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Germplasm Enhancement in Maize: Advances and Prospects
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Abstract: Transgenic technology(genetic engineering) has become an important approach in maize breeding,

and its commercial use has resulted in the reform and even the revolution of global maize seed industry and maize

production modes. The release of transgenic maize varieties have contributed greatly to food security, environmental

security and farmers’ income increase in the world. The advances in transformation techniques and transgenic

breeding in maize were studied, and future prospects and main tasks in the field of transgenic research in maize

were also proposed.
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Comparison of different genetic transformation techniques in maize

*1
Table 1
Fefb ik (/=
Transformation method Advantage
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Table 2 Comparison of different recipients in maize transformation
Z Ik A= B a5
Recipient Advantage Disadvantage
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Table 3 Major insect resistance genes used in commercial maize varieties
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Gene Source Protein Function

crylAb I BT Bacillus thuringiensis subsp. kurstaki — CrylAb 8- NHFREH Pt 5 B

crylAc I = 4 AT 18 B. thuringiensis subsp. kurstaki ~ CrylAc - N#ERE B H R AR FORAR A
strain HD73

crylF I & FE B. thuringiensis var. aizawai CrylF 3-N#EEH Pl 5 R

crylFa2 K BB =B HFH B. thuringiensis var. aizawai 1) ABWiRLHY) CrylF -NEEREH A Pl 5 R
eryl F A5 3L

mocryl F K A=K B. thuringiensis var. aizawai ) BHiLH) CrylF S-NEEEHEA PrigEE H R
cryl F 5 1Ak

crylA.105 2K [ 95 2 4 FF 1 B. thuringiensis subsp. Kuma- — Cryl1A.105 25 F(f445 Cry1Ab Pl H R d
motoensis [¥) crylAb , crylF crylAc & Bk R CrylF \CrylAc )

cry2Ab2 ek B. thuringiensis subsp. kumamotoen- ~ Cry2Ab -INEEEMN iR H R
sis

cry3Bbl A=A FT 1 B. thuringiensis subsp. kumamotoen- — Cry3Bb1 8- &R EH YU B B duRR i TR AR - F
sis

ecry3.1Ab kB 7= &E B thuringiensts i1 Cry3A il Cry3A-CrylAb S-NEEREN Y H A H R
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mery3A K A A= & FT B B. thuringiensis subsp. tenebrio- i1 Cry3A S-H#HREH BT H R AR R TR
nis f) cry3A A

cry9C I =~ 4 FF B B. thuringiensis subsp. tolworthi — Cry9C - N H M YU H B AR B oRAR i
strain BTS02618A

cry34Abl - P4 KT B. thuringiensis strain PS149B1 Cry34Abl 3-NTEREN PO H R dURR R R AR s
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dvsnf7 V5 B RAR R EP(Di(Lbrotica virgifera) TE W 4E RNA 5% 7R L #47F  RNAL TH0SEH bk X Snf7 A ZhfE

WCR Snf7 3£ —1~240 bp i 7 Bt
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Table 4 Insect resistant events with commercial trademarks

FEAL R B AT FFEALA FibRA R
Event Gene Transformation method Institution Trademark
5307 ecry3.1Ab AFFRR L JeIEik Agrisure® Duracade™
MIR162 vip3A4a20 LA AL JeiFik Agrisure™ Viptera
MIR604 mery3A AFFIRL L JEIEik Agrisure™ RW
MONS&63 cry3Bbl FEH AL LI YieldGard™ Rootworm RW, MaxGard™
MON89034 cry2Ab2 erylA. 105 PFF IR AL EA IR YieldGard™ VT Pro™
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7t oo N U NI SR B i i O
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T ER A AR e DR R R OK AR
77 RT3 A DR R KT i 5 R A D 4[]
A RCTB . (AT B AR FH A S R it
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MON87460, H B % K espB & H Al 5T 5 (Bacillus
subtilis), RtV PR 1 B, 1% & F I DI RE 2l i R
KA 3 T RNA e P FRH 128, 4 5 15 % 4 i 2
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P48 4% b 2 8 FE A 4% 35 52 (Atriplex: hortensis) P it
S R S I 3 (K BADH e A 5K o [ Ak K
AR T A AR AL L LOSS e N K

HAF T YU RAFAOFIEIN TR o AR SR
T, PR A R 1998 AFAE R AT e e A Qi S
HEIH - WIR 1L AL i S I gue D e AT K A6
BN IR B9 A ORI AR 2R i £8P I 4 1 R
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Table 5 Important events with herbicide resistance in maize
WAL AT e REVRES TEEALH FIbRA TR
Event Gene Transformation method Institution Trademark
DAS40278 aad-1 BRACRELTAEN Fiefe. PER Enlist™ Maize
98140 zm—hra gat4621 KA IR e Optimum™ GAT™
GA21 mepsps FER AL i L Roundup Ready™ Maize, Agrisure™GT
MONg7427 cp4 epsps (aroA:CP4) AFFRR Ak LR Roundup Ready™ Maize
NK603 cp4 epsps (aroA:CP4) FERAE AL o L Roundup Ready™ 2 Maize
MONg32 goxv247 .cp4 epsps (aroA:CP4) B SSpiocz e o LR Roundup Ready™ Maize
NK603x T25 pat (syn) .cp4 epsps (aroA:CP4) FAE I EFE A S EAIIEY Roundup Ready™ Liberty Link™ Maize
MON87419 dmo pat AFFRE AL i LR
DLL25 (B16) bar SR AL i LR
T14.T25 pat (syn) DA B4 EAY. FEH- Liberty Link™ Maize
VCO-¥1981-5 epsps grg23ace5 RFF AL Genective S.A.
HCEM485 2mepsps S Stine Seed Farm
MZHGOJG 2mepsps \pat PAF IR L JeIEik
*6 CEAldEANTRETER
Table 6  Herbicide resistance genes in commercial maize varieties
Es FERDR Y TrREE A Iy fig
Gene Source Protein Function
aad-1 K H H B B £k HL Sphingobium her-  aryloxyalkanoate JIDSUE 1(AAD-1) U 2.4-D BRI
bicidovorans [ aad—1 4 B2
pat 7= Gk AOEE B 18 Streptomyces virido-  BEF 2 N-LBEE RS BH(PAT) YU
chromogenes
pat (syn) >k B 7= gk {0 4% B T Streptomyces B N- L BEEE S TF(PAT) PR
viridochromogenes strain Tu 494 [
B Ik
bar W JK Bk %5 W Streptomyces hygro- Wi 2 N- LB FLREH(PAT) R
scopicus
mepsps K Zea mays B A 3o 119 55 5 A TR 0 e =3 - oo M

PR 45 L (EPSPS)
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= FER Dl | I fe
Gene Source Protein Function
2mepsps FK Zea mays 575 T A T T8 0 J¥ - 3 1R 5 B oMb
(EPSPS) (BUAAE AR
cp4 epsps (aroA:CP4) AR I A FT B Agrobacterium tumefa-  HUBRE RIS S—IGTENNGEY Be—  os Hol
ciens strain CP4 3R & WL HE(EPSPS)
epsps grg23ace5 K A AR TR IR Arthro- B L Y S B DY A R S0 R - 3—-1 P HOBE
bacter globiformis ) epsps grg23 & R & B B (EPSPS) ¢ EPSPS ACES
LA EH
gat4621 Hi A< 2F HAF 1 Bacillus lichenifor- 5 H B N- 2 BE5E R 1t HUeeH IRk
mis
goxv247 NG KB Ochrobactrum anthro- % H B (L P H
pi strain LBAA
zm~hra K Zea mays BUBRAFRI SO LBk SR A iR als) DL 218 2 R & BB ZE A BR A
5, Wit IR 2 sulfonylurea | KM
fili imidazolinone
dmo W& 2 ZE 5 3% 0 I Stenotroph-  ZF RS AL P12 H 4L dicamba B H 5] (2—me-

omonas maltophilia strain DI-6

thoxy=3,6—dichlorobenzoic acid)

24 BWEAEEEEERTHFL

R b ) B — R P ol KR WA e
ANEFRARAREERE L FHAT, Sk H]
A HEE A T 3 P 4R ), B E R AR Y
A VA SRS 32138 i L A i AL IR S A
AR AT WA AL TR 3RA5 , 88 S ms4S Al

zm—aal WK B E KL, B AR 2 32138 SPT
maintainer, $ AR L TF 4h VAN R OK e Bk
IS, 2000 45 H [ Mk Ko T R A8 B Ja ) 7
Zm13, R FHSE AR 3% A J5 A3 barnase 36 A £
K ARG BL AR TP AT S ARIOAE R TR P AN B,

RT7T CRUUEBHORMERREER

Table 7 Major male sterility genes used in commercial maize varieties

5 FERDRIE e H o e
Gene Source Protein Function
ms45 FoK Zea mays ms45 1 TR TR R ORI
zm—aal K Zea mays oJEADT KRR FEAEM AT
dam KIGHFFR Escherichia coli DNA IR0 HRE T R THUE R ALY K F S 2R H
barnase  FRVEMZFNIFTIA Bacillus amyloliquefaciens A AREMERFMAZIRNE 050 T HUEZGEERE 2 AN A RNA 7 SBUEEA T

25 NMFEHEEEXFRFE

H A7 14 B PO e R PR K = il Ak, (R
HISOEI . ZEPURR 7 T, H E Ll 2=k H R
JAAT B (A RUE RN A R AR AR N VT BEE ] rne 70 76
KR IR, & BAT DR KT OUEE RNA R #547 G
MIRE T, B FARR AR PO A E o bR il
FEDA B HREAE M0 5 (SCMV) 2 LAPSE R IR A (cp)

TR, e A TR AR LR35, A5 B A
BRI T KB AL R, 39220 B 14 52 1 it 3L D9 114 I
0] 55 2 7 A e A B OK ARAS A RISCR ™, U1 A
AP AR RNAG AR B X KRB AL 05 7590 1
BB PV RIB AR, 53 EOR I
PUPE™, R AETF R BOR A K SR 80 B R il
I rep e AN EOK 3R T EOKRZBUREEIRPL
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Danforth FE ¥R} 27 HUCTE K Hp ik ek Bl 43 XUsE
RNA BRI B 95 35 (Totivirus) T H 1 £ F KP4, & i
XPEIRPUIESS , EANEWAEAR KB Lr3d TR/
Hh ] SR 22 Mo T AN S I DR AR A BT L%
B bt — > ATP 45 & Bz iR 1 F L 5K 3R
IR X3 3 AR AR B BT, O BB AR A
BA R,

H1 22 A LB A 1 v i R R E R
B AT AN NS YMERRE 4, L E A
SRR A0 RNATBOR , (g fih i th & R B
B R B — D R B afl CFE TR Ry 57
PEDTER , DA T ol 2 25 LR 7 o LT AN 38 2 ot 5

ESE S|

2R o

2.6 MEEEREX~mAL

124 R 1k, R AR D0 B2 i PR K A
A 11, B Renessen LLC 2 )il i FE A AL i, 418
2 E& R B AR FT B (Corynebacterium glutamicum)H [
AL E R & ML I cordapA A EK B
AP e A R B AL SRR LY 038, Ho AR 44
Mavera™ Maize, H7E RV R 40 5 48 RS HH O
1 SBgLR ¥ A E K Il AE R TR R R IA, K
PR P A A PRI E RS A D SR R o Y
AR SEEA AR N KA ORI T
R Pa-FL A E A, B TR & & e e e 1
29% ~ 47%", AdE AR AL v i = R e A A B A
GhLRP 75 F KA1 HRe S e 3k, ] 41 i it 2 e 2
T Ry K ORI IR i TR I T
12 i, LA v 3 3ok 107 FH B BUEE RNA AR
19 1 22kD o= K By A 1 3% R A, DA T 422 = it
g RN rats N SES L 7 18 TNy SN 7L ]
() 37 - IR I 1 -5 - Wl R i TR 3k 340 Dt Tilg ik K]
(EcPARR)TE E K MR Re 80k (i £ R Fh Trpg &
F i R 1) 10-kDa 8- £ & AR 24w, JF B
HABBER 8 135 5 B PR B BE DA bR R A Y A 2
MR i LU B MR H 28 28 B101 4 7 57.6% , FIAE:
XSGR G Pt T H A R R 11S
BREE R AR BB DR AR 0 B 3 i g
155 32% , — S LT B LR 5 A R 8% ~ 4490

T B Ay, A AR AR A B
Umbelopsis ramanniana T F K& 5% 48 B (Neurospora
crassa) ") IR IH O- T8k FE 45 RS il KL [ DGAT2 s
AEAK, KIK B 5 K B 5 B AR Z il 0 35 i
AR 26%' ", K SeEE N FIE K LEAFY COTY-

LEDONI(ZmLECT)FE R 33 323k, K I 43 7 & 0] 2
151 e 38 40% B R & ZE A A K AR 2% LECT A&
KR A A5 5% T WRINKLEDI(ZmWRIT), Hoid
FEIR I o3 e = A IRl B e w55
] 58 K M 7 R A4 il /N 22 1R B2 1) Puroin-
doline 2 [ a fil b FFE R Pina Fl Pinb 5 ATk, KK
Fofr =731l 43 7 2 T 4 5 25.23%, W] B R E M A
4.86% JEAR TR AE RS

TEAEA R O m P T 7 i, VO B S BLIA R
AR EA 5 A A FERAL RS A 3 T
KBNS N RAEY A B A SIS = I0FL 2
A N AR R SRR, R BT N R AL
M2 A B | 2R R B i , b ik Bk
psyl FERIFIR F 3% 8572 [# (Pantoea ananatis)f) cril 3
(G AL AT B T A T R T 1 7™ i (R
4 Carolight®)*, & X 4EA: R A Bt = AR 81, 36 [FE 4L
Bi] A8 BN 7. 2 4 B A BR SC T (Erwinia herbicola) Y
crtB Bl erel B FERFL R S 3008 B I RR R 26
S N R EE S T 3445, AR R R A i —
B BUBUE SUVAE K SIEA N S gnaL 12 S WP 1 73
T R e-IAUBFEER , DT 55 T % S R ik 3R A AR
BEOGEY, ZRFERHE G N I R A7
2L B A B KA psyl 3 B2 WY et K ARG
dhar . KIGFFE I fol E 25 PR 38 28 [R] B el 3 A
] AT A2, (5 R T oK rp 3 R A= R A 145
PR E G, B-IHE PR S EE T 16845 BRI
e e 7S A% MR A RS T AR hEgk
AP BRFBEA: P E AR BT R G A By F LR RS i
CmTMT2a i N F K, KM a-4 Bl & n 5
3~ 45450,

L T E B Y Tl SRR {H 38 R OK B
FETERY &t — ARG, R R 28 i FH R X
RNA £ AR E K TE R 7 B sbe2a ()55, FLEE
TEM B PR T 84.3% , (H M IEM Hr i L BA
KO AR ICEA I RNAGFL A il i e b 40
fifi 5L K ZmSBEIla 11 ZmSBEIID ) 335 , 5% 3L Bk &
TRLIY ELAE TE R 1 it e i T 36 55.89% , I HiE# &
TR A BN ARL MG R 2= AR il X
PO FE R [R] B, 2o 3R 3K E oK 8 B2\ Sh2 . Shi Fl
Gbsslla 55K VUBE 51 BERE G W  AGP B FITE A A )
it % M, B L R AR 0 R LV K A i 1 T 2.8% ~
7.7% , EEEVERY & I 37.8% ~ 43.7%"",

25 EH P HLIR R 2 R SOR IS e Bk h 3
Ik SR B O- S 5% 7 il 5 TR ome , £ K T Y
O- W B 5L W 22 38 K- I, AT RIS 5T 3R &%
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P RS ER eAk, o E L R B A
W AR T 5 B3 4 A F A AR R R RS i Ak
ith 25 (Aspergillus niger) % 1Y) LB 7 Wk 2 il It
phyA2 e AT, AT (ol < v R TR ks A A Sy sl ]
WS I TE ML ™, 5 4k F5 44 BVLA430101 3R A5 4%
A = o FHIEAS (AR SE PR R o R R
2EBENE BT R H Gibberella sp. Strain F75 FIHTE
it () o= 2 FUBE L DN aga-F75 1 A K, i HAE R
Ik, B kg BKFIFH Y Aga-F75M ik /K ik 3]
LA, ST LBkl i s 52
HE R, b E O B2 BRI HE K B Bispora
sp. MEY-1 1B &8 SR ME B L manSAs A K,
i AR PR S5 335 ZE R 1 R B KT A
26 860 Ulkg™. b T EBRPUEFEH TR, 7E5h
Py AL I A SR SRR , b OB B
HEYER T 5 TG BRI 12K H Bispora
sp. MEY-1 9 2 1 endo-B-1,3- 1,4- 7 58 4 fiff Sk
Bgl7A%E N, TR YR8 7KF-35 779 800 Ulkg,
JEXT AR 236 £570, DLk 86 T AR, 40T Ry B AR 4]
BHA R EZAEM
27 BrEREREEXFSME

P i B R FOK A YK E 38, X B Y
PR AR B R S R R i, e
IS BRSO, $i R 0 A B R i
BWRREAZ , Hrh A 5 LB a5 F B e A w
EE KA ARGOSI(ZARD R A7t ik, K P
AT R K TR AR, YR SR A
(R A R A R PR R A T3 R B I 7™ R 7
{6 /s UL B S8 57 R 3 i o1 U 4 ol o N P
TR E IR IT KRS RN KA B 114 4 B 7 A il 5t
RV SRR R I AT B B E R R, FRLK
AN TFRDECRITE R & it B ™, Wang SF R
J T v ) A e b AR R L L TR glg CT6 A FK,
R LIS A

FEIEIA N FIR AT W A )72, K B Ther-
mococcales spp. ) amy797E & R (H: H bR 8 1 J& 1A%
FE B o JE R B HEATIE M TN T A U5 e A oK 3R
AL F A 3272, K B AT IR & 2B e, 107
BFR2 A Enogen™ . FEAIES AR $7 24400k H 48l Fd ST
() 25 55 R A= W0 A B a8 428 W 1Y) 5% BE 8 GA20- OXI-
DASE1(GA20-OX 1) FEH e N oK, K BURE &M T
B IR Wi 2 TR IR (E K T 4 SRR —
(™ Fornale 5™ F RNAi £ A, # i 5 K b R A
Fist i B (CAD) ) 2235, & AN [R) 41 2 v 240 it B 2
Gy RARAL, RIS N AR N, £ i

o TELEY) Sl A P B D A =R
VE R M T B BEAR TR TERD , BUAS =5 B, X x4
[F) R, A< BT A PN ST R 2 3ok [ 4R S (Thermoan-
aerobacter thermohydrosulfuricus) 4 % amylopullula-
nase(APU) Y 3 PR A K, TRy T AR S 4 U 43 T
Ff iR B m RIR , R ALRCRIAF]90.5%
28 FHBMFAHEEEXRS@MHAL

TR 125 BAOMI FH B8 FE KA B DR 7 it o A M A B
FH BB EHUS T — g B, e O AR S A
FEITHEARIER AT T v 1) S S e RS Bl BE A TPT 3
EAHRIE BT P BRSNS A B K, R ITEAR A SR
PETREMER 2™, SR, $2 s BB A T2
RN BER AT R RIEAZ
29 HEYENFIEEEREXTRAE

TR T AW R ARGV EY Z — , B hm?
TR AT P AL [ 74 ~ 740 ¢, R BRI ATAEY)
BN P i T R IAS T B . ProdiGene 22
FAE 1997 4FF ] 5K A2 7= 5L A2 ) 3R 8 1 avidin,
hm? PPE 1] 25 500 7 € I6"s S RITE 1999 4F-A)
FHERAE P IEEAR™, B AT, #F0 R iR iR
J T T (S OB 5) Y 92 BB L E Al PR LI P-4k
B BRI R RB R H AR & R A i AR
TEMTER W BAEEL(LTB)Y 537 — L H ) £ B R
B 0 2 e DA 6 DK 922 v 7 ol A2 T I PR 317 30 D A
B, Horb G 4% a8 ok 1 e B8 it 48 ik 2 T (3 B
) ApxITA FL 5 Ok [ 5% 558 W W 25 & 1R 5
PRRSV ) M 2 F R F JUBORTE A B9 H3N2 Bk R 1Y
BRI R A S F ARG R G R A PR BIR
T2 B R I HLF (HBsAg)™ K I F B RERG 2 1Y
VPLEHY™ R HBFERRERN FER™ RAELE
RIRTEN S SF . Ui YR BE A A E (NP2 — A
RNA S5 & 8 EAFYR TR R D B IR, ol R
Shy— A 3 g R AR L S8 [ A BT AR M ST R A
H3N2J% 5 DL s 75 1Y NP PR FE FOR IR rh &3k
T3 AURP 5 i R IK KA ) 70 wg/g™s T BEAL”
FRUE S —Fst A& , S i) 7 e i BT, o0 T
TR AR BT U , TR Simon Fraser K
2 FOKRFP T IRFL R ik - L- ST IR , 26 0%
R 0 PHPEA S LI R A ] Kok A ]
HRRIL A2 3L 09 7 (V) (1 B B R 2F 5

G35, T ARA T A A P A Y AR
77 o FZ I ProdiGene 23 w) % JE K K Az 77 R AR
KK [ brazzein(C& A —FAE AR Y) H A% F Pentadip-
landra brazzeana) , He ik 7K -] 18 ) £ K Fh 5]
VA EE R Y 4% , Al 0T RE RT3k B R Y
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1200 £, i 2o S0 A0 10 18 (MnP) 1] ] T 6 figt A Bt
R AT A EE®,ZA AR A AR
I} %(Phanerochaete chrysosporium) M MnP1 F: [R5 A
KD TR R ARG U RAFRSCR™, AR
8 Ak H 22 AR EEBR A (Streptococcus mutans) Y gtfD
FERTE TR TR IR, o1 RNH B B LA T
H 3 T E 1 0.8% ~ 149%™, Cel6A J& £1 15 PR J4& 1
(Hypocrea jecorina)fmﬁi B £F 4 — K B (H 4B
B R ) — T By ) Y — R, S BT @ SR
b HAE EOR ML R GE Y, K B Acidothermus
cellulolyticus M E1 44 £ S B Trichoderma
reesei Z AT A MK F I 1A% 56 R 3 A OK, 22
BE™. M Agrivida 23 F] W22 80R KR A
WEAF /K f SR 10 PR RBERES
210 ESHREERERTRHAL

ARG 2B Y B B N (gene stacking)
PRI B G K i, Horp 35 A0 K — otk Bk
ESE=R N INE 2 L R NIE SrS b= | I v it R
T 2 B R PR A A AL 2 BRI 2 R e S
SR B e R AR, A T A AN
R G PEREE AL SR (R 8), 2 BRI Ty

I RXETE T T-DNA i R R KRR AL 0% (A
I HGEA D, R %351 2 I LP42A $E470
LA ery IAR T3 50 5] B K 2mG2—epsps 1% 7F — i
PP ) 2 IR A p2 EPUHLAGN , 6 35 [H Kbk 2
H PR Rk IEH ", 25N 2 ik L5 b ik
T EAAT 280 AR R TAf AN AU FEPLARY , 75 200 2 Y5
TR T G 2L ik

e H TR AL 9 2 S R e g F v, R
ZRCTE A [F AT 22 (8] B 2828 S5 AR 3R
(K 9). Hrb FZRIURPURFLR PR E &
O =R LA (ERTER S 71 2K 7/} 5l M 20 = DR O Vi 14 =)
BUBR AL 7 ORGSR A . FEdi il
PR E 7 o, # L ER IR R R A 8 AN IR
Genuity® SmartStax"fie N 44 , 5555 F H AL Ak
TER T A 1041 HE R A 6 L3 7= o (e Ak 44
MON87427 x MON89034 x TC1507 x MON87411 x
59122xDAS40278), 2017 4F C FF ta b i itk AT 370
AN AR A AT BRI A Al b P sl m ™
S ARG B A AR PR 2 S ™
Ak

R8 EHERURGHEESAMRENLEH

Table 8 Important events with gene stacking through direct transformation
L aE ERIN 5 EXEWIRES TERALI FibR4 PR
Event Trait Gene Transformation method Institution Trademark

676.678.680 PUBRTR HEEAT  pat dam FEFMFE IR

MS3 . MS6 PUBRFR EPEART  bar barnase LI R FEH- InVigor™ Maize

CBH-351 ri HUBRRLF] bar .cry9C FEFME AL FEH Starlink™ Maize

Bt10 L HUFRREH] erylAb pat PATRFEAL SeiEik Bt10

Btll P AL PUBRREF crylAb pat S AL Jeikik Agrisure™ CB/LL

Bt176 Pl BB crylAb \bar HFEEAL SEIEik NaturGard KnockOut™,
Maximizer™

MZIR098 Bl HrBRE ecry3.1Ab .mery3A pat PAT AL SEIEik

DBT418 P PUBRRL erylAc Jbar pinll S AL L Bt Xtra™ Maize

MON810 i FokR ) erylAb goxv247 cp4 epsps  FLHMFEAL L YieldGard™, MaizeGard™

MON88017 P PR cp4 epsps .cry3Bb1 PFFIRE AL EAlIEY YieldGard™ VT™
Rootworm™ RR2

MONS7411 L PR cry3Bb1 .cp4 epsps dvsnf7  RIF AL i LR

MONS809 ,MON802 . HiHt FlHiF crylAb cp4 epsps . SEFKEHAL i LIS

MON801 goxv247

59122 P AL PR pat .cry34Abl .cry35Ab]  RFTHIFEAL P FCRIFE R Je4E  Herculex™ RW

TC1507 P PR crylFa2 pat B P ECHIRSEE  Herculex™ I, Herculex™ CB

TC6275 Bl HUBRF bar .mocryl F PAT AL [(5]3N

4114 BH BUBREH] crylF cry34Abl RAF AL IR

cry35Ab1 \pat
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Table 9  Important events with gene stacking through hybridization of different transformed events in commercial maize varieties
Lt S lE RN 5t TR FIFRA TR
Event Trait Gene Institution Trademark
LY038xMON810 SN =Y i cordapA .crylAb Renessen LLC ~ Mavera™ YieldGard™ Maize
5307xMIR604xBt11x P PrbrEH ecry3.1Ab .mery3A erylAb \pat,  HEIEiE Agrisure® Duracade™ 5122
TC1507xGA21 cryl Fa2 .mepsps
5307xXMIR604x Btl1x P PR ecry3.1Ab mery3A ccrylAb pat . HEIEIR Agrisure® Duracade™ 5222
TC1507xGA21XMIR162 crylFa2 .mepsps .vip3Aa20
BT11x59122xMIR604x B PR crylAb .crylFa2 \pat .mepsps \ SEIEis Agrisure®) 3122
TC1507xGA21 mery3A .ery34Ab1 .cry35Ab1
BtlIXGA21 Bl BrERFLA] crylAb .pat \mepsps Jeibik Agrisure™ GT/CB/LL
Btl IXMIR162 P BRRE pat SEMIS I ery1Ab wip3Aa20 HEIFiE Agrisure® Viptera™ 2100
Btl11XMIR162xGA21 P BRRE crylAb \wip3Aa20 .pat .mepsps SeiEik Agrisure® Viptera™ 3110
BT11xMIR162xMIR604 P BBRRE erylAb .pat \mery3A wip3Aa20  JEiFik Agrisure® Viptera™ 3100
Bt11XMIR162xMIR604% Yo PrhrEH erylAb \pat \mery3A wip34a20,  SEIEik Agrisure® Viptera™ 3111,
GA21 mepsps Agrisure® Viptera™ 4
Bt1 1XMIR162XTC1507x P BRRE crylAb wip3Aa20 crylFa2 \pat, SEIEik Agrisure™ Viptera 3220
GA21 mepsps
Bt11xMIR604 o kR erylAb pat ;mery3A Seikik Agrisure™ CB/LL/RW
BT11xXMIR604xGA21 Pl PR crylAb .pat .mcry3A .mepsps Jeibik Agrisure™ 3000GT
MIR604XGA21 P BRI mery3A \mepsps JEIEk Agrisure™ GT/RW
GA21XMONS810 P FrkE R mepsps .crylAb T LLAR Roundup Ready™ YieldGard™
maize
MON863XMONS810 YU BUBRER) cry3Bb1 .crylAb .cp 4 mepsps i L1 YieldGard™ Plus
MON810xMON88017 raL PkRHL cp4 epsps crylAb .ery3Bb1 i LR YieldGard™ VT Triple
MON863XMON810XNK603  HrHt HiBrEH crylAb .cry3Bb1 .cp4 epsps i L1 YieldGard™ Plus with RR
MON863 XNK603 raL PkRHL cp4 epsps .cry3Bb1 i LR YieldGard™ RW + RR
MON89034xMON88017 Pl PR cp4 epsps «rylIA.105 cry2Ab2 . FllI#p Genuity® VT Triple Pro™
cry3Bb1
MON89034x NK603 B BUBRELA cp4 epsps .crylA. 105 .cry2Ab2 o LR Genuity® VT Double Pro™
MON89034xTC1507x Br BRI cp4 epsps crylFa2 .cry2Ab2 it LI Genuity® SmartStax™
MON88017%x59122 cry35Ab1 \cry34AbI1 .cry3BbI |
crylA. 105 \pat
MON89034XTC1507% P PR crylFa2 .cp4 epsps \pat .
I J P epspind Rl Power Core™

NK603 cry2Ab2 \crylA. 105
NK603xMON810 Bl BrERELA cp4 epsps cryl1Ab it LI YieldGard™ CB + RR
T25xMONS810 P BBRRE pat (syn) crylAb it LI Liberty Link™ Yieldgard™ Maize
MONS87427xMON89034x P PR cp4 epsps \cry2Ab2 \crylA. 105, T ILAR
TC1507xMON87411x crylF \pat .cry34Ab1 .cry35Ab1 |
59122xDAS40278 cry3Bb1 \dvsnf7 .aad—1
59122xNK603 B BBREE cp4 epsps \ery34Ab1 ery35AbT . KSR Herculex™ RW Roundup Ready™ 2

pat
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AT R E TERALA [ElaZ
Event Trait Gene Institution Trademark
TC1507x59122xMON810x i A Prkr 5] crylFa2 .cp4 epsps \pat . KR
Optimum™ Intrasect Xtreme
MIR604xNK603 cry34Ab1 .cry35Ab1 cerylAb
mery3A
TC1507x59122xMON810x  Ht 4L HTFRH crylFa2 .cp4 epsps pat . TP Optimum™ Intrasect XTRA
NK603 cry34Abl1 .cry35Ab1 .crylAb
TC1507xMIR604xXNK603 i bR crylFa2 .cp4 epsps pat \mery3A ISR Optimum™ TRIsect
TC1507xMONS10XNK603 B HrbRHEH) crylFa2 .cp4 epsps \pat crylAb — FHIR5EHE Optimum™ Intrasect
TC1507%x59122 YU PR crylF \pat .cry34Ab1 \cry35Ab1 FACHEFRSEE  Herculex XTRA™
TC1507%x59122XNK603 Pl PR crylFa2 .cp4 epsps \pat . B A e
Herculex XTRA™ RR
cry34Abl \cry35Ab1
TC1507xNK603 ey PR crylFa2 .cp4 epsps \pat B FRAFLeHE Herculex™ T RR
3272xBt1 1XMIR604x PUR BUBRFER B amy797E ecry3.1Ab umery3A,  JEIEIK
TC1507x5307xGA21 crylFa2 .crylAb .pat .mepsps
MON87460x MON89034 x Pt HiBRHF HiF  cspB.crylA.105 .cry2Ab2 i L

MON88017

cry3Bb1 .cp4 epsps

3 B

FURT, 2= TAKT B 5 AL AR AR 5 A ) T
K AL FACBARIAE CAF RN 2 fd ], (B AR LD 25
ORI S TIBAAETEZ IR O T X e
AV, 2% [ L T 2 R S R, R
A BT SE R R S5 LR b B AR R 7 A
A A2 g L R — B ] P 2 ] B R BRI R
VB RATE AR CRELE 5%V o %
AL AL FAC BRI AR AR AR
RCRMRAT = R L R IR R T R 1T 105
PET5%k SR BN B T e A A 2L BT A BR
R MR E Tl AL LS AR P B R o A, 5 R TR A
PEASERIE H AT K 382 e A Hh 1) 5 i TR, AR S
PUAE C B JE A 20 B RO RO IA 3%, i 22 R Aok
T IR N R A 4 SR EE B B 1 DT T 2 —

PrHL ERER A L R E K e A E 22
FEH B I HAS SIS OB AR 2 A PR
7 i AT I, A8 A ) S REAR 7 el O A T T L B
TR e R DR KAl [ Sh i [ 2 W] Bt
WLFETEAS RS, a3 FOR Mk & Aok T H
KIEFT o — Tl 2 i PR BB AR K B HL
FH S AEHCRE R 08 S R L PR 2 v ) DR e T i
ABARAR T, B AT E e T KD e T
G FEASEEN T B[R] S5 K-, 2R FE 00 2 A 23

BRI B W OB R, WA T fEAE N i
RIRSFR 5 75— T SR M 2 SR AL B AR A 0 14 B T
SREMPIBERAL , f2 48 A F RS it
U BTBR AR AT RE A T 5 SR AT BRI 4
o WURIRA R  PUF PUR SRR T2
R IR K™ it L s L i AN 22 DL, F Bl DAt
A RGBT o AR SN AT R TR
Fe AR BB A AR R 7 AT 0 &, ASEBLE R
At 2 TR o EAh, s I PR B BRI
WF AR R ARARFL LN E R £ 2710
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