. 8 2R 12 1 ARMHE
BLANROIEHRL., b PEL L7z, —F, Nishizawa and Hibi (1991) ASHEBEL 721 %
Bk FH—EEET ROC2 % GUSEBETERE LI T U —~2 Z—pBI12] D
CaMV 35S Yo t—X—DOTFHITEEL Fig 2-4). & A tumefaciens 1BA4404 £k
ICEALZEEHE LS

SMERIZ 50 mg/ £ AT~ A U EEMLUT YEB 85 T—BRIRERTER LT A
tumefaciens 0 1/10 FHYKIZ 20 LR L CHAFEL, WVATERSEM 0.2% oA
R) T2 ARER L, Z0O%, BREDOZHIZ 100 mg/ £ IA_R=) v LBIE TR
RANVADFREDT=DIZ50 mg/ € HF<A T RSN LTz AV A TGRS HI TR L 7=,
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W, TR L7 I NV A ERRCHVAEWE 28 A TR (VARSI G 2, 4-D
ZERNZH D) (T L TRNEF B S BT

2. BA RCC2 BT OMER

B LI=AEDEN S Edwards et al. (1991) DOFEHEIZL Y DNA 24
U7, 7272 L. DNAHREOBREZ o, fIlEERIC 25 M O P F F
AVLA b—IvEBHEMLZ, B53- DNA X 10~30 ng 2§ L LT, RCC2 &
BFOBREIRD 5 KWW OEEELS] (5°-TGGATCCAGCGGCTCGTCGGTTG-3’) &
NOS # — I F— & —DOHEEH] (5’-GTATAATTGCGGGACTCTAAT-3’) % FFD7/ 7
A=—EZRANTRY AT —EESFHR (PCR) Z1T->72, PCR L DNA Thermal
Cycler (Perkin Elmer) %M\ T, 94°C - 30 BMRIBE D%, £ 94°C - 30 B,
T=—U 7 60C-25  HERKET2C-345% 45947 VRE LK, 72C -
7T FRIBDOEMFTITo72, WIREMII, | pg/l =FTPU LTI REED
1.2% 7 Ha—RAF )V TCEKIKENT D LI2X Vot Lz, £, vkEIL7Z DNA
XA B AT VAN RNF VR T 77—, B TFYL Lz pBI121-RCC2 300 bp DNA
Wrha7n—7L L AT ELBP—L 3 &2{To7,

3. ¥FF—EEMOHIE

B THAME X ROBHEHE 0. 5 ¢ ZARERK (0. 02 M citric acid, 0.04 MNa,HPO,, pHeé. 8)
THEERE L., Lok (15,000 rpm, 15 53, 4°C) O_HFE%F URHEER TS L
THE U ARIBE Lz, ¥F T —EEELZRIET 579, 20 mg carboxymetyl chitin

(Ichimaru Pharcos) %&702 m¥ #5H% (0.05 M citric acid, 0.1 M NaHPO,. pH6.8)
1l mld MZ VB 1RE B7°C) UG EHE, 1 mé trichloroacetic acid TR
ZibdTr, NEREE LS 7 Baim st (15,000 rpm, 15 3l 4°C) TER
WISz Y v — L AEEAIK (Inoto and Yagishita 1971) & FUSEH, 420 nm D
DT T2 FNA-D-I N3 I BEAIE LI, ok, BER 1 B 37°CT 1 2fF
121 pmol D N-TEFAD-FNat I ATYT BT IL RSS2 &L L,

4. 5 EA ZIREGIERE

PRECRIREPN CHER LICBE THIRA & IR I ) EA ZRAOIF (10°8/m
0) ZHFEL. 30 RERIAHEEOIE I DIREFEROBE L EOLEREN T DR
ORISR T D Z LIzl > THRH L,
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woth & R

1. ¥FFr—EPBETFEABEDOIES

T7ans 7 U LRI LAFF BB FEATRE RS ER (Table 2-5) |
HEF 4, 000 5 246 f8 (6. 2%) DAADS, A 4, 128 @D 298 (7. 2%) D
HNVADENEFNER SN, TERENIZ544 M (6.7%) DOHNVAEES S~
& 10 BRI 1238 (1. 5%) OREIE LTz,

2. BEAB=FORER

EEFHEBZ AN HBEL7Z DNA 2832 LT, ¥ FF—VPRETOHRHE
WO SREHOEEAS| L NOS ¥ —I X —F —OMHMNEINER>T I 14~
—%HAWVWTPCR 21To 72, TOFER, pBI121-RCC2 2§z L= A &L RERIZ,
BT XKD 51X 300 bp @ DNA Wi 3@ Sz (Fig. 2-5), F7=.
pBI121-RCC2 @ 300 bp DNA Wik & 7/u—7 & LIz Ai#gbTiz X > T, PCR THIEZ
73y ROSENNZEA LT X FF—BBE T CTholeZ bih, Zh b oFES{biEEk
NE¥FFr—PEEFEROEGFHRMIETHD I EVHERTE,

3. O LA ZREPLEEEOER

BRI L IFEBZIEICBITAXTF I —EBEREL S EAZRIIHTS
EHMEZHE L-ER (Table 2-6), FFF—EiEMEIL. FEEMZADTEIN 13.8
ml/g THHDIZX LT, BB AOTINT 4.0 mU/g LRI 3EDEZR L, F
7z, PABCRIREANICIBWTIT o729 EA ZIREHEFEABROMR (Fig. 2-6). JRHRIER
DN TE THEIRZ DS 22. 0% THHDITH LT, FHHIRZ (K13 40. 0% THY . *F
T—BEEFEZEA LA FIADTHPEEIZ D EA TIREDRHERREIV NS Do Tz,
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-
" 300bp

Fig. 2-4. Structure of T-DNA region in pBI121-RCC2. Arrows show the position of the primer.



Table 2-5. Formation of the callus and shoot from explants co—cultured
with Agrobacterium tumefaciens on the selection medium.

Explant No. of explants No. of explants No. of explants

examined formed calli regenerated shoots
Leaf discs 4, 000 246 (6.2)V 36 (0.9)
Petioles 4,128 298 (7.2) 87 (2.1)
Total 8, 128 544 (6.7) 123 (1.5)

1) The values within parentheses indicate the percentages of explants
examined.
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(4) (B)
M1 2 3 456 7 8 1 2 3 45 6 7 8

Fig. 2-5. Amplification of rice chitinase gene fragment by PCR (A) and
Southern hybridization analysis (B) in transgenic strawberry. Lane 1,
amplification of the 300bp fragment from pBI121-RCC2 plasmid; lane 2,

control (non—transgenic plant); lane 3-8, independent transgenic plants;
lane M, DNA 1 kb ladder.
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Table 2-6. Chitinase activity in transformant leaves and disease
development of Sphaerotheca aphanis.

Plant N —Acetyl-D—glucosamine Disease development

(mU/g fresh weight) (lesion area/leaf, %)
Transgenic plants 44,0+9.4 22.0£t3.6
Control plants 13.8+1.8 40.0%5.2

Values represent the means £SD from twenty-five determinations.
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(A)

(B)

Fig. 2-6. Resistance of the transgenic strawberry against
Sphaerotheca aphanis. Comparison of control plant (left) and

transgenic plant (right). Ten days after inoculation (A) and
thirty days after inoculation (B).
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B3 5 =R

¥FFF—Eix, S OEWKEREICK T3 MAEDC BRSO THEFF
DKLy R % B+ 2% (Bartnicki-Garcia 1968), HAMIIE ¥ & E RREEIC
BPEINEHIZXFF—EE2EMELT S Mauch et al. 1988) Z &b, F
FF—POFEIIEDOBEBIED —D>THD L ENTE = (Boller 1988),
ZDESZ, FFF—EBDOX S RBEEBERIIEYOREE O OKBIZHT S
HOPHBHEDO—>ThH Y . MMOFRRE I T HEFMELHRIE51T1E,
INGOBEREBREOENZ ABHICEDZERFHTHILEELZDNS, £
T, A FEEXFFF—PELEF (Nishizawa and Hibi 1991, Nishizawa et al.
1993) %A FI~NBEALT, 5 FA RT3 EHEBEOERZRAARTZ,

Broglie et al. (1991) i34 v o< ADFFF—PEELEFEF /Na~EA
LT, ERRETEEEZEL L, BES (1992) X4 RXOFFFH—FPHEET
BEENDZHEALT, H EAZREBIMEEEZEN Uiz, Zhu et al. (1994)
A2 OXFF—PBEFETATTNAN T DIV F—FPRBEFEZNTT
BALT, HERESGMEBEEZIER L, £/, Linetal. (1995) X1 % (B
ARE) OFFF—VBIEFEARIDAL T4 HHRBICEA LT, SR EGH
BEEZEH L, Z0L912, 3FF—EBRETFOX I REMOBERRER
FEEMZEAT D Z LI L > THEBERIZROED ZEH Lz & v 5 i
ZATCETOBN, AENS, 4 FIOERKRIEHMEEYELERET S 5 2T,
XFF—EBETERAVEEETFHBRIERBE THE Z EREH I,
L7z o T, Y ~OXFF F—EBRBE RN I T —PBBEFOHEANZX, $F
YRB-L,I-TNAUBHBEOEEFE THAIWREREOBRIZIIAED TH
BEEZOND, £l-, A FIH ELATIRE TH D Sphaerotheca aphanis O
WERMREBE D EBEHEBRNFF L THD LD Tkeda et al. (1991) DI,
AFREXFTDHHLOTH S,

ZZEE, W O OREBEFEEGC TR ZICEBEES N TWAZ b,
R EEY D ERIC BV TEE AR EMME S SIZBE R FREIZRDETHS
5. BRIEETIZ, Pto Martin et al. 1993). RPS2 (Bent et al. 1994) ., RPMI
(Grant et al. 1995). N (Whitham et al. 1994) . Cf-9 (Jones et al. 1994).
Xa2l (Song et al. 1995) 72 K DG ERFOHBENBME I N TWS, Pto
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R MoOBNEREFIZEe A Y vF U E— b (LRRs) A L@ LT
FELTED, Xa2l & Pto DEBEFEMIT T A % F—FEa—FLTW
5, TNHEREERFHAEBICHOBEZEIC L T2 2EGEEFOR
HELHIFRFTE 5, 4%, D FAEVFRIFITORREIZL D, EYMIRICKIT 59/
FHEORBBEESCY 7 T CEBEOEMBHL M IR E EBIT, b
OMRECA LR ERFIMRE BRI OEEN Z BIZEAICRD I L
DEEND,
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BIE METERZAFIORLENMHERBR

B 1 EIIBWT, IRIWVWAFIOBETHBEIEREZRLLE (BED
1994), £/ 2 BZBWT, 727un"r 5 U v ARBPEEZAVT, A FHkK
*FF—EBET (RCC2) 2AF I TLIod] ~BAL, 5 A ZHKHHE
Bk %2Rk L7z (Asao et al. 1997), L L., BEFOEAIZE > TRIEZ
BEELZRET IO RTHELHENENSEELEZ OIS Z b, &
LB EMZ TN CRETHICIRARBRICRETEEZAML T 2 &
DRETHDH, HBRIIEOREKEICHT 5L, PAFERIEE & IEMASR
REBIZBO TR EE O T4# % DNA EBIREE) (http://www. mext. go. jp
/a_menu/shinkou/seimei/dna. htm) [Z9€-> T. E7-FREERESE & —FBEBE I BV
TIXBHKEE D TRAKESTECBT MBI EORAORD DR
(http://www. s. affrc. go. jp/docs/sentan/guide/guide. htm) (ZHE > TiThHhh
TW3,

FITARETIX, 2 FAZREBREZBE L - BE AR 2 A F I OSSR
RE, FAHREES L OCRMBSEICHIT2REICHT 2L MARE
RLHRENIIE > TIT o 72,

B1E MEBLUGE

1. BB

ATEICE W THASRIERT S EA ZRBHIERE 21T > 72 26 EEOEEF
MBZEDS L, FF T —BRETFOEAPERSINTEY . KbAWEHE
Y 1R C5) @Bk L7z, DT OZEEFERARICIX, C5RBIUb L
DTE T XD 2REEHELEGE UTELO2EETFHEBIAFZ
BIOHEBZAFITEND) AL,

2. REMFMAROEMERE

BLRTFHBZIAM FIORKRIIH T 2 ReMHIRBRE, RREBESNE
7 —NOHERIRE. FASHRIREB XUV RBERS TIT-> /2. FASRREE,
RE, QIBBELUCAOZINTHDZRET, REI M O—- VDD ZEHRZ
LT SKIIEHE K OICHERALZNKDITL, KiZar sV — M
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EUT, BIBIIEA— N L—T2REL . FHAERBEOHBERRELD
HEZ. BEADIIHDZRETEID 28, XEAHEZERBARBLEDZD
DAYy afzEEoTNnBIEE, BRBMEEMBL THRNVWATDHD., Bl
B, BaTHBRIZEDORE 2T DI RREZELZ—FEDORE X
NEEB T, BETFHEBIEDRERCHETSZ L2135 &2b12, 1
MENBEBAOEMIEEEZEZ LWL DIZ T ATHENTWS, £=,
FREEER NI, MENBBIUHRWEZREL T, WEESENAEG
DTEMEBMLUENE D ICHEE L.

3. BAXF BT ORBAHT

BB A F IR A FIOENLZ RV B ML, 79 Ui
NI D ARV 72 YT I ROVESHKE) (SDS-PAGE) %1T-o7, ZODKR, FUZxTF
F—FPOREETHET Y a—LFFr 0.02%) ZEMLTE 7 EE kL, 1%
Triton ¥-100 Z&Tr 10 MM bV 2 —HEFAEEHK (DHS. 0) T SDS %Zi&a: Las bk
JoE &R, RIS, TVE 0.01%TNVARTA L &ETe 100 i+ U A—IRREEEiR

(OH8. 9) THENRE L THFF—EDIEE N FEBE L=, ok, RUY %R
LT 2 ¥ SDS-PAGE 4T 7214, /3 FE~—I—%&Ee/ /L% (BB (Coomassie brilliant
blue) fa L. DT /VTRIE LI=XFF—EBOIESN FOSTEEZHEE L, L
XTI —BIEEORIEIL. Y (1991) OFHEESTT o7,

4. B OO L EED LRH SN EREME O

AN TRIR L D05 D8I L A F I LI A FTH =T ) v
IECXKRFL, BE2AEK 10 nl [THR L, Bl 14 BRICREKEZEIML, BEE
%, EEEky 0~ 8757 41— HPLO) TIRMOLOSWIE /5HT L=, SREREARIL,
FhHS U7t VXD 1/10 & (20 4 €) &L, BT LIFEY —TSK-GEL ODS-80TM
CRT ZfV =, VA 137 % b= b UA/K/BEe#=10/89/1(VV) . ¥EEBIZT R F=FY
e L. RHFESEIE0.5 ml /min, 75T NI B OEGEEARL 0—100%) :
20 55 TATo T, BRHERSPD-10A (BEAUYERT T 280 nm DRIMOLZRIE LT
REPITHE SN A EFBEWE 2 00T 5720, 3 HOBENER L T\ 5B
Wz A FTLIHRBE A F 5 1/2 MSEH~BRE L, 7 U — U FNT 1R L
e Ui, B2l BRIZKAM2.5 md 28L, HAXIu<w o577 4— GC:
G-2800, WIABMYET) TR ZSHT L7z, 7 Aik PORAPAK Q (50/80) 3X2.1 mm
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RV, NI ULAREFYUTHREL 50 mé /min THL L7, b7 2EEEL 1000CT 2
STEHREF L7112 4°C/min T 10 HREIFE S 72, FREKIE=BEEIL 210°CE L, KEX
A I AR (flame ionization detector : FID) TR L7=,

5. TEM etk

FHPAHRBENTER LB TR A TFIOHENOTERZHERL, 7T&
FA—IVETRAE L TEEERREREL 2, KIZ, EWHE» S 0~150 cm
OREEBEORTIZTEMFEIEREH (1/2 MS 55Hl, 10% > a5, 02% 7 V71 b,
pH5.8) #E &, MM ICBHEMB CREZ X > T (4m/sec). 6 RFRHEABHEEHIC
HELETEHERE L,

6. 1%

BETHEBL A FIORE BB T 2MAEYR L BIECRETEEIZON
TR, HFAHRBREANTA F T2 BHALIC 1 » AR LR R 15 30
gk, BREK2I0m I LEIZS0m e BEO=AT7 7 XAaNTI0 o EIIREL
Db, ZREAKTHEFRLTERERLICBHAL, L 1ghb-0 0%KRE. @
BELOBBREOan=—¥K2HBI L=, RIZ, BEFHRBAZI A FIB LU
MBmZAFI 2T NEN LEMBIE LI, AR (R 2 XAy F)
EHRU LYy (WfE: 23AE) ZHEEL, 30 BRO-+HHERIBL 45 B#Z
DETLY ) IDEBRER,

7. AFEFE

REEBBE N D NSA Ty RZBWTREER THEE L, Bl A F
TEHMMI A F L 1K ISKTARX 728K% 1998 45 9 H 22 B IZHEIE 1.2
m, PR 0.25m (FEMX) TEM L7, 2B, BaFHk: 1 FIEE (C-
5) X, UL THA L, Di#E, 10 H 22 BicE=—/L48. 10 A
26 AIZ<=AF3iF, 11 A2RIC1EIBEDGA (Sppm) A#, 11 AS5HIZIY
NFERA, 11 H 10 BiIZ2EB D GA (Sppm) AEB L1 A 19 HIZHEY
DE=— VEBOEEELIT-T-, 2B, NEESOTI10 adH7=v TE (IB{LEL,
=#FF) X 12kg, BIE UB{EER) 210 A 13 AiZ4kg & 12 A 25 HIZ 4kg
ZHAEL., TORITIEE (NMMEBERY TR NERR T AT % RV) 2HE
M L7, RENE (EEYS7ZYINERL X, 1998 F 12 A 6BFE3 AI2h
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TCEHRAE L, F72, 19984 12 H25 B & 199941 A 9 BiZ, EizFHE# X
AFIAELIHMBZAFIOE2BOREFEEEZFA -, 61T, 19914
27 B2 25 Rz B W T, BEX, EREOREX IBLUCER LR T,

8. IYNFDEIE

IYNFOHEHEELZRID D, 1998 4 11 A 26 A D 13:20~14:20 £ T
D 1EFRIE 1999 £ 1 A 27 B® 10:20~11:20 £ TO 1 BRElic, T GEVO B R
o TWiaWE) 12 B IYANAFOREKEFH,

9. 77unsF Iy AOERENE
BETEAIZHWET a7 g A0BkFEE2, B TFHBX A FI0
FEER, BB LOEERBNICOWTHE -, XES, BEB L0 T
BERE L= R IEMGIC, SR EO 20 HEOREBEAKEZMZ T 2 BRKE L~
%, &% YEBEsHE 50mg/ ¢ H~A % ETe YEB B HLIZ® A L 28C
TS BREEE L,

10. 5 EAZHREBIEDOHR

BEFHEBZ A FIBIOHEMEBRZ A FIDOK 18 BEIZES E AT, 1999
F5H21 BIZHR6BEEOHAF 1E, F2EBIOEIEIZICHE /mé D
SEATHREORTZEREL, 7 ARICI_NTOEKOFEFE 1ENGE
3EDO/PNEIZE T BRBEE L, EOLEREIIT AMEmEOBE 2 /ETH L
IZE-TRH LA,

wmoli K& B

1. BT A FIOXFFF—EiEE

EPDHELEY X BEERKE L, EERERSFF—EEEEZRT
Ny ReRHELE (Fig. 2-7), BEFEAODEEIFDLLT, A FITORNAE
FFF—RBEEZOND N RN 30 KD fHEICROhE, BEFHEBRXA T
ZUHZ 40 kD fHTIZA RHARFF F—FB X o R B LRABEOKE SOMEBIZTE
ANV RRBRE S, ZORERPOCEABRKBTRE VAT EIZERSL, %
FF—BEREF o TWAZ L PRERTE -,
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2. BOOOHWHEFEEILHHINDEREMEOHIT

BinFHE A FTLHMBR LA FITORD DD E HPLC THHT LT
MR (Fig. 2-8) BLUEEMNSOHEEMUEMES C THWLZHER (Fig. 2-
9) DVWFHIZBWTSH, MEORTRIEHE—7 OB, TRIZKRE RERIT
ROLRRP-T, AFFIZBWT, E—JDORIICEHEFOBNBBDLILS
TERBOEN, THIEBEEREETH D EEZ BN,

3. EEFETEHERLILH ORE R

T M-IV RERICIDIERORBEIEEL L TEH LEZEEERE
X, BETFHBZA T TN 80.6% CTHAMBX A F T 79.8% L AR BREITE
Do T (Table 2-7), 2B, FEHOEFRIZLEDBEDONR P12 LD
(T—2 48 . EABBTIZL2TEHRE~DOEEIZ/Nb D LHBT S,
T, BEFHBX A FILIEREBZ A F IITBNT, #HBEIS 50 cm LA
FoEHOMEBIZIR 5T (Table 2-8), MiF OIEMREERECIIZRZIR LN
VA IERY

4. THOMAYME

BRI ATFIBLOERBRZ A FI2RHEEL-TEORB T, SKIRA,
MEBLIOHEREC T = — I KX L EZRITBROH LN T (Table 2-9), &=
FRAM 2 A F I OFBFIT L 5 TEP OMAEMA~DOREITE N LW L7,

5. B FHBAAFIRE TERRIFCREITER
ELEFRBXAFIBLOHERBRZ A FI 2T | ERFEE L-HET
ABFSEEZFHFARBERT LYY UDOREX, ERBIUVEFEEZRA L
5 (Table 2-10), WFNOEE S TEH TERIIFED MR o72, ZOHER
IV, BRI A FIORETFEI_FTFARBERV LY Y UDOEFICH
LTEEERIES NN L,

6. B

INE (Fig. 2-10), BR#ARIPEEE (Table 2-11), AF (FX, KK, IE
) (Table 2-12) IZBWTEMG M A F T LI MM A FAZERDED
SRR Nol ENH EALEBEBRTFOEBTICRIETTEEI W L1 LT,
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7. IYUNFOBHICHEE
IVUANATFO 1S OFEREIIRE B CEMEFICRDL LT, B A%
ZAAFIALIMMZ A FITHEEREZZTR DN 2o 7= (Table 2-13),

8. 7r7unrF Uy AnOKRFEME
BB A FIOEERT, BEBIOEEHERNOWTALLLT
Juanxz7F g AIRHEN o7 (Table 2-14),

9. 5 YA ZHREGiHE

5 EAZIRBE % Fig. 2-11 125Kk L72 No. 7 235 No. 12 DEKIZHRE L= 5 5.
BT BRORBRREBEIIEB THBEI A FIOLNHEMBmL A FILHBLT
INEL BHELTZBR~DIRBED AR Y F b lahoTz (Fig. 2-12), ZOfRKR
X, AHRBETHFF T —EBETEAL FINRLUE D A TREHUHED,
BSEFICBWTHHER N TWVWAZ L ERL TS,
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Fig. 2-7. Chitinase activity of a non—taransgenic
strawberry (1) and a transgenic strawberry(2).
An arrow shows a rice chitinase.
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Fig. 2-8. Result of HPLC analysis of compounds released from root.
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Non—-transgenic strawberry

Transgenic strawberry

0 5 10
Retention time (min)

0 5 10

Retention time (min)

Fig. 2-9. Results of GC analysis of volatile compounds.
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Table 2-7. Percentage of the normal pollen.

Normal pollen

Plant
(%)
Transgenic strawberry 80.6*x7.5
Non-transgenic strawberry 79.0x6. 8

Values are the means *SD from twenty flowers.

Table 2-8. Pollen dispersal by artificial wind.

Distance from No. of pollen trapped at pollen germination medium

plant (cm) Transgenic strawberry Non-transgenic strawberry

0
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100
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OO OO OO O O
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Table 2-9. Number of microorganisms in the soil cultivated transgenic and
non—-transgenic strawberry.

_ No. of microorganisms (CFU / g)
Soil

Fungi Bacteria Actinomycetes

Cultivated with transgenic strawberry 5.6X10° 1.7X107 7.5X10°

Cultivated with non—transgenic strawberry 7.9%X10° 7.5X106 2.6X10°

Table 2-10. Influence of soil precultivated with transgenic strawberry on
growth of radish and spinach.

Material prepared from Succeeding Plant height No. of Leaf length

crop (cm) leaves (cm
Transgenic strawberry Radish 18.5%x1.7 7.5*x1.4 6.1%+0.5

Spinach 13.2+1.2 7.4%1.8 7.21+0.6
Non—-transgenic strawberry Radish 18.0x1.5 7.4x1.7 6.0x0.5

Spinach 13.5+1.3 8.2*1.9 7.31+0.7

Values are the means *+SD from twenty plants.
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Fig. 2-10. Fruits vyield of transgenic strawberries and
non-trhasgenic strawberries.
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Table 2-11. Degree of sugar in fruits.

Plant 1998.12.25 1999.1.9

Transgenic strawberry 11.2+0.6 10.9%0.5

Non-transgenic strawberry 11.8*X0.7 11.1X0.7

Values are the means of brix £SD from twenty fruits.

Table 2-12. Comparison of growth in transgenic strawberry and
non—transgenic strawberry.

Plant Plant height The largest leaf No. of
(cm) Length (cm) Width (cm) leaves
Transgenic strawberry 20.9x2.1 9.0+0.9 9.1£0.8 10.1%2.0

Non-transgenic strawberry 22.0x1.8 9.8+0.8 9.21+0.7 10.9%x2.4

Values are the means *SD from twenty plants.
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Table 2-13. Frequency of bees visiting flower.

Experimentn Plant ??6WZ£ ¥izéﬁggcy giiiﬁfgwgiefuency
. Transgenic strawberry 19 125 6.6
Non—-transgenic strawberry 9 48 5.3
. Transgenic strawberry 20 186 9.3
Non-transgenic strawberry 31 274 8.8

1) 1:1998.11.26, 13:20~14:20, 1h
2:1999.1.27, 10:20~11:20, 1lh

Table 2-14. Detection of residual Agrobacterium tumefaciens used as a
vector.

Detection of microorganism
Sample

Transgenic strawberry Non—transgenic strawberry

Surface of plant -1 -

In plant body - -

Root - -

1) Not detected.
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Fig. 2-11. Number of strawberry. Sphaerotheca
aphanis were inoculated onto leaves of transgenic

strawberries and non—-transgenic strawberries
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Fig. 2-12 . Disease severity of Sphaerotheca aphanis in transgenic strawberry and non-transgenic
strawberry on 7 days after inoculation. mmmmmmm : inoculated plants. Index of disease shows

the lesion area of S. aphanis, that is, index 0: no disease, 0<index 1<10% 10%= index 2 <
25%, 25%= index 3 <50%, 50%= index 4.
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Summary

Breeders have produced crops with excellent characteristics that are convenient to
human beings through crossing. However, such conventional breeding has its limit. We
note a technique to exceed that limit: a cell fusion method to produce plants with genes
of both parents which otherwise could not be crossed, along with recombinant DNA to
introduce specific genes. Then, we use cell fusion and recombinant DNA technologies
to study breeding for producing disease-resistant eggplant rootstocks and strawberries.

The first chapter explains our experiments performed by means of a cell fusion
technique for breeding. Their purpose is production of utility eggplant rootstocks with
wilt disease resistance. Regarding eggplant cultivated species, Solanum melongena cv.
Senryou II, and the rootstock, “Karehen” (Solanum sanitwongsei), we determined:
optimum conditions for protoplast isolation, the protoplast culture medium and cell
density affecting colony formation, and optimum conditions for redifferentiation. In
addition, we clarified that adding wilt-inducing substances during protoplast culture
was effective for selecting disease-resistant plants. Fusion cells of Solanum melongena
cv. Senryou II and Solanum sanitwongsei were cultured in a medium supplemented
with wilt-inducing substances to produce a somatic hybrid with disease resistance. The
somatic hybrid was morphologically proven to be an intermediate form of its parents,
with 48 chromosomes from parents, and fertility. Moreover, this plant showed disease
resistance. Subsequently, the somatic hybrid was registered in 1997 as “Nakuros”
because this plant was expected to spread as an eggplant wilt-disease resistant
rootstock.

The second chapter describes experiments we conducted for the breeding purpose of
producing disease-resistant strawberries using recombinant DNA. It is considered
more effective to apply recombinant DNA technology to strawberries that allows
targeted gene introduction. Thereby, varieties that have good taste and disease
resistance could be produced efficiently. Moreover, strawberries offer the merit that
another variety can be made quickly by selecting promising plants through
recombinant DNA because strawberries propagate vegetatively and by runners. First,
we elucidated an optimum condition in genetic introduction to the strawberries’ major

cultivars; we confirmed that the introduced reporter gene (the GUS gene) appeared in
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the runner. Second, we selected the powdery-mildew resistant strawberry from
“Toyonoka” successfully by introducing rice-derived chitinase genes, which are
considered to provide disease resistance. Ultimately, environmental safety assessment
tests for powdery-mildew strawberries in a closed green house, in an unclosed green
house, and at isolated farms indicated no other difference from transgenic strawberries
than their evaluated powdery-mildew resistance. Therefore, we concluded that
transgenic strawberries have the same effect on the environment as non-transgenic
strawberries.

The third chapter offers general discussion addressing cell fusion and recombinant
DNA technology as promising technologies to complement conventional breeding. We

describe problems that hinder improvement of relevant recombinant DNA technology.
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