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A E

A zvfell Exjsts dEAN e nEZ=lols de] T2 TEEE FAA
AE gl dSAHU nEEE=eote] genomed 9] genomeol H]d| =2}
Aoz F MEi)Hol Exste WAL 2 gz = EFHc) o
T oAEI Bl M UAR S dde] FAabe] ofF 82 Mol genomedlol 3,
2] Sx Egte] M7 Fe] genomedlo] 2UTh(Borst and Flavell, 1976:
Wallace, 1982). MEN T 7o AT TA oldol= Al 71 Atole] DNAL] AF -
Fo|FE TAYTE o] DNAY ol Fole X7t 7tuE Wake] o), @izl
2 EAU aEZECol2 Ry HoR olF, HEAHE FE uEZE=zo}

22 o]58 ot ute A 9lch(Fox, 1983; Farrelly and Butow, 1983; Timmis and

3
5

Scott, 1983). o]/ & DNAZL o] M7t=A] 7]F Atojof A o]Fo] o] Fojx]lE w7t
Feoluh, 2 BEEA oo cisids 3] e nir gdok. 2L A gt
o] 7hee ot EE 1) ME7|#He Fgelrt HEL E3 DNA transformation,
2) tlE genomeAle]2] direct recombination, 3) plasmid, transposon IE&
virus 3 ‘?—J%' cytoplasmic ®i7iAel 2%t o]% Eojr}(Stern and Londale,
1982: Stern and Palmer, 1984),.

A ES 9FA genomed T | PEoln, n[EEEglole] genomeo]
ZFojct 2 2717 vl ohE21(200~2,000 Kb) e tlz2FH o2 JEH 2 genone
= 7l 120~217 KbE WSttt P EH 2] genome 242 o E AHYFH 10~
76 Kb 2 7]2] inverted repeat2 ¥t# T I ¢l=w], o]=o] 80 Kb, 20 Kb &
=2 Z single copy® ¢t Z2 single copyF 9 & Z7 I xlolo] T3 alr}
(Ohyama et al , 1986: Palmer 1985).

3t n]EEZ =0ty FAAAYdz e gEAH FHAA = prokaryoted)

2z o) FASlvh(Weil, 1987: ¥hitfeld and Bottomley, 1983). &= &

A o] Haped

-

2l= FE polycistronic o|ol, E. coli& operonzl & A}stA] o] Fo]
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ot Exl, 94EA FHAA L coliFAAE 2 d71Hdgo] v & FAbstct,
M), 600 78] P2 SAALY upstreanol ¢l WAL E EH3 Az JE
H FHztY] A FE FA2AE, J5HLE prokaryote?] I 2} o H]=s=slc)

(Link, 1984: Gruissem and Zurawski, 1985). & &3 S &=} 5 -3} 3'-Le

{9

E. coli®] promoter L-4¢l -10, -35 %%, terminator?} =25}z, E. coli
2] RNA polymerase= in vitro, in vivoold HEA FARE FAZsIA AAd
4 oleul, °]Z& prokaryote?] promoter® WS FIAEES M AUE B
elr}, 3, o8 gFH %32}9«] o] & 8t promoter £ ti¥t in vitro
nutagenesis(Q@ 7| cha], AtA], F7DAHLRE 17p + 122 HE HIHe gl=
-10, -35 promoterfdy I F AL HHFI FHAle] 4ozt AE WL
EHN o5 829 promoterEA 2] 7[5 prokaryoteolA el IR mff F-a}s)
ch= Zleo] Ao 2k (Gruissen and Zurawski, 1985).

JFA L] BAZ| 77 o] T Feo] B rtA] HolM HAAH LT prokaryote
HA 545 23 gley, #HIo 7o st dEFA et el el ot promoter
atololls F 2% AMEAHQA atolzt glct. A, FEH Y E. colig] polymerase=
ME rE Eeld Edo] grtl. weE eleold] polymerases rifampicing] =) 5lo]
A AAE AEE £ odoevt, d9FA ZaAs %S UA] dsvrh(Grissenm et
al., 1983: Orozco, 1985). E#, GHF A= in vitroolal HAE Al &sled
super-coil® template® W2 ZF 3}, novobicinel] & <oA= €A, E.
coli polymerase= 42l relax® Ae]2] Y FH templateE A A3l
(8tirdivant et al., 1985). E¥F =22 RNA polymerase= E. colie] A X
Tt ¢4 =4 DNA templateol] cisl YW v X2 promoter ZeoldE& Helrh

{Hanley-Bowdoin et al., 1985). @& FAAAY 713 493 EZL ota 7

of

&% uel ol @ FAAAI ABM S UWE H, oz Hwyivks
|

olth. o ol Bul, Wol sl 7 Yye] TAHE BYHol BAHE B

B

3 ZFolM %= rbcl(ribulose~1,5-bisphosphate carboxylase® large subunit

A

fe
o
e

Yo wAAZ b F2 AT gy stutoltt, o] mas A AA

HroEgE 2 YAl Bt A=

L

WAL Co;

N
oX
rld
o
i

i
3
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CHd} =2
T

T

1. rbeL#F A A7 2 multiple copy®2l 2t &4 (Moon et al., 1987)
Nionocistr'onic?_]_ rbelF A 2l= polycistronic¢l atpB-atpt A 2SSz} &7
rbel-F A 2ALEE o] F 3 ATl o] rhel R AAE EYSE INAZZHE E2slr] 9]
3, ATAZ AFA9 rbcld probeE dto], Hindll ATEAZ Fald Ho
genomic DNAS Southern hybridizationg 3l¢ltt. BoldlA, HindIE AHFTH &
2] genomic DNAolE FHeolx 7702 band?} hybridize E lcth(Fig.1). Z&
Southern blot-& rbeLt Z Y atpB, atpf2 % 24 hybridization¥ Zz 79
ZHe pattern2 Y grtl. olx= ZtzZt2] band?t rbelF A AP rbel-atpB- atpf o] U}
O Wy 235t 9oy, welr band pattern? lelltipliCitY‘\E' B 2] total
genomic DNAo] o] F R =}Fo] nultiple copy® EATE & n|gic}. =3 47] ) 2]
HERE 44 LEEld DNAE o] &3ste], FHZI2S WY LZF Southern
hybridization§t Az}, rbcLfFH A2l multiplicitys AT E LElU = A
o] otulel, 2t sfAimict uEltE ZAeog 9HE ot
. GEA, uEZ=elol, #F o drielAd fFeiH

Zd, Z} band®] ©] organelle origind 98 7] #s &FA, nlEZ=g

Jpw

2t bande A 7tA| 71

of, @ Sold 27 TZY EEES DS o Blel HLE WHOF Southern
hybridization® %}9ith. Z} DNAe A UlElUlE o]l & band ZbZhe] Acfd Zbetx
S 4% A3 9.5 Kbe} 5.3 Kb S DNAYOl I UnAEL nEE=¢
ol o] DNAel ol Ao = uepylct.

k-2t AE B 2] total genomic library® A Z3}e] o|Z 2zt bandE UlEh
= HindI DNAZZE weldid F, 22 pCt-3(9.5 Kb), pMt-0(6.9 Kb),
pMt-1(5.8 Kb), pCt-1(5,3 Kb), pMt-2(3,0 Kb), pMt-3(2.5 Kb), pMt-4(1.5 Kb) &}
watgrt. o]E ZZ9 clone2 2FE plaswid DNAE A A 3F, restriction
mapping® Southern hybridization® 3l rbel-atpf-atpf-trnM-trnV -§ 3 =} F-2]

#AH=5E 7} HindII DNAZZhoY bzt wix|sl4c}(Fig.2).
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Kb

10~ -Ct-3
-Mt=-0

-Mt -1

5- % -Ct-1
3- i -Mt-z
-Mt-3

1= _Mmt-4

Fig. 1. ¥ 2} total genomic DNA hybridization ¥4,
B 2] genomic DNA(5ug)-& HindH -3]s}od, 0.9%2]
agarose gel® 7| <3-F% * Nytran filter® blot
% ¥ Al 2] rbcL® hybridization 3}gich.
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2. ¥4 oL AFA rbel-FAATE ] 2 (Moon et al., 1987a, 1987b)

HE Ao EAS= AoE B ct-3, ct-18 HH AL A ME 243
AX, FFY ct-3= 2P rbel-atpB-atpf-trnM-trnVF A2 S T st R
L2 vtetytch. ®¥bHel olF el ct-14 rbel® Z$ initiation codon® ZEE
834 bpelFoll= 156 bpe] o + ¢t HI/IMEol HindI AtF7ia] A%
EF ct-19] atpfH Al 7] AAFL Holst e o] e Tt wetd, ct-l

2 71%& ¥ ¢ g rbeL® A A (pseudogene) T & 32 e Ao B vlebytct

3. ct-12] pseudo atpfe] U¥ (Moon, 1988)

Pseudo atpf2] H-@AAt= I "-35"promoterR4ol @7 stz chaE ez
coding®l 4712] @77t Ao rA 498749 ofuj=at F 296718 ofm it
7hd 8 atpfd o] Jhedith. o] SR A atp R AxlY UPARE
transcription3} translation®] T TIAE ZAlsleith 1) Transcription THA o
Ae HEH promoterE EYUIIE  atpfe] 5'upstream® promoter’t gl:=

chloramphenicol acetyl transferase(CAT)®H A =lo] £ E. coliod CATEAS

J

AT 22 4H pseudo atpfe promoter?] HaAlFYH L oolH olri(Fig.3). 1 A
pseudo atpfe]l WHE promoter CATY WHE S=3 uvigden oAL o
promoter?t 1 -+ 32}l atpBE AAA A + al& L 2n|sdtm ulelM pseudo atp
B7F vie] HEA oA I pRNAE BAH

L5 HoA = productE ZASIETE pseudo atpf® F-8 AA4EH wiwye

Yt 2) o] nRNAE R B A4 H

ttlo

4980] o}yl 246 a,adZ[o]| 2, ct-32 SRHI atpfHHAE HE Ay ghazyg
Z protein gelold AridFes FTHE £ art. ¥ dEA YA pseudo
atpfitE 2 EAE H3Z) 98] AIFA atpsehd o] chy =72 polyclonal
FAES o83t Western blotd ¥ F, A ct-39 atpf® F 8 HPH 3
ednte] HAHIT, ct-102 FE A&YuAde HAEEA doirt. ol AL
ct-12] copys=7F o] mRNAZ} HZ, w3z atEe] % ct-3°] IABT YA
A7l dZelAY, ct-18 o] ALNo|EE ATPase AAEYME L4 H3|
ot FEFA U A FaE o] els) el HAFHAY WEeg ®eloh
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pBR325

8
* @ pBR325
e

|]011UO0D

pKK232-8_

: Ct-3 atpB

Ct-1 atpB

= ““‘

I —
/\I -

Fig. 3. CAT H#zjof 8% pseudo atpBo] 2]3] A CAT A 4HE29)
chromatograph. atpS—CAT §% 3 xzxl= A8y [ CO“E-TE“—-] PEE,
acetyl coA, [14C]-—chloranphenicol% who#t & 3 AFE-2 gilica gel plateod
Mzl AlZicl. pBR325E B A WP E coli2] F2E 2 pKK232-8(promoter?} %l
= CAT $-3z}2 717 plaspid) 2 ¥} APV H E.colie] $2E2 77 positive
2} negative control® o)-2s}gich. I: [14C]-chloramphenicol IV: CATTH¥ 7 el
Yo o)} acetylated® [14C]-chloramphenicol (CAT assay2] 4t

4. njEF=gjolR o]EH rbcLlHAAE2] 4 (Moon et al., 1988)
nEaseohfel a3t 22 Ueld A dAY rbelsAATE Me-08}
Mt-1, Mt-2& &3] A3 E43tsct

(1) GEA] rbel-Fr AR nEREe|oj22 o] F A7
Mt-02] restriction map& GF A Y ct-38 A} o§ FAEIH, Mt-1,
Mt-22] 271.& 4gs] vtEch(Fig.2). W AT d714d ZHLE Mt-09] g7]

NP ct-39] 27o] w3} 91%8] FAEG, Me-13} M2 73%2) FARE BRI
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ole AL gl o] ¥ OFe] FAAT YElUE g8 HolFxE T
CHE DNAC|'EAZ]E &u%ttt. F Mt-0= Mt-lo|ut Mt-2RTH "HH = o|ZE3t

Ao® BATh oA MEyTAtel2] INolFol A%EHE FHEAL A,

2) N ceolE o|FH YEA DNAY F A 4d

o] %% rbel S HAT F FHAU Mt-0= rbel downstreamo] So|3HA rpl2
AAE 722 rh(Fig. 2). ©] rpl2fAAE dE4 SAGE sl AR 945
#) genomeAt®] ¥ inverted repeatd] Toll 322, rbelE FH 27 20 Kb,
40 Kb "eolAglrt. nEEEe]olo Mo 53 {FAA rpl27t rbel® ZHSHA

A g §AUES WA A8, 1A 3 origind W GFAH LY rpl2E

135
bel
H— 4‘—r|—|—r CT-3
XB X PEP
135
rpl2 K’M rbclL.
MT-0
HXX X X B PE P
rpl2 kv
Hrl—# b rice chloroplast
HXxX X X E rpl2

Fig. 4. ct-3, Mt-08} rpl2 2 =%} cloneo =] 151 bpe] 1%, 22 H4F
#£¥ rbel, rpl2 §azbe] zdapurerd vheluis] shxe? 24l ¥ S 151 bp repeat
2 vepdch, Azs2 = afe] rpl2ell 7% 151 bpoll ®]Rspod pepyt 135
bp2] 7] AAES ivtepPdch. AyrFE Lol ofx} : B, Bglll; C, Clal; E, EcoR
I; H, Hindl; P, Pstl; S, SstI; X, Xbal
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w8 £t (Moon and Wu, 1988a). HEA|2| rpl2E sequencingdt A3}, 151
bpe] DNAZ2Z}e] rpl22] upstream®} rbcl2] downstreamo] FE L8 st Ao
2 93 AchHFig. 4). wetd F FAY o FFL2E £x3l= 151 bp repeat

& %3 homologous recombinationel]l &3l F - =x}jrle]le] DNAZL AlAH e g2 H

F BRI N2 ZHA AuAE A2 RAri(Fig.5). nEZE=z|olg o
TH olg FAAEY LPAF= vEZ =0ty JEHN HAITE vzl
FEY g ovl. HEEZ A4 E uEZ =20 FHALL promoters eukaryotel]
A B
(rpl2 .~ IRp
‘\ & ‘X _rbcL
«® A
e 135
/ Homologous
rpl2 Recombination
75
IR
B 1Ra _rplz 1%5 _ rbel
) reqrrdng:d rpl2 EMt-O
Chloroplast ‘ Mitochondria

Fig. 5. Mt-0ojl» 151 bp repeat-g E32t homnlasrus recombinationol 2)&) 2] o]
vhorpl2fizbe) ajujx] 7)2g dAdste RARE. S ®AE Fig, 48 £
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MU SR, g8 (EE prokaryote) S8 xte] 723 v t=ch(Moon et
al., 1985). welA, nEREelolR o|FH GEA FAATL n|EZE g otulel
A gEEz s ¢ 5 Ao

5. 943%H 4212 cosmid libraryH] &2} 4

oA 7]&=%t rhelf-A AT nultiple copyE TR AAsIA EM3n w9
= genomed] AANHA Fzeol [AR vfAFTE ZAF37] I8 cosmid
library2S H =59 t}t. o] cosmid librarys ¥ 2] total genomic DNAE Sau3A=
&l

4 grEo #Htl, rbel, psbA, rpl2, atpl, cytF §& Z#3ste] ®EE probe

)

2 40~45KkbA 71¢] DNAZ ZHS E |3t cosmid vectordl pWELSS] 4

e -z
lo M
ol

[ne

£ o|&, libraryZE screend}o ‘2007}]9—] cosmid clone{Cl~C200)bankE ¢4t}
(Moon and Wu, 1988b). whelM o] 200702] cosmid cloneZ W o GEA F =g
IR E 2 FEHog sty Atk olE 2007f2] cosmid cloned
restriction mapping® Southern hybridization® & E43Ft A HE3A genome
AAE ciE3t= 578 cloned &2l FU3aict.

Fig.62 w2 gEA Lol ol& 5719 clone(C30, €50, C155, Cl61,
C162)2] 2125 X o #vi(Moon and Wu, 1990). T3 g Z A 9] rbelF 42172 o}
9 ct-12 ZYUIE cosmid cloned H2[89] restriction mappingt
subcloning, chromosome walking 52 & ol 83l ZHE d7A4gdE AH
shs ddol HFolrh EF o] cosnid bankBHE AZLH rbelF AT L
23 ¢l mEZ=zjol DNAG Mt-08 E¥sl: 2712 cosmid cloned 22 &e)
st em Me-1, Mt-28 X E3tE cosmid cloned #a8lel, ¢lo] Wy g ol &,

A3 A sttt

167



Oryza sativa

Chloroplast DNA

134,525bp

Fig. 6. #2] < Eaatofae] 5702] cosmid clone2] ¢z, Ref ‘3‘2%}
petunia &M genome-d 7IZtoE ¥ ujxE, Fof LM vl2] 45A
genome (Hiratsuka et al., 1989)§jof o] % whx|%F ZHolct.
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a4 £

M dE5A w5 53 2 Frlvd FHFe Hedte Y ddas
€ UELT rbelw A7 E2l, JFE AT WY rbelR AL wif 553514
multiplicityE UEIA® ol & F 57 copy7t M3l EAME At dFA &
A8h= rbel+ AT B F ocopyd @UIvfde] EAFHAL I HEE 2Hsste
5'upstreand 7] £AE F2 EAEHAvE =3I uEE=elote] olF HAS rbel
Al s ME &AM FH, 2 d7] Md UE ofF Fol AAF AU ol
& WAR, B FAAMAE T rbolFAAL Wl glelAe sl g% x4

Fol AFHLE d7H Zoltrh
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