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95% F| 5 LE M I (1) 5% » JT I 5k B SR 40 g BL A
L K U B 40 L R 5 3R IR ) o e A, IR
T3 B A T M PR 3 IA B TR AR R R R K
AR, JF HAF 2 3205 B I () B . X 2B 5
HBR A T ARG 5 Rk R AN T o Wk, AR
I3 13 ORI 5T T B0 AE TR A0 U R DR 0 3R A I [E) SE
s Bt A U5 I DAL A B SROIR A D 11 2 8 2 S e

Ji AF BE W BE R i ) P 41 (adeno-
associated virus ( AAV) inverted terminal repeats,
ITRs) KA 145 bp, ¥ & 8 T H I3 K Rk G m
PN AT LA 32 0 I ) SE K R LA A R A v Y K
TR0 K™ . L BT AW # (Woodchuck
hepatitis virus) % 3% J5 i #5 JC 1 (post—ranscriptional
regulatory element) i # WPRE, 5246 3F W] 78 H 1) 3%
[KI ¥ 3” UTR i A WPRE A DL i % ik 2 Jf 48 K &
I ) P o A 2 S IR F Y A A A T R i K
P29 R M E A G %[ (Truncated Vessicular
stomatitis virus protein G, VSV-GED) [ & 2H A+ IR 9%
HEAK PR B0 1 BRI A ) e R

AT FE A AT IR 3 75 D 24K, LU o R 4 8 ¢
JeH 1 eGFP Jy R 35 FE N, /3L 37 UTR 4fi A WPRE
DA 2 ik 2, I HAE 2% 0 9¢ % R E 3R 38 & 1wy )
i N ITRs SR SE < 3R IA I [0], 3t A0 38 K F1 IR 0 75 4
VSV-GED {8 B4 {b LA S 5 B 3 20 4o K g 3 4 10 3
Y150k B G SI9 B R 4i L, SR AT A T A AT R0 B
12 4 /D S0 22 i T 4 i COL 4 i) d2 Jim ) A £
TR BE M S S (TR AW RIETE O AR
e PR TR S T B 3 T A v o A E ) R IA
WERGE

| O R SN RES

1.1 ##
1.1.1 #iE MMM E. coli DH5a- E. coli

DH10Bac [ [ e V1K 2% fik A2 49 75 5505 50 5 42 ik 5 S19
L U4 2> 5 0 48 Jig 5 A B (OL) ply 28 VT K 24 1
A S E AR .

1.2 EZRAH &0 B HIE D) w2 0 R 10 i
(CIAP) {4 B s 2 il (Primer star) W4 [ 5 B4

TR B2 7 RNA F PCR 72 4 Akl %) & 08 A
Sigma 73 7] ; T4 DNA 1% 42 i . Taq DNA 2 5 ity
Fermentas 7 Pl 23 w5 R4l £ < /s 5 i RO 7 &
Vi 8 TE AR A\ DMEM B 925604 H Hyclone
AT SP00 1T SEM. XUt (5 7 £ 4k % %) IR 2k
1. 3% ( Fetal Bovine Serum) W [ GIBCO 2 #|;
Cellfectin © Reagent % 3¢ 7| B Invitrogen A & o
1.1.3 & #i: pFastBac [pH - ]. pFastBacl Iy H
Invitrogen 24 ) ; pWHV8.pCMV-VSVG ) H Addgene
7] pEGFP-C3 ) H Clontech 24w ; pAAVdacZ
H Agilent 22 %] ; peglk F % JE A5 209% 15 8 ; pMD18-T
Vector Jl) H K& R Y TR H KA w; pFB-VSV-
GED-WPRE. pTEFal.pWK ( - ) . pWK. pWKATR.
pWK ( =) «GFP.pWK-eGFP.pWKATR-eGFP H 4 5
1.1.4 335149 : N H % 1 DNA Star i1 51 ¥ H
T H B R 4 3G, I 51 A B P D) i
VI s BT 51 % i Invitrogen 24 &) & s 514 Ok
AEW LA 100 wmol /L, f& 47 T+ - 80°C K 4, T AE K
JE %5 20 wmol /L, £ 47 F - 20°C UK 4. 519 7 %) W
x* 1.
1.2 FHEBHAK pWK HWERETE

LLTRL peglk 4y A AR , WK2 Hil WK3 214 PCR
P 1 EFla JEK L, % EFla 3E K PCR 7724 i 1, &
pMD18-T 3% 4% ¥4 #d i ki pT-EFla. LLJT R pCMV-
VSV-G.pWHVS8 4%, LI LMI Fl LM2.LM-d0a #I
LM-0b 4 5] 4, PCR ¥~ 14 13 ] VSV-GED F B
WPRE F B. ¥ F B VSV-GED 1 WPRE #f A Jit b
pFastBacl 1, #3 3| & 4 i ki pFB-VSV-GED-WPRE.
FHBR 2 N Y B Xba 1 A1 EcoR 1% ik pT-EFlas
pFB-VSVGED-WPRE A7 XU U)o K5 3k 4 il U1) 7=
Y EFla (Xba 1/EcoR 1) «pFB-VSVGED-WPRE ( Xba
I/EcoR 1) 4 0. 8% Ly i # 4¢ Jie rlL vk %5 52> M1 H 18
40 J5 Bl T4 DNA MER: G 16°C i &8, k& A
EFla [f] pFB-VSVGED-WPRE # &y 4 & pWK. Hl
2 pL FRIER =Y pWK # 4L E. coli DH5a K22 75
M T EAZANEHERERKRERMN LB Bl
SR, 37 °C I R 77 IR BH R VR R R iR
R VR EUTOR: DNA, B3k Xba 15 EcoR 1 XU V) %
E pWK ) 2 1) IF 4 P .
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Table 1. Primer sequences

primers sequences (5°—3") source restriction sites

WK2 TGCTCTAGACGTGAGGCTCCGGTGCCC peglk Xba 1
CCGGAATTCCGGCGGCCGCTGATCGAT

WK3 peglk EcoR I-Not I-Cla 1
TCACGACACCTGAAATGGAAGAAAAAA

LM1 TAAGGATCCTTACGCGAACGCGAAGTCCGAC3- pCMV-VSV-G BamH [

LM2 CCCAAGCTTACTTTCCAAGTCGGTTCATCTCTAT pCMV-VSV-G Hind 111

La TGCTCTAGATTGCTGGCCTTTTGCTCACATGT pAAVacZ Xba 1

Lb TGCTCTAGAGTAATTGATTACTATTAATAACTAGTACGCGTGCG pAAVacZ Xba 1

Ra ATACGGTCCGATGTCTGGATCTCCGGACACGTG pAAVacZ Rsr 11

Rb ATACGGTCCGGGAGAAAATACCGCATCAGGCG pAAVacZ Rsr 11
CGGAATTCACGCATGCTTGTCGAC

pA TAATCAGCCATACCACATTTGTAGAGGTTTT PEGFP-L3 EcoR I-al [ph 1

LM9 ATACGGTCCGTAAGATACATTGATGAGTTTGGACAAACCAC pEGFP-C3 Rsr 11

LMd0a CCGCCTCCCCGCCTGTTTTAATCAGCCATACCACATTTGTAGAGGTTTTA pWHVS

LM-0b TAAAACCTCTACAAATGTGGTATGGCTGATTAAAACAGGCGGGGAGGCGG pWHV8

eGFPA ACTGAATTCGCCACCATGGTGAGCAAGG pEGFP-C3 EcoR 1

eGFP+ TCAGTCGACTCACTTGTACAGCTCGTCCATGCC pEGFP-C3 Sal 1

M13-47 CGCCAGGGTTTTCCCAGTCACGAC

1.3 FHEHHK pWKITR B9

# LATRRATR Kk 51 N ¥ % 84k pWK 5 48
o, T AL 2 75 7 ITRs 3414 8 # ik pWKATR . ¥
FEG R 2 L pAAVLacZ 4 BiH, La (Ra) #1 Lb (Rb)
514 PCR & 5% LATR.RATR K. A B 61k A
VIl Xba 1%} LATR ) PCR /¥ Je pWK 247 5 il
1, W1 7= 4 LATR (Xba 1) F1 pWK (Xba 1) 28 Jit 1]
Wef5 B T4 DNA & Bl 16°C o % iE 8, E B
pWK-LATR ¥4k E. coli DHS5 o 8% 52 25 41 0, 5 2L it
AR UKL DNA. 4% & 7 LATR ) pWK @y &4 4
pWK-LATR.

FHBR )7 N U) 6 Rse T1 % RATR Al pWKLATR
HEAT B ) K g ) 77 ) RATR (Rsr 1) 5 pWKLATR
(Rsr 1D) 28 0. 8% 3yt I B 456 Jig vBL UK %6 7€ J5 % H 10 4%
A, R i RATR (Rsr 11) 5 pWKLATR (Rst
ID) F T4 DNA i $52 i 3% $z, 3 3 7= ) ¥ Ak E. coli
DHS5 o JE 52 25 40 0 » 6k 24 A 105 32 IUTURE DNA K 7= 4
iy 44 A pWKHATR, 3+ X% H 3E4T EcoR 1, Pst T XU )
Y
1.4 FHFEBHEK pWK(-) B9

¥ 81 pTEFla 5 pFastBac [pH — 1 347 i
), Wil ] 7= 4 pFastBac [pH - 1 (Xba 1 /EcoR 1) FlI

EFla (Xba T /EcoR 1) Jf] T4 DNA ¥% 4 g 3% £, 3%
W E. coli DHSou & 52 25 41 M, 4 3 #2417 EFla 1)
pFastBac [pH - ] #r % & pWK¥B-[pH - ] EFla, Jf
XfHCREAT Mg ) % E . AR JE UL pEGFP-C3 J B AR,
LM9 A1 pA 24 5|4 PCR ¥ 3 polyA JE A, ¥ polyA
5 pWKFB-[pH -] EFla #E4T EcoR 1 /Rsr 11 i 1)
JG EHE ¥ T H A PolyA [ KL iy 44 b pWK ( -)
BRI P ok BEOBTRE > JF REAT Xba T /EcoR T XL U #5:
W
1.5 SA%B K pWK-eGFP.pWKATR-eGFP.
pWK ( —) GFP Byt

4 LL pEGFP-C3 Jy #5 b , eGFPA I eGFP+
H 514 PCR ¢ 3 eGFP Jk [, Kt eGFP A P 3% 2
F| pMDI18-T vector, BH 1% Jit ¥i fir 4 4 pT-eGFP, H]
B ok 2k A U) B Sal T A1 EcoR 1 %) pT-eGFP.pWK.
pWKATR . pWK ( —) # 47 XU U, K F Bt eGFP
(Sal 1/EcoR 1) #1 pWK (Sal 1/EcoR 1) , pWKATR
(Sal 1/EcoR 1) \pWK ( =) (Sal 1/EcoR 1) 4} 5l i
TR, R W b 3] E. coli DH5 o J 52 25 41
FfL s A PR 5 RL 4 ) i 44 8 pWK-eGFP, pWKATR-
eGFP, pWK ( =) -GFP, 343 | 44T Sal 1/EcoR 1
X ) % 5E
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Figure 1. Construction of recombinant transfer vector pWK.

1.6 EHETF KRS F KR KX BacmideGFP 5% 3
S19 4/ A1

¥ pWK-eGFP. pWKATR -eGFP. pWK ( - ) -
eGFP #: 4k E. coli DH10 Bac J& 5% 2% 40 M, 32 B 5 41
Bacmid DNA Jii K, i # 41 FF AR i 75 2 4R 84K
Bacmid-eGFP, 3 43 %l iy 44 & Bac-WK-eGFP. Bac-—
WKATR-eGFP.Bac-WK ( - ) GFP. i F ] & 41 #F
ARG 7 %7 AR 248 Bacmid-eGFP %% 4L S19 4f Jiig, A {4
W Y 77 v 4% Cellfectin (©) Reagent #5 3 71 & ik W 45
HEAT B g% 72 h 5 R E AL AR FE PL AR, DL
eGFPA I M13 —47 5| )0 ek i P1 AR 241 41 4R
95 B KL K 41 DNA 3E4T PCR B4F o ¥ 5 30F 1F /3 11 &
YUAT PR 2 P1 AR G0t B4 K 1S9 B Ha 41 Jifa 2
U 3R AT P2 P3 AR 15 fifs 45 Vi JF 4 SO i il AR
4 W B AC WU B M B A RS E P1L P2 P3 AR
T 5 5 LIRS o i 8 %) 5 41 AT IR 9 55 0T #E OL 41 i
ik R (pfu/mL) = 4 FL 25 BF 50 x 7 B¢
80 x 1/ L9 5 & (mL) , P3 %95 55 30 & 4 9
1.23 x 10° pfu/mL (BV-WK-eGFP) .1.32 x 10°pfu/

mL (BV-WKATR-eGFP) . 1.04 x 10° pfu/mL (BV-
WK ( -) -GFP) .
1.7 EEANRFSREOL AR EZERAER
B S

Ak 50k B OL 4 i H T i 3 A v S s
L2 x 10" A1 /fL g Fh T 96 FL41 1% 9% 4k, 37°C
9% 12 h J5 0 N 4 5 3 (multiplicity of infection,
MOI) &y 40 f) P3 A8 FF 4k 9 5 BV-WK-eGFP. BV-
WKATR-eGFP.BV-WK ( =) «GFP,37°C #5712 h J5
SR i DMEM 58 43 15 58 W - 1n) B 5 W0 I N £
WP 1 mmol /L 1) T T2 B V8 R 088 i 3 73 452 G B8R
75 AT R0 B8 4% 4% OL 411 i )5 55 9% 24 h, X4 i
BEIK eGFP ik 1 L BEAT WL 5%

X H 2 AR B4R G )5 B OL 41 i 98 47 40 g [
S M AZ G, B e BE 2\ TE2000 B 5] & 52 0 W
PB4 I B 25 M eGFP Rk 1% UL, SR 4 41 il 1)
HEASEISTRURIIE - S Sve- SER ik R LIk gy
AN g 1 K, R AT 23 A b AL AR 5 1 B S A0R
SRR =F BT NRESOTOCEA AR
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B B AR, W — SRR AL 6 AN A
A FR AL A, i CellProfiler™ %2443 M1 43 31 6 AN FEA
(¥) eGFP 315 48 £, IO B4 J5 52 Xk “eGFP -3
RRKILTRE ", Bl “eGFP RIBHHE .

2 GIRHI

2.1 FEEBHKX pWK.pWKITR.pWK ( -) .
pWK-eGFP.pWKJTR-eGFP.pWK ( - ) -GFP #j
MEER

pWK.pWK ( =) & Xba 1 5 EcoR I XL 1),
pWK Y] T 5939 bp [#] pFB-VSVGED-WPRE } &
S 1184 bp (1 EFla Jy Bt 1 pWK (=) DI T 7 4
pFastBac [pH -] £ 1184 bp ] EFla F B, pWKATR

(A) M 1 ®) M

bp

13088 =

7500
5000—

bp

13000 —
7500

5000—

Se— «—2750bp

2500—

%4 EcoR 1, Pst T XU M V), 3k 73 988 bp, 1376 bp,
5150 bp ) v Bt 5 BEAR (AR A5 UE B T Bk JFURL A4
M IE i . pWK-eGFP. pWKATR-eGFP. pWK
(=) -«GFP 4 Sal 1 F1 EcoR 1 X1, 4> ) 7] 4]
7123.7514.5689 bp [f14 47 & 750 bp (] eGFP F B,
R TR AL )
2.2 FHEFRKFSH PCR WHE

1§ 519 eGFPS FI M13 — 47 XU 3k (1) P1 AR
4 #F R 9% 5 BV-WK-eGFP. BV-WKATR-eGFP. BV -
WK ( =) -GFP ({2 K 41 DNA #t4T PCR 46 3iF » & iiF
SR 2, S EMAREFHT B E H KA
FF I 45 UEWI 3R A3 AR 35 0 S AT i N H IR
B B V9 2

<«—3000bp 2500 — 2250bp

2. EHITIRFH BV-WK-GFP.BV-WKATRs-eGFP #1 BV-WK ( -) «GFP ) PCR £ R
Figure 2. PCR results of recombinant baculovirus BV-WK-eGFP, BV-WKATRs-eGFP and BV-WK ( - ) «GFP. Lane 1 is PCR
product of BV-WK-eGFP; lane 2 is PCR product of BV-WKATRs-eGFP; lane 3 is PCR product of BV-WK ( - ) «GFP; lane M is

DL2000 DNA Marker.

2.3 EHFRFSREE OL HFE eGFP gy Rk
&R

B 4-A 2B, T ATATROW 742 % OL 41 i 5 » W
B VSV-GED 1 WPRE JG f} [f) BV-WK-eGFP. 75 i
VSV-GED.WPRE F1 ITRs JG {4 [f) BV-WKATR-eGFP
7E 24 h {5 ] AR R B O BB AR I H 4 a0
bt 5 TR ) SiE K, 96 6 3 TR R B W I, 76 72 h
BB Ve (SR RO R B R E 3 fix), A
BV WKATR-eGFP [ 2 G FF &L i 2 K1k 52 144 h J5
TFUE R o 1 B 2 %) 41 BV-WK ( - ) -eGFP ff 5%
St IS ] e, K 2970 48 h T 4 A W B 5% k6 [ 2
15 75 72 h 3k B dg e W 9O R S I ) AH 6 R
96 hjg FEAANKIL . JA, &H WPRE I ITRs )75

# BV-WK-eGFP. BV-WKATR-GFP %% 3 3 iA % B
b T B G R ITRs g % A3 20 ZE K eGFP ) K 1A
I 1) 5 B4 I 41 BV-WK ( =) eGFP %EK T 72 he

Kl 4-B £, 2 VSV-GED % %4k, [1) 7 41 K1k 99
# BV-WK-GFP.BV-WKATR-eGFP 7F 72 h I {1 #%
SRR A AT 57.3% <69. 1% , 1 [ 74 % g BV-
WK ( -) -GFP {2}y 32. 6% . VSV-GED i % 4¥, (1] kT
AR5 7 BV-WK-eGFP.BV-WKATR-GFP % 5 OL 4
IR £ B T B 4 445 R BE 9T ) R BV-WK (- ) eGFP
> T 24 h, JEH 72 h (T R0R 0 B
1 25.7% 36.5% . HiW] 2L VSV-GED %% & i A
A 1) T AR PR B T S B o E N OL 41 i (¥
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(A)

(B)

average fluorescence expression intensity/%

transduction efficiency/%

-

J.EAMTRBFENS eGFP £ OL 4 Fp AV R IX1H R (200 x , 72 h)
Figure 3. eGFP-expression in OL cells mediated by recombinant baculovirus (200 x , 72 h) , Karyotin of
OL-BV-WK-eGFP (al) , BV-WKATR-eGFP (a2) , BV-WK ( - ) «eGFP (a3) ; Expression of eGFP in
OL-BV-WK-GFP (bl) , BV-WKATR-GFP (b2) , BV-WK ( - ) «GFP (b3) .

(1 BV-WK-eGFP .
B BV-WK-ITR-eGFP 3 g
B BV-WK(-)eGFP

3.1 MHABEATFKRFSHEE

B ARAT PR BE AE A 3 A0 PR DY 0 R 0k R DG
7 A TR ST AT A2 AL 2 — Rl B AR T
HoA S AR LA o RS 3
e 3 B SRR A0 T 1 280 AR 2R IE RR B Tl A A
LR 22 BAOK R IE N ) i A il 3 A AL 3h

48 72 96 120 144

th MM EFla J2 3 1 K A I s i WPRE. VSV-GED,
[ BV-WK-cGFP ITRs JG 4, ¥ 8 e 32 2 5 41 AT IR % 8 R & 81K
—— L pWKATR 8 F 3k A A2 45 LA de. 7 F 7 10 97 0
i b, BARIE S WPRE. VSV-GED ITRs ¢/ 75 #12 5
: MR EN FAEE R XL A A EEEMH, H
TR W 50K = A oo 4 [F RS R R AR 0 5 8 A,
JEAE OL 411 g o 2 18 A5 S8 R, A 552 56 1) 8 1 o
Y o 21 R R 05 B R R T L AR SRR AN M B B AR AR

FAY Tl 8, 5 A % 5 1 B 1

24 48 T2

3.2 VSVG REMAHRFESESHUEMLILER
A SCHRRE £ VSV-GED {5 28 £k, 1% 4T IR 995 25 %4

t'h

B4 AR EAIRG E 8T R REBRE 0% L AR 20 B8 10 FF UR 95 25 1 5 BRI 40 4
(A) &E OL gﬂ]ﬂﬁ*ﬁ"]&?—‘%g&g (B) %L*ﬁ% 15 'f% [15] . TLZI—(%%EP BV-WK-GFP.BV-

Figure 4. Average fluorescence expression intensity (A) and

WKATR-eGFP f) # 5 20 E % H M X B BV-WK

transduction efficiency ( B) of different recombinant

baculovirus in OL cells.

(=) -GFP H] 4% &, W fig 5 OL 40 g & I & A7
VSV-GED I3 {47 5%, i 45 v e 3 ROR A5 LA L.
EE 55 SCRRARIE (1 15 5 A7 W 2 22 0, I AT e 5 40 i
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RIFP A KR I EIE R RE 75 6 2 Fh 4il o 5 3k
AT O G 7 TR H
3.3 WPRE 3 F eGFP HiEME &M

WPRE 2 5 K ) RNA AR oo ik 42 =
RNA 192 5 8 1R A6 n] DL S 90 5 5% Ja /K1 1 1 48
SCEGUE AR H I AL 1K 37 UTR 45 A WPRE 1] DL 1
T4 K R (1) 2 a2 R JE K TR N [H] o A SR A
ARG R4 A N WPRE I & 15 FH I8 fig 0% i 45
IR R [ B0 2 0 0 R v 60 45 1Y

ARSI R, 547 WPRE (1955 75 55 B X A
B AT % Sk ) B R A0 ¢ Y eGFP 6 3k 9 R v 7E
Fe ik B & I 4 WPRE 9% 7% BV-WK-GFP.BV-WK-
ITR-GFP ] eGFP 1A 5 B2 8 2 = T M1 M%) I BV -
WK ( -) -GFP.
3.4 ITRs X F eGFP FRiLkHIE M

A S W % S AL AR 97 OL 4l e & B & 1
ITRs 15 73 LE 97 75 %5 B R a8 B [ K 72 he AT
UE B T AS 5256 30 1k V8 I ITRs Sk 48 K 26 34 I8 7] (1) 1F
it . AR5 P iE SCER 1) 90 KB K R IEE ]
KRZEE, SO R PR AT e 5 P 0 B0 40 & 55 9% 41
I BRI IO R AT OC . (H & TTRs (893 I 119 7 4 15
Fom G RN I T — K8 e ] DU LA 77 A2 K
BRI, B 5 T 2 R R B E TAE. A HF5E
B, ITRs K 9 #5 5B 19 Ik D 21 3 3 o SRR i 4 1 =
M) 22 T AR S T H 1 53X 26 22 T A 1) 1R A8 5 1 R R A
PEUY EAT T ITRs 76 LA A 10 AR 1 OB A 4%
gt — AT

2 2% WK
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protein improves baculovirus transduction efficiency in

Construction of recombinant baculovirus vectors started
by EFl«

Dongni Gao, Liying Jin, Jingping Ge  , Kun Wang, Qi An, Wenxiang Ping ,
Zhuangwei Lou

Key Laboratory of Microbiology, Engineering Research Center of Agricultural Microbiology, Ministry of Education, College

of Life Science, Heilongjiang University, Harbin 150080, Heilongjiang Province, China

Abstract [Objective] To improve the transduction efficiency of baculovirus and exogenous gene expression level, we
chose a mammalian cell-specific promoter-human extension factor 1o promoter (EFl-o) , used virus pseudotyped tools —
truncated vessicular stomatitis virus protein G ( VSV-GED) , added woodchuck hepatitis virus post-transcriptional
regulatory element (WPRE) and adenovirus inverted terminal repeats (ITRs). [Method 1We constructed two improved
recombinant baculoviruses transfer vectors named pWK and pWKHTR with the pFB-VSV-GED-WPRE. The recombinant
transfer vectors pWK-eGFP, pWKATR-eGFP and pWK ( — ) ««GFP were constructed by inserting the Enhanced Green
Fluorescent Protein (eGFP) reporter gene into the downstream of EFla promoter. Constructed recombinant plasmid
transfected Sf9 insect cells, and observed the expression of green fluorescent protein by using the inverted fluorescence
microscope. [Results] The fluorescence expression rate of BV-WK-eGFP, BV-WKITR-eGFP containing WPRE and
ITRs was significantly higher than the negative control, ITRs can effectively extend the expression time of eGFP, the
expression time of eGFP in BV-WK-eGFP and BV-WKJTR-eGFP increased 72 hours compared to the negative control BV -
WK ( =) -GFP. The transduction time of VSV-GED pseudotyped baculovirus BV-WK-eGFP, BV-WKATR-eGFP was
obviously shorten in OL cells, and reduced 24 hours compared to the negative control BV-WK ( — ) -eGFP, transduction
efficiency were higher 25. 7% and 36.5% than the negative control BV-WK ( - ) -GFP, respectively. [Conclusion ]
The experiments proved that the VSV-GED could effectively improve the transduction efficiency of baculovirus, WPRE
could enhance the expression efficiency of the exogenous gene significantly, and ITRs extend the expression time. The
research will lay a foundation to explore improved recombinant baculovirus express exogenous genes in vertebrate cells and
research the new recombinant live vector vaccine.

Keywords: baculovirus, VSV-GED pseudotyped virus, woodchuck hepatitis virus post-transcriptional regulatory element

(WPRE) , adeno-associated virus (AAV) inverted terminal repeats (ITRs) , elonggation factor 1o promoter (EF1-o)
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