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Optimization of Electro—Transformation Conditions for the Transformation
Human Lactoferrin of Desert Chlorella

WANG Wenlun, MU Yun, HU Mengwei, XU Wanyun, YAN Guo,WANG Huimin, GAQO Jianfeng"
(College of Life Science and Biotechnology, Shihezi University , Shehezi 832000, China )

Abstract. To establish an efficient genetic transformation protocol for Desert Chlorella. It was
optimized methods for electroporation conditions and related parameters. Human lactoferrin gene
regard as reference gene of optimization of electro-transformation conditions. The various parameters
of cell viability and transfection efficiency were determined with single factor experiments.Then, the
optimal electroporation conditions were obtained through orthogonal test. Results shows the optimal
composition of electroporation conditions:breakdown voltage 1 400 V,cell cycle 8day,osmosis
buffer 0.2 mol/L,osmosis time 0 h,plasmid 6 g/mL,electroporation buffer 0.4 mol/L. Under the
optimal composition of electroporation conditions,the detected results of cell viability is 51.30% ,
and fluorescence positive rate is 52.54% ,and PCR positive rate is 42.30%.

Keywords: clectroporation, Chlorella,human lactoferrin, orthogonal test,cell viability, fluorescence
positive rate, PCR positive rate
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VPRI ST T 4R T 20 tHh42 80 AEAK . A7
WS R R VDB A K TR /R
W H R B AR A /NI (Chlorella) J&—
B AR R SR (A KL S iR
2 BHA%E MExg ML eEwiEny R, A
WS R W], ok 5L P TR T B Mg 5 554, B e
FRUER B 19 Vil IR TR RS 8 0 DRI /DN 35Kl 1
GERTF RN Ok sz B AL, R AR TR R
DAL /N BR 3 1 I AR R AN AR S AT B SR AL
S SCRBECR B BB, AR TXS /NER BT 3, 18
Bl = A O AL B A T 1k L A il R R
FE B A TR0 1 1A 4 8 VD B8/ BR5E 0) H o % 1k
TR

TE 545 6 Al v AR R A AT T e e v i ] T e Bk
AR B0 200 B m 0 T o g A e v R A Ak I
ERVEMRT I Mo AR ICRR L B 5 T 763 2 A L B
A 25 TR AL A8 5 5 /N R RCRE . H AT, i
e Al 2 — o bE B RS Ak T O Tl 59 N T
% ME 4 B (Isochrysis sp) ™. /N BR B (Chlorella
vulgaris) ', a8 £ ¥ (Anabaena) ", A= M
(Scenedesmus obliquus) ™, #t [< £k ¥ (Dundliella
sallina)" F3E 4 A ¥ (Chlamydomonas reinhardtii)
U314 R A 2T BR 8 (Haematococcus pluvialis )% | IF
HAkMG 7 RaE W AME S FE AL R G, A SCERR IRV
F o7 5 A AE T 3R <509 ), 78 T A 21 8K i 40 i v A
SEHLE RO

VEE LL/INERBE R S g0 b4 kL 3R 47 L 3% A 5 A BT
ki pCAMBIA2300, ik pCAMBIA2300 | & AFL
24 M (human lactoferrin, HLF) #1 GFP DA N R IR %
FIEH, B pCAMBIA2300-358-GFP-HLF-0CS,
TR R pCAMBIA2300 2 75 5 A B /NER i 41 i
SR BT V% PCR AR I o B Ao i 7% fh 3k
o T AR T U B ) TR ek | 1 B
98T F L S EORURE G IR X /N BRI RN
ERCR A2, DT EE 7 i AR & TR 4R =

ANERE B DR AR
ML
L1 ## 55

YHIE/NER B GTD8AL . AE & FIr7E SL 56 % 7 B 4
ERAR RN 323 BBM, BOG 8 A= K 01 % 4
W, P B 109% 1) 32 Fh AR FR 2> Bl b B 5% 4544 .25 C

1 #il5HE

JE AR FRAE TP IR JE AR .4 000 Lx, G RE A R
J6/WE=12 h/12 h # R 3R B = R F a5 —K,

JFi ki pCAMBIA2300-35S-GFP-HLF-OCS (1) Kk
/N 10 kb Ze A, AR B AR S8 96 & AR AT, TE E.coli
DHSo K535 8, R FH im0 40 13 Joohr /N 4 3 7 6 4 B
alifk, ik pCAMBIA2300 & A AFLE & H (human
lactoferrin, HLF) il GFP DL K& R 88 2% JE | kL ik
JE SR 5 A0 53 S0 BE T 22

FEGR L LA | H B B A HEPES ¥l A -
VAR T ORI R & b s R AR R R
(Kanamycin, Kan) W4 [ b i R ERMEARAF]

T EAYES  PORE E R | d k1 PCR
IEN
1.2 LWHE
1.2.1  Jit 4 # 4k pCAMBIA2300-35S -GFP-HLF -
0CS #iE ) & A PUrE R LB K 37 B A% E.coli
DHS5a #7314 24 h J& , SR JS0RE /N2 128500 608 S0 4%
& pCAMBIA2300-35S-GFP-HLF-0CS #£Ht, % ]
HLF Al GFP 51#13E47 PCR K, [] st 26 FF 0 565
Ik,

PCR (Polymerase Chain Reaction) JZ I {4 % .
ddH,0 8 L, HFCRELPEW 2 wl, 514% (GFP-F/
GFP-R; HLF-F/HLF-R)2 wL,2xTaq PCR MasterMix
(TaKaRa,China) 8 wL,3t 20 wL 3k & |

PCR (Polymerase Chain Reaction) JZ I 5% f .94
°C 3 min;94 °C 30 sec,55 °C 30 sec,72 °C 1 min, &
30 k572 °C 10 min,  §7 34 )5 B9 H 19 5547 29 750
bp, PCR 7 ¥yid ik 1% 1) B R i Bk Je P, bk AGr 0

PCR (Polymerase Chain Reaction) i i 5% 4 :95
CHAEPE 5 min;95 C 4B 60 5,62 Cik k 40 s,72
CHEAH 2.5 min, 35 MEH ;72 CLEEM 10 min, 4 CLE
17, V¥R R H &4 2 133 bp, PCR P24 1
1% 1) S Jig W 05 s P K A U

BN ER B GTSAL JIr A1 9 BBM ¥ 7% J& .
NaNO; 250 mg/L,KH,PO, 175 mg/L, K,HPO, 75 mg/L,
MgSO,-7H,0 75 mg/L, CaCl,-2H,0 25 mg/L,NaCl 25
mg/LL,EDTA 50 mg/L,KOH 31 mg/L,FeSO, -7H,0
4.98 mg/L.,H;P0, 11.42 mg/L,ZnS0,-7H,0 8.82 mg/L,
MnCl, 1.44 mg/L.,MoO; 0.71 mg/L.,CaS0O,-5H,0 1.57
mg/L,Co(NO;),-6H,0 0.49 mg/L,98%H,S0, 2 wL/L,
(AT LAAE DL B A 15~20 g Bilig , A Z& 1K
ANE LR AR RS IR 121 CKE20 min,4 C
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TRAE)

E.coli DH5« I LB K5723E. AR AR 10 gL,
FEREHEECY) 5 o/ L, BALEN 10 o/L (N2 8 F K % it
FELEFUT L, JH 2 mol/L NaOH ¥ pH {H 7.0~7.4 2
[ 5 [ B I 15~20 g Bt A, il i ] 44 15 % k5 7
121 CHE T KB 20 min, 4 CHRATE) .,

122 Akwgkeym e /NEREECRH BBM 855735
PEATEE IR, RS M A0 B R 3.2x10° 4 /ml, 5
B3 ATATRE BRI R BURE — K, 4T 41 ODego
R

123 &k it Az HUN [R5 37 B (] 9 /N BR
Y 3~5 mL (48 Ff A B 45 I AE 1108 A~/mL) |, 78
5 000 g/min #5.0> 5 min, YCHE/INER % 40 il 5 7 H C
B Y BBM #5752 305 Uk 3 W, R U5 4 AE S 000 .
4 0003 000 g/min &5 0o W BT ¥ 04 /1N BR 3 4
L 5 445 0T B 1) /0N R 40 L O TR I B ) 1 B T
Wb (H 2B A4 EE 4% 100 wL) , 78 7K B Ab R [H]
(A, 2R 5 3 000 g/min 250 WA Ho 2 i A /N ER
FEANM, JebE LVE TR, AR DT A pH 7.2 R [H
W 5 HEPS HiL 7 28 ool (MR 23.8 ¢ HEPES % T 90
mL W Z K, F 2 mol/L. 9 NaOH # pH = 7.0~
8.0, 4R J5 I Z& M /K 58 45 & 100 mL, i JEBR B , 4323
B2 mLAf 4 CORAT ), K o5 4 MOAR B8 1 1x10° 1>/
ml FCE VK BT S ARG Ab B4 i T AR 30

min 2247, N HOHCE AR VK DA S A M SR (AN
[ Ve 1) KL ) =321 1) LU A9 VR A0 R A i AL 3] v o AR
o VK ERCE 10 min S5, E LAY L HLE FEARTE]
P HL R A T L, FEZERTIE] 0.2 s, ko E 2
mm; B 5 A E T A 3 mL BiE 5
ANALRRH RIS 0F T &2 T6 24~48 h J5 ,— &8>
FH BRI FOR T £, I 5 A0 Y A0S R —
£ 7 000 g/min B0 1 min WCEE 55 Ak /NER 5 40 i, 7
FHTCTR Y BBM Hi 95 5L Uk 3 1k, 485 23 5115 5 000
4 .000.,3 000 g/min B 0> U5 B T ¥ 19 /N BR 3 40
Ji, —35 43 F G A ddHL0 B I 78 56 ' 18] B 1k
BT WSO, — B2 T A T3 AT 100 mg/L
RABEE K 19 BBM [EA-Hi L, i i B s i 15 3% 4~
6 MG A B SRR TR TR B
G TC B 0 A 25 ke J5 B 1 10 L 19 ddH,0 H,95
CHAS G AE R PCR L A4 AR, I PCR A I FH
Pk FERE ,PCR 25 1F[F) I

124 FRFZEHEF  SHUAFRGEE K7
JA B E R BB IR TR R A o 2% o
WOHR FE Sy B DRI 3R AT S 0, AR A 5 6 245 SR 1E AC
SRR AR BT

125 ERFEREF MRIEHRHRLEER T
B TR 2R S A 3 A PR, BT IE 32 2 5 3R DA AR B
FER AL IR R R 1,

F1 EXTRERFITR

Table 1 Statistics of orthogonal experiment results

5 | s
WL JE/V i

P72 | PCR T

H 53 % H 53 % [EE s
1 1 800.00 12.00 0.40 0.00 10.00 0.30 40.20 33.17 26.28
2 1 000.00 4.00 0.00 0.00 2.00 0.00 46.50 27.96 21.50
3 1 600.00 20.00 0.30 0.00 8.00 0.10 60.80 37.70 29.26
4 1 400.00 8.00 0.20 0.00 6.00 0.40 51.30 52.54 42.03
5 1 200.00 16.00 0.10 0.00 4.00 0.20 57.40 26.37 20.98
6 1 200.00 12.00 0.30 0.50 2.00 0.40 59.90 13.59 10.19
7 1 000.00 20.00 0.20 0.50 10.00 0.20 63.10 32.18 25.87
8 1 800.00 8.00 0.10 0.50 8.00 0.00 56.40 46.53 37.28
9 1 600.00 16.00 0.00 0.50 6.00 0.30 59.90 32.94 26.26
10 1 400.00 4.00 0.40 0.50 4.00 0.10 53.70 33.65 26.26
11 1 000.00 16.00 0.40 1.00 8.00 0.40 42.30 19.27 12.70
12 1 600.00 12.00 0.20 1.00 4.00 0.00 54.80 29.08 22.41
13 1 400.00 20.00 0.10 1.00 2.00 0.30 66.80 40.88 32.48
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RESEARCH ARTICLE WANG Wenlun, et al:
the Transformation Human Lactoferrin of Desert Chlorella

ks i | A % o

BRI | B W

Wi/d (mol/L) B 1% i [E]/h ( ,i/f I/ )
14 1 200.00 8.00 0.00 1.00 10.00
15 1 800.00 4.00 0.30 1.00 6.00
16 1 000.00 12.00 0.10 1.50 6.00
17 1 800.00 20.00 0.00 1.50 4.00
18 1 600.00 8.00 0.40 1.50 2.00
19 1 400.00 16.00 0.30 1.50 10.00
20 1 200.00 4.00 0.20 1.50 8.00
21 1 200.00 20.00 0.40 2.00 6.00
22 1 800.00 16.00 0.20 2.00 2.00
23 1 600.00 4.00 0.10 2.00 10.00
24 1 400.00 12.00 0.00 2.00 8.00
25 1 000.00 8.00 0.30 2.00 4.00
1.2.6 5477 % 85 B B 5% AL R 19/ BRE 40

JfL 24 h ST 8 kAR R B0 R A 4E L, T 400 pl
R B, 100 wL 840 M 1 Eor 28t ) W
BT SRJEH 300 pL 4B ik A T 3 A
TR PTbEm A b, 3R 4~6 Al G b
L KRR Y 2F 28 Pk A v B AR 7% PCR AR A6
W25 5 19% 1% 3 B A 8 1 P D A U

PCR (Polymerase Chain Reaction) JZ I {4 % .
ddH,0 8 pL, HFEREAMW 2 wL, 514 (HLF-F/
HLF -R)2 plL,2 xTagq PCR MasterMix (TaKaRa,
China) 8 pL,3t 20 wL ¥ 341K &

PCR (Polymerase Chain Reaction) JZ . 2% 7 ;95
CHZAEPE 5 min; 95 °C Z2M: 60 s,62 CiE k 40 5,72
CHEH 2.5 min, 35 PMEH ;72 CLEMH 10 min, 4 CLE
17, ¥ R0 B4 2 2 133 bp,PCR P24 i
1% 17 B g W58 Ji¢ FL Tk Az 0

K H PCR FBovh it AL f e PE AT VP4 AR S 55
B BRA I e AR AT AR AR IS 35, B R A H 3 B
H RNA % 5% J5 R ) PCR # AR 56 UE H ) 3 B
(HLF) 2 & A7 1E R IE W] Hast e fa e 1k . Horf RNA
(4 A% B8 TRIZOL 1Y B W 3 647 5 e e sk
TAKARA #9350 @b AT, AR 45347 ;PCR
SRR Z A L

LRI

2.1 JRALFH K pCAMBIA2300-35S- HLF-GFP-
OCS $¥ERHRTHKIE
K PCR ORI ' 51 B I i B X A4 S 119 28 R i

AMHLBIEFY | OGS | PCR M

WIREET | iy et T %1% T %1%

(mol/L)
0.10 57.00 42,05 3332
020 56.60 3636 28.83
0.10 57.10 2323 17.63
0.40 63.10 36.46 2659
020 36.70 3102 24.53
0.00 67.20 2929 21.66
030 60.60 2054 13.80
0.00 58.20 14.99 9.33
0.10 39.60 24 25.30
040 39.10 35.26 27.76
020 42.00 41.44 3170
030 6330 19.32 13.85

ITHIEFIF L, it PCR K45 HLF fil GFP H (13t
,HOH Y 4571 K/ 2 133 bp AT 750 bp, WA 1
(a), M ZOEMEE B MBIEH T GFP AE7E/NER 3
Y ik, HohaE &4 GFP 1/NER 40,
LA GFP /NERBEAR I, WLIE 1(b), SEEe 4
SR R AR AT LR TR I SRR AT,

M 1 2 3 4 5

7500 bp
5500 bp
3500 bp
2000 bp

1000 bp
500 bp

2133 bp
750 bp

M ADNA MakerlIL; 1 -4k A FLAJER RISk (5GP 25 5 5
SO BH X

(@) KL A PCRAG I 45

LA IYEAIE, 2 A BTN i
() BURL AR AE DI/ BR B AN P ¢ (0 9 2] 1 R B Rl 21

B 1 f&#3& pCAMBIA2300-35S-HLF-GFP-OCS £
EREWEERIE
Plasmid vector of pCAMBIA2300 -35S — HLF -

GFP -OCS is detect and express fluorescent

Fig. 1

protein
JINEKGER 20 A A K 2 B I E
LA/ R 35 20 D 0 5 % R B R A A, OB B A
DA, il /N ER BEAR M AR R 22, LI 2, AT 2

2.2
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22d, 7630 d A4 BT,

0.81
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2 46 8101214161820222426283032
BiJRmt )/
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Fig. 2 Growth curve of desert chlorella vulgaris

23 BREEXBRER
231 teAbd iR FEE SRR EX DB
BEAN N AT ARSI, o i SR L AR Y ) Bat
L POLIAMEE R RIPCR BIYEE 0%, AT 3
UCHL S SR I A5 ROR R, W3R 2, S a2 SR UL IR
3. AL, AR T RSN 1400 VI ) 40 7 2
FEAN 56.20% , 56 FHAEF- 357 73 % 30.83%,
PCR BIYEF35 0 505 0 39.56%

®2 FREGEFREZGTHREANE

Table 2 Electrotransformation efficiency was detected in

USHIEl

different breakdown voltage condition

PCR HIHEF
B 53 %1%
1 1000 54.46 1831 24.39
2 1200 58.62 17.52 23.51
31400 56.20 30.83 39.56
4 1600 50.26 26.04 33.20
5 1800 51.18 28.85 36.99
60
50_ /\/
g 40p — BT A
S| ‘/\/ — JORIE T A T 55
K \/\/ — PCRIMEFH E 4h 2
g0t
10f
0

1000 1200 1400 1600 1800
LRV

B3 AREFEEFHTHIEER
Fig. 3 [Experimental statistics and results charts under the

different breakdown voltage conditions

232 ARACRRR M RN AR SR A A R
AN AT H AL S 43 )30 SR A0 L BOE T 43
B N B 43 3R PCR B 7 43 3 8% 3 I
SSLE AE ROR (8, WLER 3, S 4R L
4, AHUEAERR IR I 8 d, BL AT I 2 i B0 2 R
52.94% L FHIYEF- 31 73 R 30.20% , PCR FHE
FEIE 3R N 38.29% .,
R3I AEMREFRZFHTHEELRE

Table 3 Electrotransformation efficiency was examined

under different microalgae cell cycle condition

4 TR R
. MIBOCT | 96 HEE T | PCR WY
B 7 i 4 \
PRI gy 1y ¢t I 1%
1 4 51.30 23.63 30.75
2 8 52.94 30.20 38.29
310 50.80 21.64 28.10
4 12 53.28 21.38 28.06
5 16 62.40 24.70 32.44
60 /\//
S — QT T 4%
= 40 — ORI 5%
& /AJ_/ — PCRBHE T 4
20
0

48 12 16 20
[pe el e LRI
B4 ARBEFAPHIHER
Fig. 4 Experimental statistics and results charts under

different micro—algae cell cycle condition

233 ARACHEE AR R [ERE E e X
ANBREE AN ML B AL PSR AT R R AL SR 23 )l
SHAME BT A FEOE TR T 20 %A PCR LT
OrA K 3 W R S Y S HR A R OR MR, IR
4, B AR IV 5, n] R R IS 2 57 R W 0 mol/
L, IS ) 4 i BOIE 26y 53.70% , DG BAPE -3 F 43
g 27.87% ,PCR FHIEF- Y5 73RN 36.17%.,

234 ARACHE AN RHIE E /BRI
PEAT AN [ I 6] 9 Ak B, SR 5 64T L B A 52 55, 2 3l
CoR AN A B R GBI 1 7 SR A PCR B
H o3 AR 3 U A S0 Y A SRR S (R, IR
5,54 R IV 6, AR AEZ ERE] O h, LY
MM IR 51.24% , 56 HAE 351 70 58
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28.01% ,PCR PR32 1 73 % 35.55%.,
R4 AEEEFNKEFHETHBEBELLE
Table 4 Electrotransformation efficiency was detected

under different osmosis buffer concentration

condition

BERW | B |
JE/(mol/L) | ¥IEH 432/ %

1 0 53.70 27.87 36.17
2 0.1 55.36 27.22 34.45
3 0.2 53.88 25.88 33.35
4 0.3 61.56 20.76 27.25
5 0.4 46.22 19.82 26.24

60+
— . _ ST T 52

40¢ — ORI A%
T~ —PCREIMETHEAR
o 0

HIor /%

0 01 02 03 04
BB IR /(mol /L)
BS5 AESEFRENIRER

Fig. 5 Experimental statistics and results charts under
different osmosis buffer concentration condition
x®S5 AEEENEMEEZGTHBRERE

Table 5 Electrotransformation efficiency was obtained the

same penetrant osmosis treatment Chlorella

Vulgaris under different time condition

¥ | PCR FHEF

4%/ %
1 0.0 51.24 28.01 35.55
2 0.5 58.60 25.17 31.78
3 1.0 55.50 25.95 33.53
4 1.5 56.94 20.84 28.11
5 2.0 48.44 21.58 28.69

2.3.5 ALl R bR R E XA BRI Y /N ER
£ LA 00 A [ e B Y P o 2 PR AR S HEA T L B AL
SIS A3 0 SR A B B A SO B M A R A
PCR FHPEE 4328 0% 3 R 5 5000 1 45 SR FF- 3
H, W2 6,545 B UL 7, nT Hlfead i o 28 v il

50 /\/\

v AR A
T tHUEEEAR
20 T —PCREMEVHEER

545 %
w
(=}

0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
B/
6 AEZEFAEREFEE ST RgitE
Fig. 6 Experimental statistics and results charts under

different time of osmosis treatment condition

el 0.1~0.2 mol/L, LB 1) 40 fE B AL % 51.16%
~53.64% , 5ICBHPE 35 73 N 26.35%~26.38%
PCR BAMEF XA 73R4 33.47%~33.81%,

x6 AEBEEMERETHRELYE
Table 6 Electrotransformation efficiency was obtained
different

concentration condition

under electroporation buffer

w
=1 BB | HMBSET | YOG | PCR T
BE/(mol/L) | BIH/TH/% |  HHBFI% YH 5% %
1
2 0.1 53.64 26.35 33.81
3 0.2 51.16 26.38 33.47
4 0.3 58.16 22.53 29.37
5 0.4 51.14 23.86 31.42
60
\/\
50
‘;:Z 40 — AEESCT 5%
= 30 T — YOt
&R ———  —PCREMETHH %
20
10
=% 01 02 03 o4
AL o 2 DB B2/ (mol /L)
B7 AEBHEHNRRENEIRER
Fig. 7 Experimental statistics and results charts under

different electroporation buffer concentration

condition
2.3.6 RACT KT F AL R AR BREF B /N ER B AT
IS T A TR Jo e B B BORL AR e R AT L B AL S
5, o3 0 s H A B BOSE AR D' B T 2 R A
PCR BHPE T 34, % 3 B i 45 RT3 1, L
T, YA R DL 8, n] R E A TR e v SR A 4
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I, HEEBHE E 432 PCR A B 4> SR AERG I,
HE/ MBS R 22.02%F1 28.98%

FR7T FERMNREBRESFGTHRENLRE
Table 7 Electrotransformation efficiency was detected

under different plasmid concentration condition

BURLBT R |, S .
G ;;ff ISR | ot Y | PCR T
O BTESR% | EAES | BESE%
(ng/mL)
1 2 49.90 22.80 29.17
2 4 58.46 22.02 28.98
3 6 56.62 24.81 32.01
4 8 52.42 24.95 33.01
5 10 53.32 26.98 34.39
60F
sok /\/
§ 40t — SO R
= gl OmMTESR
& —— —PCREMEFHAAR
HI[ 20.
101
0

2 4 68 10
JORL T R/ (ug/mL)
B8 ARRHMREBKRENIHER
Fig. 8 Experimental statistics and results charts under

different plasmid concentration condition

24 EXTIRHBERMLBRELER

3 A PR R KO G A S S 25 R R & A
PR 36 B AN K OSF30E T 75 B3R K P 1 1E 38 5K
IR UEAT A SE M SE 88, DISRBUR AL M L S5 fb 5
3 2ok X S 5 B Y 45 R A TR 22 A AR 2 L B A
B FE LAl TR 1 400 V 132 501 8 d B &
FIHE 0.2 mol/L 3BT 8] A 0 h JFk: it H vk BE
6 pe/mL L G2 MR R 0.4 mol/L, 4 i # 5t
FH 51.30% , ZOGC AT 24 E 43 % 52.54% ,PCR
PRS- X8 53 3 42.30%
2.5 *H PCR FEMEAREMEHITIEMN

XA S T AR AR e AL BE MR AT K IR, BB
PN A 50 mlL 35 5 W25 0 s $2 B RNA | 2 5%
JE K HLEF st AG feoe M, SCg 25 B3R W HLF
SR BETE VD BN R AR AORAE S A DL B A
X AL RO I, SR IR A5 R WL 9,

4500 bp
3000 bp
2000 bp
1200 bp
800 bp
500 bp

200 bp

2133 bp

M:DNA MakerlV ; 1:26 — 4~ A PCR ¥ 45 %, 2:55 04~ H PCR
Ko 25 3R 5 3:58 5 7 PCR A6 I 45 57 5 4:55 /A4 7 PCR A& il
5L 5 XTI
B9 XAPCRFERMNEEREUHITERE
Fig. 9 Genetic stability of recombinant desert Chlorella
was detected with PCR

ﬂ: A
3 2 i

YEE DAL T /INBR 3 L o e A 1 25 1 IR 3RS i
FERY HL o 3 fb 25 A 55 T ARG 3 1 7 Ak K
Ve, HAOE-E 43 F ik 42.30% PCR FIPEF- 3
ARk 52.54% ., EEEA B AL R E
It 20 B A T A B RN AL S A AR &, R PCR
AR T e B A A ARG I K A L A T 1 B A R
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