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2. BN 2ol A ) TRRWT T 156 / 11 3t A 0y 8 R R 4 5 R 5 6157 A RS B IR R SRS &, S 550025

HE. RETHAEGRKARTANEHELBR (HuCAT) #4531 4, AL BB R PMDIST-HuCAT + ¥ 3 th
B, H R A R R SR pSHT37, M T CaMV35s B 3 F 3K 3 %9 & ik #i4k pSHT737-HuCAT; £ A RKATH
A FEHARE, R 3T ARMEMHMK, 2 GUSABLFEERLPCRY HMEL, A2 Mk AHARHM; 2 F
%% RT-PCR & % k% & PCR AN, ik & AEMk AR 22 4 L PEG-6000 Z R B F Fria &4, nl 244 R
IRE R FA A AR, SR F, HARME CATEMR, SODFM®, PODEM® ., PROAERFMAA AL KEN G
FTHAAME, MDA & Z R FTHALNME, KW HuCAT AR THRES THEGR T,

X 8 W: KAER; CAT AR; MR A B IK; 4844 BE; LB LA

hESES: Q291; Q786 XEktRERL: A XEHS: 1673 -9868(2016)11 — 0057 — 07

0BT 30 S WA A A A A L AR R R BRI R R B b R, AR R T R 0 M AR
(ROS), Ml 3B BT, BEAE . DNA K H At 41 i 20 55 /%) 7™ S 460 3. 3 Ak S (CAD) J@ Il 21 2% 2 H g
%, B EEEMBEMEL HO, 40k HoO 5 O,, CAT PR Y it 3635 7] A 20% K MK 1 19 ROS,
P e O AR A i B

KR (Hylocereus undulatus) FANNER = MR KR AR/, FE=T e #ay s X, m
it 2, B RS A M ES . B TR, AT T KRR CAT S (HuCAT) , JE#E mRNA K
- AT T A SR AE Y I 1 O R AR RIS H# HuCAT WA ) 23k 8004 . 38 i 18 4% i A A X
A A, L PEG-6000 ¥ B 01 1 52 Jhlp 38 Ak B, 5 5 56 DR 50 19 A BLES BR E A7 0 A DA 0E — 25 560
HuCAT (112 S50 2 15 48 1o I8 R0 A 4 0 300 1 1) Wk 78 T .

1 MRETE
L1 iR

MW (Nicotiana tabactum ‘Xanthin’)FF i St K2R A Y TRV B IE N TR =840, Crn
A T8 & 3 IR AR R, BRI A K 2~ 3 S 5 TG B i 4 o B ol AR R,
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1.2 EHREIXF

KIGFFE DH5a BRI T RAR A YR A BRA R AT & bk LBA4404 FIAE P 3R ik 84k pSH737 H
SN R 2z RN A=) TRRVF G B 55 I TR 40 & B & A H iy 2 R Y 5 401k PMDI18T-HuCAT H A< 52 5
EAR-F; PowerUp SYBR Green Master Mix i & W T Appiled Biosystems /A &) ; /= {# B PCR B KOD-
Plus-Neo 1§ 7 TOYOBO A H], LA Tag DNA R4 8. BREIPEN VIR Xoa 1 . EcoR 1 T Takara A ),
T4 DNA # 4 W T Promega 2> 1.

1.3 HEYWREBEWHE

4 HuCAT (GeneBank: KF887150. 1) 5¢ #& FF ikt %] 52 HE J¥ 91 45 & pSH737 FiB#AK LW YI 7 28, F]
M Primier 5. 0 AR B2 K Y 519, I3 07 E TR 519 5 M 3" 351 A EcoR 1\ Xba 1 BUIf7 5. J
HY 8519 . F#E5¥ HuCAT-F. 5-GCTCTAGAATGGATCCTTACAAGCA-3’, Fii51% HuCAT-R;
5-CGGAATTCTCACATGGTTGGCCTCA-3". A& A HuCAT JEH 2K B BUR AR AR #E 1T PCR 973, H
F KOD-Plus-Neo & & BLEGY 3 7= R P R, 8T 5T s AR ER . A LA Tag DNA R4 Xt
Py veke By R B 37 b AT A ;. @ik TA SO % #2 8] PGEM-T vector I+, ¥ KIMHF A DH5a J5
PR 7 4 BB BEAT B U S 8 S, A8 B ] 2K PGEM-T-HuCAT. Rl EcoR T Fl Xba T g 53 51 32
fiti Y] PGEM-T-HuCAT 5 pSH737 Jfiki, BVl ¥alifb)5, H T4 DNA #4804 Cid w4, # 1k DH5«
J 4 8 BA R SRR Y, R4S S 4L BURL pSH737-HuCAT.

1.4 EAFENEEREE

WA FRENE S BT AR LBA4404 Bz S b, BRI kR, &0 RIRE &R
TEERIPIPEF K E 1~2 cm @Y N AR FRE S IE AR, FIH GUS A4k 444 % PCR fll H
L DI A S 1 . BT EE SRS Ceat6f: 5-AATAGATCCCAGGAACCACCA-3’, catbr: 5-ACCCA-
GAGAGCCTCAACACC-3"), DIFEEUHI IR H DNA b 8554 X %% JE R AR Bk 517 PCR Rz ill, PCR A& I & % .
2X Master Mix 5 pL, f# DNA 25 ng, IER M G4 0.5 pmol/L, MA ddH,O & 10 pL. &N 54
94 ‘CHiAEYE 3 min; 94 ‘CAEPE 30 s, 58 ‘CiBk 30 s, 72 ‘CLEM 60 s, I 28 DEFR; 72 ‘CREELEM 5 min. £
1 %6 Byt JI A e Jg L UK R DU B 1 7= .

1.5 #HEFEEK/KD HCAT EEBPREDHT

KPP E 8 RT-PCR Mok 8 & PCR &I H 19 35 g A X 38 . DU R B-actin FEA NS A,
PCR WA B 1. 4. FORE &1 94 CHUZEYE 3 min; 94 CZ8PE 30 s, 60 “CiBk 30 s, 72 CHEf 60 s, Ik
27 M5 72 CBELEM 5 min., BIHFFIAT

RNEESSEIRY TP

B-actin-F: 5-GCCATCAGCAACAAATACCA-3’

B-actin-R: 5-GCCTCATCACCAACATAAGCA-3’

H 3= 51975 .

catbf: 5-AATAGATCCCAGGAACCACCA-3’

catbr: 5-ACCCAGAGAGCCTCAACACC-3’

K% € B PCR #E — 20 3 A i 56 DR bk 19 3R 35 R PE. PCR W AR R A 10 pl: PowerUp SYBR
Green Master Mix: 5 pLL, ddH,O: 4.1 pL, IER M GI#45 0. 25 pmol/L, ¢cDNA 100 ng. KM 5. 94 C
FASPE 3 min; 94 ‘CAEPE 10 s, 60 “CIR K 20 s, 72 ‘CHEAH 20 s, 3£ 40 DMEI; S th L€ 0 M 65 C 3
95 °C. RH 272 B B R W A X Rk L SIFESI T .

NEEASSEIRY TP

B-actin-F: 5-GCCATCAGCAACAAATACCA-3’

B-actin-R: 5-GCCTCATCACCAACATAAGCA-3’

atp A-F: 5-ATAGAGGTGCAAGGCTGACA-3’

atp A-R: 5-TTGTAGTAATTCTGGTTTGACAC-3’
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H 3 H 519751 .

Cat2f; 5-CCCACATCGTCGAAGAGCCA-3’

Cat2r: 5-CCACGCATTCAAGCCAAACC-3’
1.6 HEREEHEEEEUBERUE

WA K —BUW i RS R To FEFAERM R, RS NARGER. RO ERE 6 il
M5 A5 20 % (w/v)PEG-6000 ¥ 0L 52130 kb 2. 20 d J5 356 BROHR AR B v R/ INAH I 19 i R )
S A ACTE bR, BT 3 Bk, HA 3 K, EdE T SPSS 22. 0 Al Excel #4740 3.

LUK B (RWOMIE « S B R R 7 20 7

2 IR IR M B R 0 & U0 B B I SE i AL A (CAT) | AL W 5 AL i (SOD) Flist 48 46 W) il (POD) 3%
P, DLW E R (PRO) AT [ (MDA) 5 5.

2 GRESMH

HuCAT Ky T #5250 FF 38 IE
L PMDIST-HuCAT SABiAR, A i ff BCR AT 9758, kAR I HuCAT, 97347 ¥R /N R 1479 bp
(B DL P25 R RV, 275 GeneBank HHiZFE R B9 781 — . B H 89 R BOEH ] PGEM-T EIf 4k
KIGHTF B . 27 R, 790 Tof i sl 2.
2.2 HEYREHENHEREE

2.1

PGEM-T-HuCAT 142y pSH737
TR B AR o W HF EcoR 1. Xba 1 XU Ef
I, sUkR I D) . A5 R R WA 2),
PGEM-T-HuCAT iRV 5, 43 3 K/
WA R B, N B RNl 1500 bp 22
i Al 5 HEUH KR /ANEATF, pSHT37 Bk 4
XY 5 459 3] B — 1 K O B &gy, mhfiok .
/INFBEJE T4 DNA 4% B 0017 1% 35245 5
TR pSH737-HuCAT . FHYIY %, 15

F 2y 1500bp 1 HuCAT R A B, ¥4 %08 45

2000 bp ——

1479 bp
1 000 bp

750 bp
500 bp
250 bp

100 bp

M: 2000bp DNA Ladder; 1—38. 544" 4 i Bt.
B 1 HuCAT F 355 ARE PCR ¥ 1 B35 S 75 5 i B

SRRy B B 2 3R B A I, 1k — 20 W 2 P 51 0 8 i e A8

A AT [ IER WAL R R A . B AT R RV RE 1Y 1 2 1500 bp B9 &A1, R IR R H K
B AR AT .
M1 2

2000 bp 1479 bp

1 000 bp
750 bp

500 bp

250 bp
100 bp

A

M 4 5 6 7 8 91011 12 13

1479bp 2000 bp

1479 bp

1 000 bp
750 bp

500 bp

250 bp
100 bp

B

B 2 PGEM-T-HuCAT. pSH737 5 pSH737-HuCAT J&Hi £k H WEEI (A) F1 EH FH % PCR(B)

2.3 HEEEKRNERE

XU BT GUS LUk e, 25

RUIR, 37 APUrE e 29 BRI R 5K, T B AR R

JoR HBLE @ (B 3A). XF GUS B (o 5 FHPERY AR, $2B0E DNA #E47 H B9 3E Y PCR A, GUS Al &

FHAPERY 29 4> 5d e 5 BH P08 BRAS 9 38 s 1A 2% o T B 4 o TG B A R0 00 R 7 3 o e S

(R 3B, L
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GUS Fll PCR #:0 2% F— 2.

MT1 T2 T3 T4 T5 T6 T7 T8 T9 T10 T11 T12 T13 T14 T15 T16 T17WTPC

2000 bp

1 000 bp
750 bp
500 bp

250 bp
100 bp

A B
M: 2000bp DNA Ladder; T1-T17: HuCAT ; PC.: pSH737-HuCAT & AF 14 5 kL.
3 HMMEMRE GUS AL R E(A)R PCR BT (B)
2.4 FHEREREHKD HuCAT HIRIES
FHIEE B RT-PCR 5286 & & PCR, X HuCAT FEA7 2355087, Wiy sk i Ml 48 F 0 . 5 87 28 A0 1
B, ERRIM 20 NMERRMR R T 22 MER HuCAT FAE B E# e, b T, T11. T13 %5 13 Mk
RIREIEE R, T2, T3, TI0 % 9 MHRARKZ; T1, T8, T12 & 7 MR A RE, K T7, T22
PPN R IR (B O B, Sl RATF RN LKA T 22 A HuCAT (5 2% 35 1) 7 5 IR 00 R A 1k

WT T1 T2 T3 T4 T5 Té T7 T8 T9

e e ————

(ARl —aes = o “r
Tr 12 F a
a
6
] 10
1 L
j@ 451— b b BT
® . bc be © _"HE 6 b c
= 3r cd =
®or =4
1F S e e 2rF
0
WI T1 T2 T3 T4 TS5 T6 T7 T8 T9 0 wWr T1 T2 T3 T4 T5 T6 T7 T8 T9
BEEKR BEEKR
A B

[ — 7N PRT P S i) 3 3“7 B 3 7R 28 7 1 3 (p<<0. 05).
4 HERMBERRZRINE HiCAT RiZH ¥ EE RT-PCR(A) RE= (B) 7
2.5 TEBEMNEERFEEEEANIERNZID
ERYR, SEARBEAMEL, TRAABETE HuCAT FH A &AL 70 B3 2 5 (POD 36 M5
8y TR HuCAT BEFMELR CAT 3% (Bl 5A) . SOD i #: (& 5B) . POD i (& 5C) . PRO
P (& 5D) R & /K £ (] SE) 3 0 3 sy THF A AL, i SE DA bk MDA % 5 (& 5O I THFAE A, R
TRIE T, % HuCAT FEHfE 35 5 S A bR i b ffb e S 24k,

3 %W i

T B 1 K B2 R A 25 0 A AR 50 L B AR 2 R A BOK 1 AR R 5 1 RGBS RAE Y
f FE AR A Y R, R A 43 2 T B S AR i S LB, o A TR SRR G R DR 0 T A R DR AT Rk e R
VEYTH S0k A A ORTE . B B A LA R A . B ARSI R A, RE RS VB oK R SR R A B 1
TP, KKRY 56T VR 3544 250 B AT A 56 R s

s CAT JEHR a4 0428, KRR R HuCAT SatS i mE s T 11 2k A &, £ 8 kO
R GE IR, AEEBOEME A H, O, . & HuCAT &I 75 M BALPE R0 . HuCAT %t 492
ANFIERR , 4y TR 57. 03KDa, FEZEH AN 7.03, BREE M. 4 HuCAT ZIER FIEES T, kg 3
catalase 5 ALY TR cDNA ¥ 51 LA R HE I ) 2 32 FR 5] TR 1 = 38 73~ 77 %0 f1 75~80%. HuCAT HAH
PRSI 3 S L S 25 R BRI AT 05, R G L T W3 i ios H S5 AR (Eriobotrya japonica) CAT HEH |
W R (Dimocarpus longan) CAT A . ME (Nicotiana tabacum)CAT1 I R IEMHERFHS . HuCAT &%
WY B C A — A~ 5 i3 W B0 1 )7 5] 1(PTSD AL TRL J#31 (Thr-Arg-Lew) , i3 b 2l
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35r o WT 2 9

o 30f mCAT b o 80 o wT 2
on
g 25 - z Zg - m CAT
2 20 Sl
~ ~
#H 15t # 40 b b b
o0t w30t
< 20 k
S S 10}t
0 0
FRE F2 FRE
A B
45 - 450 a
~ 40 L awT o0 400 ¢ awT b
2 35t | CAT ﬁ 350 + ® CAT
5o 30r b 2 300 f
T 25t < 250t
#Ho20F : W 20t ¢ ©
Hoogst @ 150t
g 1t & 100
Ay
& st 50 -
0 om— 0 -
FEH] F£E FEH] F£E
C D
100 a a gwr a ~ 207 a wT ¢
s 80| W CAT * 15k ® CAT
= g b
B 60t 5 b b
® < 10t
U 40t 1
7 oo
E 20} é
0 - ' 0 - -
FEH] F£E FEH] F£E
E F

A.B.C.D.E.F ft# CAT {fit%. SOD i% 4. POD i& . PRO %4, HIXT & /K& H MDA & 4.

I — /N B o AR ) 3 507 207 25 5 L 3 (<20, 05).
B 5 % HuCAT EEREMRENEEEEUHETH
HE AN T EAR Y BRI HuCAT & Y i S8 A0 S8 T Rl i PTS1T RGEHEA S AL mg A, vt
AERFR N H, O, HYSGE VA A HuCAT MRK A H O, AT B3 L, mRNA £k & 50
YRS TR R, AR T RSN AT, CAT 2K H.0, 1 £ ZEH,
CAT 8 Fd LA BE H, O, 43 T4 = 7 4 9 0 B33 /K SFH . A AR 22 43 TE 58 R A IR T8 T Bt
HPIEIED AR, AR G BRI R v CAT e 0y 5 £ 36 3K BB A ] 2 5 Ml B2 v A 40 %0 1 52 38 A 41K
BUhe . W eRAEY) R

AW 5T BT FH B AE BB SR AL 95 55 )3 31 (CAMV35S) S 4 B AL IS 3l -, Bl )32 1 T 30 I A 4 2 5 [
TR LR B TR 1 B S IK AR S SR IRBE A B BT £ K0T R B 4L R 3 A
U5 I AR R Z 8088 5 AN 6] & 5 60 30 o o 3 10 26 3, FL G 5 5 PR %) R 0 21 4 P B o v R0 2R3 0
CAMV35S J& 3l 73K 3l i) B #0956 PR R B0 1 V8 22 A bl 30 6 PR A 3R 3k ot 75 2 6 PR A R LU I 5 i R
MR B SRS PUVR . Prihiae g,

B TAES , HuCAT BITIRERF 3] TR UE S . i F kO B R U8 6 Ak 7k & i R B 5. T 40 b7
HuCAT W4 IRE, ARFFAKYE HuCAT (4t X RIAE ¥ 325 8k pSH737 LA EEDI A a5, B4 55
YO 3G T 58 B 00 TF I B AE o 8 5 DX R G B 9 4 A B pSH737 15 CAMV35S J3 8l 7 Hl Nos & 1L T2
], A A R HAA. B HuCAT e R W) I R b 2 8 2ok 33k, AR A5 1 2 8 DRI ot Ry i — 20 fi
Br HuCAT Hita btk , S 2 W2/ HuCAT BP0 D RE 568 Janli, [A) oA B AR A5 e 5 0 5 i DA A
FHT 5

AT T7 ARk, T8 Rk WARME 4, KA HFEHFTOER. s AR L HBYEERE R T-
DNA Fifi Bl % G 3] 40 55 35 R 20 9 R [l 7 6, 25 9 B0 I R GA K- A7 78 22 5, e 5k TR A bk b Ao v g 4 i
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PR L R DT R Bl 421,

P S AT T 1 0% v AR S B T AR A T R N R T R S . PR LA R HE CAT. SOD. POD %, &
I U VR WS BR A R B R T M A, JERIIRAN A 2t B R G i 405 5 ) A9 & B A Hu-
CAT FEHMHE CAT. POD Fl SOD ¥ 14 35 &5 F W7 A BUAR #E (B 5A-C), #EI B F#% A M CAMV35S J5 3l
Wi T 4iAS POD I SOD [ %k, T S3 POD M1 SOD i ¥4 3 Th. X K5 HuCAT M54
H A — 8 AU T R 55 0 RE 1. 1 o 4 M AR A S0 A R B 1 E B AR A R 0T . MDA 58 5 1 Sy ] G

Rt E LA 0 B Fe bR . 5 B RE M AR A S IR A DG, A0 b D I R O e A S T 4 it 4R Ak A8 4
M FERE . BT IR PEMAE Y B BT R L RS R S HuCAT MH MDA 5 21K T 57 24 BB R (B 5F)
AIRESZ RS CAT. POD Hil SOD S Hi U A0 B i M 1 42 i 0 1) 77 MDA (6 B, AT U 420 400 L2 %) 43 47, 344
SR, WFFEEM, AMNEIE R AT LR B CAT. POD Ml SOD i /3% E . [5) if i o] B A MDA #9543
BV T RWANT, 7 HuCAT SED9 5 87 A R0 5 () i 208 1 i SEA M ) o 7 1 32 0 30 5 3 ik A1 0 2 il 41
i 18 4 Y 5 R 1 A U B (J8 5D) . PRO B K B R U2 L R gl HEA T8 38 8 49 19 — Bl SRz o A s i i X
TR IREE I IE AR, B T LS . BeAh, DRSR R, RWC fEB R, TR RN, MY
PR, T 20 N Y RWC A A4 K 20 0k B0 R F 52 Al 40 Bt 52 66 0 Lt A e e B AR BRAE AR . T BRI
B e 7K R AR 420 0 P R K A3 40 O AR 50050 AR IR 9 v B AR RU RN B HuCAT R i R AR 85 K 78 52
¥R TGS, B HuCAT HHRR T [ E RN T B A R R, 2 5 R B R R 3 7K o B 2
TH AR AL (F SE), XUl HuCAT MF I BA SRR AR KRE 7. 401 4 B A AR bR T h 5.
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Gain of the HuCAT Genetic Tobacco and Analysis on
Drought Stress Resistance of Transgenic Tobacco

GE Fei'*, NIE Qiong’, QIAO Guang?®,
ZHANG Ting?, WU Yan’, WEN Xiao-peng®

1. College of Life Science, Guizhou University , Guiyang 550025, China ;
2. Key Laboratory of Plant Resource Conservation and Germplasm Innovation in Mountainous Region ( Ministry of Education)/
Institute of Agro-Bioengineering s Guizhou University , Guiyang 550025 . China

Abstract: Based on our previous work, HuCAT was amplified from cloning vector PMD 18T-HuCAT u-
sing specific primer pair. Products were then inserted into vector pSH737 to construct sense and anti-sense
plant expression vectors promoted by CaM V35S, Using Agr-obacterium tumefaciens-mediated co-transfor-
mation method, 37 clones were harvested from the leaf discs of tobacco (‘Xanthin’), among which, 29
were proven to be transgenetic lin-es after GUS gene histochemical staining and PCR detection. With semi-
quantitative PCR and real-time quantitative PCR detection, 22 transgenetic lines over-expressing HuCAT
we-re obtained. Some drought resistance physiology indices for transgenic tobacco were invest-igated under
simulated drought stress conditions by using PEG-6000. The results show that the enzyme activity of
CAT, SOD, POD, the content of PRO and relative content of water were higher than wild-type plants. On
the contrary, the content of MDA was below it. The HuCAT transgenic tobacco plants could resist
drought stress, which provides updated information in the role of HuCAT under abotic stress.

Key words: Pitaya; Catalase ; expression vectors; genetic transformation; tobacco; gene expression
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