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Abstract: One plant-transformation-competent binary bacterial artificial chromosome (BIBAC) library was
constructed which represents the first large genomic DNA fragment library generated for Phyllostachys
pubescens. High-quality, genomic DNA extracted from young leaves of Phyllostachys pubescens was gradiently
enzyme-digested with a gradient using BamH 1. Desirable DNA fragments were isolated by pulsed field gel
electrophoresis, ligated to the dephosphorylatedion carrier pCLD04541 with a mass ratio of 3:1, and then
transformed to Escherichia coli DH10B competent cells. This was followed by blue-white screening with estab-
lishment of a binary bacterial artificial chromosome (BIBAC) genome library. Results showed a high recombi-
nation positive colony from which a BIBAC genome library, consisting of 10* clones with an average insert
fragment size of about 105 kb after detection with a pulsed field gel electrophoresis, was constructed. The
BIBAC library was 5 times larger than the Phyllostachys pubescens genome. The construction of this BIBAC
genome library laid a good foundation for related genome research. [Ch, 8 fig. 18 ref.]
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ryza sativa, 55 Sorghum bicolor 57T AE YA AR = W [RIWEPE , IR A R /KRS o B AT 218 Bk IR 41 2 1) F
HRARSHSENME, BT B AL T 5 RETEE Bk, A H T e % B i s B, sz A
BT R DIREHE R AH 2= 0F 98 B, HRHUBE Y AT D) RE L DR AL AT 5% WIS 25, JHE e PR 4 000 20 DA vy Jo
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PR Fr BOAE P4 DNA B9 R A BE R B AT 5%, R B WNTLAR I N CBATAR . Xt 4 1k
pCLDO4541 (H ik 22k I s ) K/ Ry 232 kb, XU E BB Y, &F LacZ 3:H; KIHFFE Eschrichia
coli DH10B Iy [ Invitrogen 23] ;5 BRI N VIEE BamH T, DNA 43 F 5 bR A/Hind 111 1 § TaKaRa 23 #] ;
Lambda Ladder PFG Marker ) H NEB /@) ; 25 A i K W H Merk 2 7], T4 3% £ B S 0 24 8 B2 1 i
(CIAP) W R LI A Fermentas 23] 5 HA# AL 735U Dy [ 7 23 Ml
1.2 Fik
121 EHARAGZHTEHEER DNA H & 55 712 (high molecular weight, HMW)DNA (1) 4515
S M R Bk IR A SO i o A ST AR Zhang S5 RO RR Y 0 B BATRE R 4 v A T R e K
DNA, HIEAOD BREL 6 A0 M0 AZ 10 70 25 S5 e 3, A0 nY 2% 5 HMW DNA i bk o 37 Bk e s vk, HMW
DNA 1) K s g £ B Sk oo e ok [ i
122 BRSO A& A5 S pCLDOASA TR (A7 HHEFD T & PR 2 9 LB (Luria-Bertain ) [ b 5 96 2t
b, TR, PR TR IR T LB WAAR IR b, # 15100 SRR, R SRS R) 20 Lo 62
i R UTURL Y, LA A A B % B O Al A K Al Ak S ) BORE T B4 Y VTG BamH T #1 Sam T 4y
I R FEATEEY) 1 h 5, TR B ER AL T 37 CARIR 1 h B ws iRtk . AR JoOkL ot i e, F5 2 x
16.67 mkat-g™ (15 |l BamH 1 %} pCLDO4541 347 BRI PE I 1k, bl ) Sz 4k 22 700 U0 5 ok R 17
J B R AL 3 VE S 2k ORIy 210, TV P4 8.0 g-kg™ TG M Ha VRN, S 9 b 5 ok B Ry 10.0
mg-L7",

123 wHMEZEXMATE GG ff DHIOB FHkR] LB P, 37 CHEFRIK; PR b T 5 mL i
& LB 1535k, 37 °C 220 r-min™ $2 14 8 h; 44 1:100 ¥ %, [ S5 4kLe 555 2 ~ 3 h, A a] B2 i A 0 127 i
WGCEEAE s DA Jooo fEIREY 0.6 A7, K = A S5 Gl B T koK 8 v 20 20 ming B PR EE A TG 250
i, 4000 r-min™ 2.0 5 ming 7 LW, IMAGKRBRERZE EREAR, K 10 min, 4 000 remin™ &
O 10 min, #IE 30, RATREFE BIF . IMASFIRTRY 100.0 g-kg™ Hlr, 20 pL Sy A4, I HiHA
VR R i A-80 CORFAIRAE .

124 B &Lakagem DL T4 3% 52 5 50 506k BEok 5 oK Bk BUR 8 R E 1T B 3%, &1 pg #F17T LT
Eedt, R AR TR Y T R RSO A R S A TR ) B AR AR D S BORE R AR B A A



55 28 5 4 WA BATRA BOOUIT A BN TR (AR 3 [ SO R A 529

125 #aELi MR B8R 3:1 B TR A, 50 CTFI#A 1 min, B EIEEEGFIMA
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REHE, NVUGREHACERESH, URTFEEA R BOR/AN, Gs PFREF RN, AT H K2
2 000 MB) 358 S HY R4
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0.8 Mb LA'F, FRAHIME . By G Bl B AEefLrb o BRI, 4 i m 25 DNA AT DL SO &
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Figure 1 Pulsed field gel electrophoresis of genomic HMW DNA of Phyllostachy pubescens
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VR A2 1 R A O 0 40 B VD AR I S % 8 40 1 i DNA R — A B e o FH PR o N VTl BamH 1 %}
EAT R T DNA SEATBRBE YT, BEZE WA B 0380, T4 20 i 3L A1 DNA BR il 1 il 1 R B o 8 0 /)
(B 2), X5 Zhang 55" LI EEU) 3 0 = 0 i AR — 80, ULHILEAT @ 20 75 DNA BT LA 7 1)
B, ABEE TR BOCEM

H2 E2HAHEES ST 2 DNAKH LRI
Figure 2 Gradient pre-enzyme digestion of genomic HMW DNA of Phyllostachy pubescens
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Ji, DIBCL 1 100 ~ 150 kb (BB BER 5% . WAL 3 P, A E > M DI & 100 ~ 150 kb B AT R 41
DNA Fr BEBERE 4y o Q55 2 A i i, #4555 1 o B U0 R (W e B A BER b, ik ol ol 9k 58 B ) 4
1 W ESITEVIBGE A 100~150 kb K/N Fr BepBERCER . W& 4 froR, SRFER 7 M OTHCT & A A B
JE R 23 o

A3 RARAXAEGFIRSBSEK B4 ERABMXHEGFE2RGH 5 =K
Figure 3 First separation and recycling of Large Figure 4  Second separation and recycling of large
genomic DNA fragments genomic DNA fragments
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2 2 WA B Ja VIN & B 0 R B iy e B
A 3F R, A Jbk e Sk A AT R
o VR SE eSS, AR E K i Br DNA i
TR 73, PO BB 2 5 B2 1Y)
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S 3% HE SN B S, B AE 0.025 wm
() Millipore 5 b #EATHe4E, I DA C MM BE 1)
ADNA 1EZ: [, i) v Uk i 2 MR 40 J5 DNA K
BB R (B 5) o ARWFST IR Bt
DNA [ it & 4 i 4 20 mg- L',
22 BEWMHE5EN

i BRSDS i, 24 fige 125 il % 1) pCLD04541
kL DNA DL Ak 4 46 55 %5 2 B o slifb 2 5
FH R i N U) § BamH T 1 Sam T 43 51 % Jig
KLHEATEG Y] . TE AR 0BGV IEE 0 Sam T
YITh 2 4541 ; BamH T EgYI N 1 55507, 181 6 19
SRR WYIZE R 5 IEH R pCLD04541 )
HEEY) & o H10 g 2046 19 5Ok BamH 1
AT Y, PR CIAP K H i s ma b, M
1525 F T R K v Bt DNA JEH219 20k DNA, O T 50 uE AR 0 B 5, T4 3% 42 1 43 50 % I % 5
RBEBE R AR AT B %S, i R FEE DHI0B, 25820, BiBh)E 2k B & 10 5 58 5 Ak %
T 7= A ) SRR LL /N T 1:50, 545 Sambrook 5§ “SRTE M ARE . I, ZRRBEBERCR AT, 4K
SRERTCIE A%
2.3 KA E B EZSMEMGE N

B 1 pg pCLDO4541 JiUki %4k 20 pL & il i i sz A A i, Ak 25 R an sl 7 Feos, A W R I AT
DHI10B 5% Al %32 25 M R8CR AT Ix10° B IE UL - g, AR T A FE AR, T LA 3 2 2 12
ER
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Figure 5 Concentration of recycling DNA fragments

B6 pCLDO4541 % %
Figure 6  Electrophoresis of pCLD04541
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A7 e&ASmieitis B8 TR Bk 3 B ik
Figure 7 Results of shock transformation of competent cells Figure 8 Pulsed field gel electrophoresis of recombinant plasmids
24 EESHNL

HEA W) P R R A G R B L T R AR R BRI RS 1Y R 5 B DNA S B a4 o
W 31 ER R, LA &9 DHIOB &Sz 50 b A7 s i 46 4k, 37 “CREIR 14 h 5 BEAT i B0 e PRI
PE, 10 A vike, fRAF T A SRR, JEREAT BIBAC SN 241 3C7%

BESLBEIR 36 > H L re ke, SDS SRR LR IUBURL IS, LAJSLAG 25 BORE IS IO 3 21 BORE Y 23 1 R
ANIEAT R P L PR AN . S5 RERWT: 32 DB A A T, HE4I R T8 R/ T 100~150 kb ([
8), TG BRI K /N 27 kb, SR E L] s BE A4l A R B 90~120 kb, ~FEIK B 105 kb, £ EAT
FENZLR/N g 2 000 Mb, 3Z3CEM YT S A BATHM 4L,

3 3t

AL DNA SEEOT 5 T e 48 AR G it b A ] sl G 1) 4y LB 170 K% Al 2 5 0 A% R il xR 70 A O A
I, BrakA3 iy DNA Jp 7 i AE 20 kb Ze v, JGik i i KA B (100~300 kb) SCIEAG LA 2K o AT 58 A H]
IS 58 Sy PRI 8 ) 1 4 A 00 35 DR 2L 9 0 1 i DINA ) i AR IO A%, 5 A 388 G o e A o
Bk, ZJa s AN RGIR AR N, BEAT A0 A 1 2 A E A B 5B, AANMTAS 24> EAE 1 Mb LLE
(W% DNA, B 354% T B IEH Lm0 7 i DNA, Sy ARDRR R A dE B8 T R kAt

BIR Al 1% A U BamH 1 F8 3 i U1 G @ /R DNA BOR/NASZE (19 DNA J B, — MBEi i ik il e 3 [1 i 100
kb DL E R/ R B AEEAE IR e, 7R 22/ 1 Be (i << 100 kb)) iy T BELE SOW T 7 = 100 kb P I
AR B, T M SN SR R B SR o R, AS S0 0 i U145 3 19 R F Bt DNA JEAT 2 AR A
] K ek, 3 1 ORI A ) DR/ ) B P T OD R Bl 2 A B 20, 5 2 U UK UL 28 0 B R R
AR/ BUREI 2B, 00 90 kb LB R B BoAE—E KRR, — T EBR TN B, i B 4
HH R DR AT R i e G SR

RO sE e B DNA T 28 5 J5 4300 LA o 34 38 2003 i/ 80 B o i dfa i o PR 1 P 17
BEAb HARH SCHE R, i R 2 SRR RN s R TG, A AR R S R U7 2 AR BH P e R
UGG X e BORL B R AL AL PR EEE B, MR AL AR 800, WK A % A %, Ab PRI 2 T B8R
PR32 BN Jo ik R S i Bt e, DR, 7 X 80P E AT IS AR TR AL A BRI, — 7 1T 28 7 A% ST 40 o 7 0 TR T
(CIAP) B FH &, I3 —J7 TR SRS B 3t 42 ol 0 A S DL N 1] o AR PS8 T 9 CTAP B2 16.67 mkat-g™,
Wi S 0.5 h g L 0.5 mol- L7 Z ik U LR (EDTA) & 1, A H i K A SDS J57E 56 “CKif
0.5 h, Dififi CIAP ki,

TEDRHOC T, KA BURAE 4 CF 24 h ), M8 wn 2, T IR5HA G R KRR
B AU BT BIBAC SUES AL 1 A vk, FEPLPEI 36 S vale, i bk oz v Pk i 3
T 6 5 T AL B 4 B A7 BIBAC SCPESF- 246 A B 105 kb, 3R E 41 %4 m i P ok, R85 5 %
BN, AW S G BT B . B PR MR D32 (QTL) & (7 45 se e . FE 412 i WF 52 4T
TR S
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