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AnHoTanus. KiieTku roHaj caMIioB paccCMaTpHUBalOTCs B KaUeCTBE NEPCIEKTUBHBIX KIIETOK-MUIIEHEH
Ut BBeneHus pekomOunantHoi JTHK B paMkax mosy4eHus] TeHETHIECKA MOTU(PHUIIMPOBAHHBIX 0c00eit
C 3aJ]aHHBIMU TpU3HaKaMHu. VcTionbp30BaHNE CTBOJIOBBIX KJIETOK CEMEHHHKOB, & UMEHHO KJIETOK CIepMa-
TOTOHUM, IIpeCTaBIsIeT HauOoIbIINK HHTepec. JlaHHBIN THUII KIETOK B Xoze AuddepeHuanuy MoxkeT
JlaBaTh HayaJl0 MHOTOYHCIIEHHOH IOMYJIALUH 3PEJIbIX MTOJIOBBIX KJIETOK Y CaMIIOB, KOTOpPBIE B CIIyyae UX
TeHETHYECKOH TpaHC(HOPMAIIMH MOTYT OBITH HCIIONB30BaHbI ISl OCEMEHEHHS CAMOK C LIEJIBIO TTOTYYeHUS
MIOTOMCTBA TpaHCreHoB. Llens ucciaenoBaHus — u3y4uTh 3PEKTUBHOCTh NPUMEHEHUS JIEHTUBUPYCHBIX
BEKTOPOB ISl IOKAJIBbHON TpaHCc(OpMaIiy KIETOK CIIEPMATOreHHOTO psijia B CEMEHHUKAX IeTyXoB. Vcromnb-
30BaJIM JICHTUBHPYCHBIH BEKTOp, CoepxKalMii pernoprepHslii red ZsGreen noz kouTpoieM CMV npomoropa.
TpanchopMalio crepMaTOreHHbIX KIETOK NeTyXa in Vitro OCyLIECTBIUIN IyTeM MHGUIMPOBAHUS BUPYC-
HBIM TIpeTIapaToM, in Vivo — IOCPEACTBOM MHOKECTBEHHOM MHBEKIIMU BUPYCHOTO TIperapaTa B NapeHXUMY
CEMEHHHKOB TIETyXO0B (1 = 5). D(p(eKTHBHOCTH TpaHC(HOpMALIMK OLIEHUBAIM I10 SKCIIPECCHU PEHOPTEPHOTO
reHa ZsGreen B TpaHC(EIMPOBAHHBIX CIIEPMATOI€HHBIX KJIETKaX. Y CHEUIHOCTh HCIOJIb30BAHMS JIEHTHBU-
PYCHBIX BEKTOPOB JUISl TeHETHIECKOH TpaHC(HOpPMAIH CIIePMAaTOTeHHBIX KJIETOK CEMEHHHUKA IeTyxa Oblia
[I0Ka3aHa B XOJIe SKCIIEPUMEHTOB KaK in Vitro, Tak U in vivo. D¢ HeKTUBHOCTh TpaHC(HOpMALK JaHHOTO
TUIIA KJIETOK B KYJIBTYpE in vitro BappupoBaia oT 45 1o 57% u cocraBuiia B cpeiHeM 48 + 4%. B skcne-
PHMEHTaX in Vivo SKCIIpeccHs TeHa-penoprepa ZsGreen B KJIETKaX CIIEPMAaTOreHHOT'O SIUTENHS CEMEHHUKOB
ObL1a OOHapY>KeHa MPAKTUYECKH Y BCEX AKCIEPUMEHTAIBHBIX METYX0B. KOIM4YecTBO ceMEHHBIX KaHAJbIIEB
€ TPaHC(HOPMHPOBAHHBIMU KJIETKaMU CIIEPMATOTEHHOI'O Psijia BAPbUPOBAJIO Y IIETYXOB, UCCIIEIOBAHHBIX
B Xofe ombITa, oT 10 10 22% u cocraBmia B cpenHeM 16 + 2%. [Ipu 3ToM 3G PeKTHBHOCTh TeHETHYECKOI
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TpaHC(OpMaIMU CIIEPMATOI€HHBIX KJIETOK CEMEHHUKOB (3((eKTUBHOCTH TpaHcreHesa) pocturana 1,8 +
+ 0,2%. ITonydeHHbIE pe3ynbTaThl HOATBEP)KAAIOT YCIICITHOCTh IPUMEHEHHUS JIEHTUBUPYCHBIX BEKTOPOB
C IENBIO0 CO3JaHMs 0co0eH ¢ FeHeTHUEeCKH H3MEHEHHBIMH TT0JIOBBIMH KIIETKaMH METOJIOM TPaHC(HOpMAIHI
CIEPMATOreHHBIX KIETOK CEMEHHUKOB IIETYXOB i1 Vivo, a TaKKe BO3MOXKHOCTh I0JIy4€HHs TI0TOMKOB
C 331aHHBIMU CBOICTBAMU OT 3TUX MY>KCKHX OCOOCH.

Ki1ioueBble ¢j10Ba: ETyXH, CIIEPMATOTeHHBIE KJICTKH CEMEHHHUKOB, TeHETHYECKasl TpaHc(hopMarys,
JICHTUBUPYCHBIA BEKTOP, TPAHCTCHE3

BBepeHune

[IpumeHeHre MoJIOBBIX KIETOK CAMIIOB PACCMAaTPUBAETCs KaK OAMH U3 CLIOCOO0B
MOJTYYEHHUS CEJIbCKOXO35IIICTBEHHBIX JKUBOTHBIX C U3MEHEHHBIM T'€HOMOM, B T.4. IITHIIbI
[1, 2]. IIpu 5TOM B Ka4eCcTBE KJICTOK-MHIIICHEH 111 BBeIeHUsT pekomOuHanTHOU JIHK
MOTYT HMCIIOJIB30BATHCA KaK 3PENbIE MY’KCKHE MOJIOBBIE KIIETKH — CIIEPMHHM, TaK U UX
IPEe/IIEeCTBEHHUKN Ha Oosiee paHHUX CpoKax AU((HEepeHIIUPOBKY — CIEpMaTOrOHUH,
cnepMatonuThl U ciepmaTuibl [3—S5]. C Touku 3penus 3hGeKTHBHOCTH TpaHCTeHEe3a
13 BCEH MOIMYJISUM KIETOK CIIEPMATOT€HHOIO SMMTENNS TJIaBHbBIM MHTEpEeC NpeCcTaB-
JSIeT TeHeTUYeCKast MOAU(UKAINSA CIIEPMAaTOrOHUU. JIaHHBIA THUI KJIETOK OTHOCST
K CTBOJIOBBIM KJIETKaM CEMEHHHUKOB [6]. B mporecce nudpepeHIMpoBKH OHU Tat0T
Ha4aJIo 3HAUYUTEIbHON MOMYJISIIMU 3PEJIbIX MYKCKUX MOJOBBIX KieTok [7]. Ucxons
U3 3TOr0 reHeTH4ecKas: TpaHc(opMalys MOJOBBIX KIETOK CaMIIOB HAa CTAJMU CHepMa-
TOTOHHH MTO3BOJISIET MOBBICUTH 3(P()EKTUBHOCTH TPAaHCIe€HE3a MO CPABHEHUIO C IPOBEJE-
HHUEM I'€HHO-MH)KEHEPHBIX MAHUITYJIALUN C JPYTUMH TUIIAMH CIIEPMATOT€HHBIX KIIETOK,
B T.4. CHEPMUSIMHU.

I'enernyeckas TpaHcopmanms CEpMaTOTOHUN BO3MOXKHA C MCIIOIb30BAHUEM
JIBYX METOJMUYECKUX MOAX0A0B: 1) TpaHChEKIUeH KyabTyphl TaHHBIX KIETOK i1 Vitro
C JaJIbHEUIIUM UX BBEJACHHEM B CEMEHHUKH CaMIIOB-PEIUIHEHTOB, MMOABEPIIINXCS
XUMHUYECKON cTepuim3alyu, u 2) Tpancopmanuen KIETOK CIEepMaTOreHHOro psaa
in vivo IyTeM HHBEKIIMOHHOW 00pabOTKH reHHOM KOHCTPYKIMEH HemoCpeICTBEHHO
B CEMEHHUKH B3pocibIx ocobelt [§—I11]. C Touku 3peHus MaTepraIbHBIX U BPEMEHHBIX
3aTpar Haubosee MPEANOYTUTENIbHBIM SIBJISIETCS BTOPOU MOJXO/, TaK KaK MaHUITYJISLIUU
MPOBOJATCS HA B3POCIIBIX CaMLAX, YTO COKPAIAeT CPOKH IMOIYUYEHHUS TPAHCTEHHBIX
ocobeii. ['eneTndeckas TpaHcGOpMaLUs CIIEPMATOTEHHBIX KJIETOK, B TOM YHCIIE CIep-
MaTOTOHMH, i1 Vivo BO3MOXHA C MCIIOJIb30BAHUEM BEKTOPOB, OCHOBAHHBIX Ha PETPO-
U JeHTUBHpYcax. Meron 6azupyercsi Ha UX MPUPOJHON CIOCOOHOCTH MEPEHOCUTH
pekomOuHanTHy0 JIHK B comatndeckue kietku. TakuM 00pa3oM, MPUMEHEHHUE TeHHBIX
KOHCTPYKLIUH, KOTOPBIE TIOIY4YEHbI HA OCHOBE ATUX BUPYCOB, ITO3BOJISIET OCYILECTBIISATh
TpaHc(OpMaINIO OT/IEJIbHBIX OPraHOB U TKaHEH yke BO B3pOCibIX 0co0sx. Panee HamMu
ObL1a MOKa3aHa BO3MOKHOCTb MCIIOJIb30BAaHUS PETPOBUPYCHBIX BEKTOPOB IS JIOKAIBHOM
TpaHchOpMaluK KJIETOK CEMEHHUKOB METYXOB U XpsIKoB [12]. MbI n3yunnu 3¢ pexTus-
HOCTb MCTIOJIb30BaHUS JICHTUBUPYCHBIX BEKTOPOB ISl TEHETHUECKOW TpaHC(HOpMAaLuU
CIIEpMATOTOHUH TIETYXOB in ViVvo.

MaTtepuansl u meTOAbI

B paboTe ncnonb30Baiy JIEHTUBUPYCHBIN BEKTOpP, COIEpIKAIUil pernopTepHbIit
red ZsGreen nop koHtponeM CMV npomoropa. ICTOYHMKOM I€HHON KOHCTPYKIUI
ObUT BBIOpaH BUPYCHBIN Ipenapar.
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Tpancopmaruio KyJIbTypbl KIETOK CIIEPMATOTOHUI 1eTyXa i1 Vitro BBIIOIHSIN
C MOMOUIbI0 HHOUIMPOBAHUS MIPETAPATOM, COACPIKALIIM PEKOMOWHAHTHBIN JICHTH-
BUpYC. D((HEeKTUBHOCTH 3apa)KEHUs KIETOK ONpeeIsIM KaK OTHOLIEHHE KOJIMYECTBa
HOJY4YEHHBIX T€HETUYECKH TPAaHC(POPMUPOBAHHBIX KJIETOK K OOIIEMY YHMCIY KIIETOK,
MOJIBEPIIIUXCS HHOUITUPOBAHHUIO.

BHecenne reHHbIX KOHCTPYKIMI B MAPEHXUMY CEMEHHUKOB METYXO0B (1 = 5) in vivo
HPOBOJIMIIN ITyTEM MHOKECTBEHHbBIX MHBEKIIMI BUPYCHOTO npemnapata (5—~8 uHbeKuuit
Ha CEMEHHUK).

ITo gocTHKEeHNH MOJIOBO3PETIOCTH OT OMBITHBIX CAMIIOB OTOMPANX MPOOBI TKAHEH
CEMEHHMKOB JJIsl aHAJIM3a HKCIPECCUN PEKOMOMHAHTHOTO OeJiKa C MCIO0JIb30BaHUEM
duryopectieHTHOM MUKPOCKONHH. [ MCTOTIOrnYecKre cpe3bl TOMMIUHON 5 MKM TOTOBHIIH
Ha kpuocrate. OT KaKA0ro caMia poaHaJIM3UPOBAIN HE MEHee 15 THCTOI0rnYeCKUX
CpPE30B.

Pe3ynbTaTtbl M 06CYXaeHune

JI71s1 OIIeHKH BO3MO>KHOCTH UCTIONB30BAaHMS T€HHBIX KOHCTPYKIIMI Ha OCHOBE JICH-
TUBHPYCHOT'O BEKTOpa BHa4aje ObLI MPOBE/IEH P UCCIIEA0BAHUI 110 TpaHC(hopMaluu
KJIETOK CIIepMaTOrOHMUI METYXOB in Vitro B KysbType. Vcnonb30BaHue JICHTUBUPYCHOTO
npernapara B MPOBEICHHBIX SKCIIEPUMEHTaX MOKa3ano 3((EeKTHBHOCT TpaHChOpMaLuH
KJIETOK-MMIIIEHEH y MEeTYXO0B, a KOJIMYECTBO MOAU(DUIIMPOBAHHBIX KJIETOK BapbHUPOBAIO
oT 45 1o 57% u coctaBisuio B cpeaneM 48 + 4%.

Pesynbrathl, MoMy4YeHHbIE B XOJI€ iM Vitro WCCIIEAOBAHHUMN, TIOCITYKUIN 337€JI0M
JUIsl TIPOBE/ICHUs JaIbHEHIINX ONBITOB MO nepeHocy pekomounantHoi JAHK in vivo
B CIIEPMATOTe€HHbIE KJIETKU IETYXOB.

Panee B Hammx McclieOBaHUSAX OBLJIO M3YYEHO, YTO ONTHUMAIBHBIM MEPHOIOM
JUTSL IPOBE/ICHNS] OMOWH)KEHEPHBIX MAHUITYJISIMI C KIETKAMH CIIEPMAaTOr€HHOTO SIHTe-
JMsl y TIETYXOB siBisieTcs Bo3pact oT 1 no 8 nenens [13]. B 3TOT BO3pacTHOM neproj
MOMYJISIMS CIIEPMATOTeHHBIX KJIETOK B CEMEHHBIX KaHAIbIAX MPEUMYILECTBEHHO Mpe-
CTaBJIeHA CIIEPMaTOrOHUSIMHU U KieTkaMu Ceptomu. Mcnonb3ys 5Ty HapaboTKy, BBe-
JIeHNE T€HHOW KOHCTPYKIMH MIPOBOIMIN B CEMEHHUKH METYXOB, MOA00OPaHHBIX 0 BO3-
pacTty, KOTOpBI cOCTaBUI 2 MecALIA.

o mocTmxeHUH MOIOBO3PEIOCTH Y OMBITHBIX METYXOB ObLIA H3yUeHa KCIIPECCHs
penoprepHoro rena ZsGreen B KJIE€TKax criepMaTOreHHoro snurenus. Hannuue tpaHc-
(OpMHPOBaHHBIX (HITyOPECLUPYIOIIUX CIIEPMATOI€HHBIX KJIETOK B CEMEHHBIX KaHAIbIAX
CEMEHHHKOB OBUIO YCTAHOBJICHO y BCEX OMBITHBIX METYX0B. KOoMM4ecTBO ceMeHHBIX
KaHaJIbIIEB HA OJTHOM Cpe3e, B KOTOPBIX HAOIIONAINCh TPAaHC(HOPMUPOBAHHBIE KIIETKH,
BapbpHupoBaiio oT 10 10 22% B 3aBUCUMOCTH OT UHMBUTyaIbHBIX OCOOCHHOCTEH CaMIIOB,
YTO COCTaBWIO B cpeaHeM 16 + 2% (tabm. 1). I1pu 3TOM B OTHOM CEMEHHOM KaHaJIbIIe
CpelHee YHCIIO TPaHC(HOPMUPOBAHHBIX KJIETOK CIIEPMATOTEHHOTO Psa COCTABUIIO
12 + 1% npu obuieit 3¢h(heKTUBHOCTH TpaHCTeHe3a (OTHOIIEHHE YHciia TPaHC(HOPMHU-
POBaHHBIX CIIEPMATOTEHHBIX KJIETOK K MX OOIEMY YHCIIy BO BCEX HCCIIEJOBAaHHBIX
ceMeHHbIX KaHanblax) 1,8 + 0,2%.

164 BETEPUHAPUA



Volkova NA et al. RUDN Journal of Agronomy and Animal Industries, 2019; 14(2):162—169

Tabua 1
AP PekTUBHOCTb UCMOJIb3OBAHNSA JIEHTUBUPYCHOIO BEKTOpa
AN reHeTU4ecKom TpaHchopmMaLmm KNeTok CeMeHHUKOB NeTyxXoB in vivo
VA, HOMep ONbITHOM NTULLI
MokasaTenb
Ne 1 Ne 2 Ne 3 Ne 4 Ne 5
MccnenoBaHo cpe3os n 15 20 15 18 15
SPpekTnBHOCTL TPaHCGHOPMaLNN CEMEHHbIX KAHAJIbLIEB
KonnyecTtBo cpe3oB ¢ TpaHCHOPMUPOBAHHBLIMMA
CEMEHHbIMW KaHanbuamun n, % 10 (65) 15 (75) 11(72) 9 (50) 7 (44)
Jons TpaHchOpMMPOBaHHbIX KaHAbLEB Ha cpese, % 10 15 22 17 16
SppekTnBHOCTL TpaHCHOPMaLMM CreEPMAaTOreHHbIX KIETOK

CpenHee KONMYEeCTBO CNEPMATOr eHHbIX KNETOK
B OHOM CEMEHHOM KaHasbLe:

BCEron 702 685 625 652 692

TpaHCHOPMMPOBAHHBLIX™* N 12 14 16 10 8
Yuncno ceMeHHbIX KaHanbLLEB HA UCCEeA0BaHHbIX
cpesaxn 221 210 185 196 204
O0LLee KONMYECTBO CNEPMATOrEHHbIX KNETOK:

B TPAHCHOPMUPOBAHHbIX KaHasbLax n 2652 2940 2960 1960 1632

BO BCEX UCCNEeAO0BaHHbIX KaHasbLIAX n 155142 | 143850 | 115625 | 127792 | 141168
06Lwwasn 9 heKTUBHOCTL TPaHCreHesa**, % 1,7 2,0 2,6 1,5 1,2

lMpumeydarvie: * cpegHee Yicno TPaHCHOPMUPOBAHHBIX KNETOK B OAHOM CEMEHHOM KaHasbLie — OTHOLLEHWE
yrcna TpaHChOPMUPOBAHHBIX CMEPMATOMEHHbBIX KIIETOK K 0BLLEMY YMCITY UCCNEA0BAHHbIX CEMEHHbIX KaHabLLEB;

** 0bLasn aPpPEKTMBHOCTb TPAHCreHe3a — OTHOLLEHMWE YMCna TPaHCHOPMUPOBaHHBLIX CNEPMATOreHHbIX KNeToK
K MX 06LLLEeMY YMCITY BO BCEX UCCNEA0BaHHbIX KaHabLaxX.

Table 1
Efficiency of using a lentiviral vector for genetic transformation
of rooster testicular cells in vivo
Experimental bird number
Indicator
Ne 1 Ne 2 Ne 3 Ne 4 Ne 5
Investigated slices, n 15 20 15 18 15
The effectiveness of the transformation of the seminiferous tubules
The number of slices with transformed seminiferous
tubules n, % 10 (65) 15 (75) 11(72) 9 (50) 7(44)
The proportion of transformed tubules at the slicee, % 10 15 22 17 16
The efficiency of transformation of spermatogenic cells

The average number of spermatogenic cells
in one seminiferous tubule:

total n 702 685 625 652 692

transformed* n 12 14 16 10 8
The number of seminiferous tubules in the studied
slicesn 221 210 185 196 204
The total number of spermatogenic cells:

in transformed tubules n 2652 2940 2960 1960 1632

in all studied tubules n 155142 | 143850 | 115625 | 127792 | 141 168
The overall efficiency of transgenesis**, % 1.7 2.0 2.6 1.5 1.2

Note: *The average number of transformed cells in one seminiferous tubule is the ratio of the number of
transformed spermatogenic cells to the total number of testicular tubules examined;

**The total efficiency of transgenesis is the ratio of the number of transformed spermatogenic cells to their to-
tal number in all studied tubules.
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Takum o6pa30M, IMPOBCJACHHBIC HAMU HCCJICA0BAHHA ITOKA3aJIWM BO3MOKHOCTb
HCII0JIb30BaHUs JICHTUBUPYCHBIX BEKTOPOB IJIsA TpaHC(I)OpMaIII/II/I résomMa IrneTyxoB
B CIICPMATOI'CHHBIX KJIETKaX CCMCHHUKOB in vivo C LEIbIO CO30aHusI oco0eli ¢ reHeTu-
YCCKU TpaHC(i)OpMI/IpOBaHHLIMI/I IIOJIOBBIMH KJICTKaAMH AJIsA ,[[aJ'IBHCfILHeFO MMOJY4YCHUA
TPAHCI'CHHOI'O ITOTOMCTBA € 3a/IaHHBIMU ITPU3HAKAMMU.

HNudopmanus o puHaAHCMPOBAHUU

HccnenoBanue MpoBeIeHO B paMKax BBITMIOJIHEHHUS TOCYJApCTBEHHOTO 331aHUsl, PErUCTPaLlMOHHbIH
HoMep TeMbl AAAA-A18-118021590132-9.

BUBJINOMPADUYECKUA CNTUCOK

1. Brinster R.L. Germline stem cell transplantation and transgenesis // Science. 2002. Vol. 296.
Ne 5576. P. 2174—2176. doi: 10.1126/science.1071607.

2. Zheng Y., Zhang Y., QuR., He Y., Tian X., Zeng W. Spermatogonial stem cells from domestic
animals: Progress and prospects // Reproduction. 2014. Vol. 147. Ne 3. P. R65—R74. doi:
10.1530/REP-13-0466.

3. Spadafora C. Sperm cells and foreign DNA: a controversial relation // Bioassays. 1998. Vol. 20.
Ne 11. P. 302—324. doi: 10.1002/(SICI)1521-1878(199811)20:11<955::AID-BIES11>3.0.CO;2-8.

4. McLean D.J. Spermatogonial stem cell transplantation and testicular function // Cell Tissue
Research. 2005. Vol. 322. Ne 1. P. 21—31. doi: 10.1007/s00441-005-0009-z.

5. Brinster R.L., Nagano M. Spermatogonial stem cell transplantation, cryopreservation
and culture // Seminars in Cell & Developmental Biology. 1998. Vol. 9. Ne 4. P. 401—4009.
doi: 10.1006/scdb.1998.0205.

6. De Rooij D.E., Griswold M.D. Questions about spermatogonia posed and answered since 2000 //
Journal of andrology. 2012. Vol. 33. Ne 6. P. 1085—1095. doi: 10.2164/jandrol.112.016832.

7. XKynxkeiipa JL.K., Kapretipo XK. ['ucromorus: atnac, yaebnoe nmocodwue / mon pen. B.JI. Brikosa.
M.: I'D0TAP Mepua, 2009.

8. YuF, Ding L.J,, Sun G.B., Sun P.X., He X.H., Ni L.G., Li B.C. Transgenic sperm produced
by electrotransfection and allogeneic transplantation of chicken fetal spermatogonial stem
cells // Molecular Reproduction and Development. 2010. Vol. 77. Ne 4. P. 340—347. doi:
10.1002/mrd.21147.

9. Oatley J.M. Spermatogonial stem cell biology in the bull: development of isolation, culture,
and transplantation methodologies and their potential impacts on cattle production // Society
of Reproduction and Fertility supplement. 2010. Vol. 67. Ne 7. P. 133—143.

10. Casuenxona W.II., Kopxukosa C.B., Koctepesa H.B., Opuct JL.K. KynsTusupoBanue u TpaHc-
IUTAaHTAIMA crepMaTtoroHuii Tuma A xpskoB // Orrorenes. 2006. T. 37. Ne 4. C. 292—300.

11. Hosroponosa WM.I1., MopmeimieB A.H., Bonkosa H.A., 3uroBreBa H.A., OpHCT JLK. I'enermde-
cKast TpaHCc(opManus CepMaTOroHNEeB KPOIUKOB in vivo // Buorexnomorms. 2008. Ne 1.
C. 24—28.

12. BonkoBa H.A., 3unosseBa H.A., Bonkosa JI.A., Jloumanosa H.C., Opuct JI.K. U3yuenue
(akTopoB, BIUAOIIMX HA 3()(HEKTUBHOCTH IEPEHOCA TEHOB B IIOJIOBBIC KJIETKH CAMIIOB CEJIb-
CKOXO3AMCTBEHHBIX XUBOTHBIX // Cenbckoxo3siictBeHHas Omomorus. 2010. T. 45. Ne 6.
C. 16—19.

13. Bbemornazosa E.B., Korosa T.O., BomkoBa H.A., Bonkosa JI.A., 3unoBseBa H.A., DpHer JLK.
Bo3zpactHas iuHaMuKa criepMaToreHesa y MeTyXxoB B CBSI3H C ONTHMHU3ALMEH CPOKOB OHOMHIKE-
HepHbIX MaHumyJsinuii // CenbckoxossiicrBennas ouosorus. 2011. T. 46. Ne 6. C. 60—64.

HcTopus cratbu:
IToctynuna B pegaxuuio: 12 mapta 2019 1.
[Tpunsara x nmyomukanuu: 15 anpens 2019 r.

166 BETEPUHAPUAI



Volkova NA et al. RUDN Journal of Agronomy and Animal Industries, 2019; 14(2):162—169

00 aBTOpax:

Bonkosa Hamaness Anexcandpogra — TOKTOp OMONOTHYECKUX HayK, mpodeccop PAH, pykoBoauTens
nabopatopuu knerounoit nnxenepun, ®I'BHY OHII «Bcepoccuiickuii HayqHO-UCCIIE0BATENBCKUI
HHCTUTYT x)UBOTHOBOACTBA UM. JI.K. DpHcTay, Poccuiickas @enepauus, 142132, MockoBckas
obuactsb, r.0. [Tomonsck, moc. Jlyoposuiisl, 1. 60; e-mail: natavolkova@inbox.ru

Bemox Anacmacus Huxonaesna — Hay4dHbI COTPYAHUK JlabopaTopry (HYHKIMOHAIBHON M 3BOJIIO-
LMOHHOM TeHOMUKH KUBOTHBIX, PI'BHY ®HII «Bcepoccuiickuili HayqHO-UCCIe0BaTENbCKUI HHCTH-
TyT %*uBOTHOBOACTBa UM. JL.K. DpHcray Poccuiickas @enepanus, 142132, MockoBckast 061acTs,
r.o. [Tomoneck, moc. yoposuiisr, a. 60; e-mail: anastezuya@mail.ru

Bonxosa Jlloomuna Anexcandpoena — KaHauaaT OMOJIOTMYECKHX HAYK, CTApLINI HAY4HBIH COTPYIHUK
naboparopun kirerounoit mmxeHepun, ®I'BHY ®HII «Bcepoccuiickmii HayIHO-HCCIIETOBATETLCKAN
HHCTUTYT XUBOTHOBOACTBa UM. JI.K. OpHcTay, Poccuiickas @enepanust, 142132, MockoBckas
obacts, 1.0. [Tomonsck, moc. JyOposunpsl, 1. 60; e-mail: ludavolkova@inbox.ru

3unoeveea Hamanus Anamonvesna — NOKTOp OMOJOTMYECKHUX HaykK, akageMuk PAH, nupex-
top, ®I'BHY OHII «Bcepoccuiickuili HaydYHO-UCCIAEA0BATENbCKUA NHCTUTYT )KUBOTHOBOJCTBA
um. JLK. DpHucray; Poccuiickas @eneparws, 142132, MockoBckast 06acTs, r.0. [Togonbek, moc. Jyo-
poBuwEL 1. 60; e-mail: n_zinovieva@mail.ru

Jast nuTupoBanus:

Bonxoea H.A., Bemox A.H., Bonxog JI.A., 3unosvesa H.A. 3GEKTUBHOCT UCTIONH30BAHUS JICHTH-
BUPYCHBIX BEKTOPOB JUISI TpaHC(HOPMAIIAN CIIEPMAaTOTEHHBIX KJICTOK CEMEHHHUKA METYXOB in vivo //
Becthuk Poccuiickoro yHuBepcutera aApyx0b1 HapooB. Cepusi: ATpOHOMHS U KMBOTHOBOJICTBO.
2019.T. 14. Ne 2. C. 162—169. doi: 10.22363/2312-797X-2019-14-2-162-169.

DOI: 10.22363/2312-797X-2019-14-2-162-169

Research article

The efficiency of use lentiviral vectors
for the transformation of rooster
spermatogenic cells in vivo

Natalia A. Volkova, Anastasiya N. Vetokh,
Lyudmila A. Volkova, Natalia A. Zinovieva

Federal Science Center for Animal Husbandry
named after Academy Member L.K. Ernst, Moscow region, Russian Federation
*Corresponding author: anastezuya@mail.ru

Abstract. Male gonad cells are considered as promising target cells for the introduction of recombinant
DNA within obtaining genetically modified individuals with given characteristics. The use of testicular
spermatogonial stem cells is of the greatest interest. In the process of differentiation, this type of cell gives
rise to a significant population of mature male germ cells. In the case of their genetic transformation,
differentiated cells can be used to inseminate females in order to produce transgenic progeny. The aim
of the research was to study the efficiency of using lentiviral vectors for the local transformation of roosters’
testicular spermatogenic cells. We used a lentiviral vector containing the ZsGreen reporter gene under
the control of the CMV promoter. In vitro transformation of rooster spermatogenic cells was carried out
by infection with a viral preparation, in vivo through multiple injections of the viral preparation into the tes-
ticular parenchyma of roosters (n = 5). The efficiency of transformation was assessed by expression
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of the reporter ZsGreen gene in transfected spermatogenic cells. The success of using lentiviral vectors
for the genetic transformation of rooster spermatogenic cells was shown in experiments in vitro and in vivo.
The transformation efficiency of this cells types in an in vitro culture varied from 45 to 57% and averaged
48 + 4%. The expression of the ZsGreen reporter gene in the cells of the spermatogenic epithelium
of the testes was established in almost all experimental roosters in the in vivo experiments. The number
of seminiferous tubules with transformed spermatogenic cells varied in the studied experimental roosters
from 10 to 22%. The effectiveness of genetic transformation of the testes spermatogenic cells was 1.8 + 0.2%.
The obtained results indicate to the success of using lentiviral vectors for the genetic transformation
of spermatogenic cells of rooster testes in vivo in order to create individuals with genetically transformed
germ cells for the further production of transgenic offspring with given characteristics.

Key words: roosters, testicular spermatogenic cells, genetic transformation, lentiviral vector,
transgenesis
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