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MMENINACIEE Y e [ K AR E R ain FIRE o i

AN WhE R B, RENT

R R A A A RS S B AL A TR AT e, L R A YRR S R R G B AL O R A SR =, B
550025

PR K AT AR, BEBH 550025

BN LR B, $1 1550006

HE: NACH R B T AEME T4 FREA MG IR TR EZER. KEIRMAIBFEDNAILEF L% T N-
NACI R, cDNA%# X 4K 861 bp, %5286/~ R IR, HALH AT 4E R L 7, NINACIIK R % A5 64 RIS BR 7
5| 5 LAEZRRMERS. RAFBNF6 B GRIF3TAREE R BB, F20% PEG60004L 32 4% J B fo 27 4 A
AART d. R, R B ALEE(SOD). it B EE(POD) MY B E AR T AR, A B
(MDA)#=# 28 (Pro) 22 %MK T2 AR, RT-PCRHy T4 R R 7, NINACI LB VA BNINACH B & ik & F 54
BRI ARG 2/ S A Bl et oAbk - 5- 2R BR A~ AR BB (PSCS) 1 R BA -0- R L 45 45 B (5-OAT) A& B A A& T % 4
A, RIRT AL fe 20 A AT, 2 B0 A& SAT AT F 47, 45 R A I, ££300 mmol L' EBZ i T, 4%
ARARARFARK, FARARZAGAERAE L4, XKAFENNACILRE 69 F AT 43R 3 T ARG I F

2k
AB /) o

F4IF: NINACIE R 1% W AALEE; T

TS PR VR 4 A RN 7 B v 11 E B e
K. FTEPriaSEEYH F g (reactive oxy
gen species, ROS)FL R I 2, S &3 3 N F, s2mfE
RAE KR B (F 22 22 282006; 5k = H:462005).

NACH K H 72 Tk K L BA 2 M A1)
THREMIAE Y S A 5 S N 1, E oAb B
W e T AR R I AZ ST R DR (X SR 545 2010) 0 BT
MWIEEZE A R 2 T 5 — IMNACH K HFNAM
(Souerd$1996). %R FERYEK K E T
Hte R B RE A, AN F R Rk,
WG R E « MRMKE T o A2 21 E %
A LS. BRIk 4, NACH SN PRk
A6 2 Fol 2B Wy RN AR A 0 W 38 1D 3 R R A B E
o MR IFH 9 B EI3ANACK [RANACO7 2.
ANACO55FIANACO19, ‘EATIRIEZ TR MiET, i
TR AR 3N FE R AR w] DU SR P 1) i 5 & ) (Tran
552004). SNTNACI/KFEHT T 5 He H 3= AR S
FLEI LR P a0 R B i 5 R 0E, MWLET R ha s
LR, ZE R RA SRS FLC AR A &
AR, TR = PR A A K2 BT R
Fop LB, i B Ak SNTINA C 14 52 R k2 B 24 74
FELPR IR 45 SE 2 15122%~34% (RIE452016).  H FIAE
M 75 1, ChoflTHong (2006) %% [% | NtHSP70-1%:
B, H OB UFZ R R4 7R PR R R

IENtHAKI . NtTIPIES[RI 358 | 0 S AE - R i
I 52 71 (5K #462017; H o2 R42013), XINACH:
SR F ARG B i 2, (B HNAC
B R FIRAE D) T BRSO AIE M B = o AR T b 2
NINACTEEH [PIEFIRFR, AL AR, 34
o DR PR SR T 2 3B PR B8 70, D 4k SR F FU V-
NACIER Y hie M H S 5 W5 57 F@a
BB HEANAL; NIRRT B 2 4 W o 52 000
Flsa DA A BT v ) e R IR L E M S50

1 HR57E

1.1 SEIE#RY

JHEL(Nicotiana tabacum L. ‘Xanthin’ )T H
ARSI B ARAF; NENACTEER 7 51 I FEK 326 5%
DRI SC R 3R A5 PCRAH G 5147 D 3 (i) X
Sy R wl G e w0 & B 75 N BHE AR R
B PRA AL HAR 08 B e L4k 250 R

AP

ks 2017-11-09  f&%E  2018-05-16
BREN T SR L DR AR ek B R KR 0 SR AT 5%
(2014ZX08010-003)~ [E 5 [ #A R 342 (31160149)F1 5%
PP BAR BT O E R ] 35[2017]4005)
* JLEREES: B (vlitang@]163.com). A ERI(dgzhao@,
gzu.edu.cn)o
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1.2 MNACIERK =58 r i

FIH ERE I ENACH; 3[R 1, £ GenBank
KO PE b HE 4T BlastPA8 22, SRAF M 5 (R U5 5 [ )
cDNA N Z IR . ARG 1cDNAJF 513 H] Premier
508 it 51 #I(AP-F: 5' GTTTATGGGCAGAA-
GGAGCAG 3'; AP-R: 5' CCTGGGTGATTTGCC-
TTGTTT 3"), BT [ e 15 F|cDNARMR . H iR
Hi§PrimerSRAR HS DNA Polymeraseif 173 [A 51,
PCR ) F 1% 358 i 8 Js2 r A 0, K 977 38 £ 1
NtNACTH K564 00 1 B4, B 8 Be5pMD19-T
Vector# AR, 4k 2 KT i (Escherichia coli)&
AN, AELBE A FE 775 F(Kan 100 mg L'+
Rif 100 mg-L™") 37°C#4 3%, PREXBHME ek, i Lifg
JeHEGE LAY BR A E . Hind TR Xbal W
Wi ) Joi b 2 A4 pSH737, [F]Bf FH KpnIlFlEcoRTA ]
N LA R P i & 45 Kpnl A EcoR I VA 55 1Y
KikFPH, HIT, DNABFEGER:, IR R HAL
pSH-NTNACI, 2R IR 225 AR UK AR (2016) 1)
Jiiks
1.3 NtINACIEE cDNAYRIS = H)[E)R F 5 b 5t

¥ HINational Center for Biotechnology Infor-
mation (NCBI)¥ i (http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/)
12 PP 31 EEXS R P % cDNAFF IBLAST 0 At A8
NCBIf*JORF Finder (http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/
gorf/gorf.html) 7} #fr 55 R T Ji B4 352 HE(ORF), £ B
Clustal X2FIMEGA 509 HEAT RGEHEM 7347 .
1.4 NINACIEEURHEN SEEURESHF
£E

IR 3 WA AR B, )A~2 em?
(K35 o S A pSH-NtNAC T I#) 4% AT B B WS e
HME K6~ min, FLBE48 hJ5 5 N5 K% R (Kan
100 mg-L'+Tim 100 mg- L) ik 75 3E |, #&n iy
ML N2~3 e HUIEZF E V) T B T AR EE IR
B AR, FAERTEE, BE IR B R (R
i IR =13 R . B S U A
M PDNA S BOA A & (0 B bt B RARAEE

— B B3 gus-nptl 05— E58) NovAC! O BB—

K1 546 B AR pSH-NINACI 4514
Fig.1 Structure of transformation vector pSH-NtNACI

A R 7)) FEEDNA AT PCRET M (NINACI F: 5'
GTTTATGGGCAGAAGGAGCAG 3'; NINACI R: 5'
CCTGGGTGATTTGCCTTGTTT 3').

PCR R BLH™ 3G M4 2 Je oA 1B R A 5195 (10
umol-L™)%0.8 pL. DNAHH (500 ng-uL™) 2.0
pL. PlemixTaq 10 uL. ddH,0 6.4 uL, S AKFH A20
pL. JEAJJ5, TPCR System 9700 (2 [E) Ay |
ITH G RBE, 338 26 A 95 CHIAE 130 55 94°CHil
10 s, 55°CIRB k30 s, 72°CHEAH20 s, 35N EH
JE4°CIRAF . IV SEHEFENA.0 pLy ™ 3 P~ 7E 5 4%
TR AL BHRI1.2%20 MR W e e rh vk, T 18 &
£S5 N Rl A
1.5 MERTFRimBRE

BRI R 1, 75% L BEIR 930 s, 30%
H,0,1210 min, JEHE KM HE4~5ikE, 0 T-MSH;
FREE LIATRI TR . BRIEK AR DN —EHIZ T/
OIS 24 BN 0. 100, 2001300 mmol-L™
H @B RIMSE 838 ka4, 5597 M BiE
TR =, WY AR T S8 5 TR A
KEBERN, WEINEE, 2/ 5.

IEHS~6M (R ARG 14 d). KB TR/
— B I TR ok S B A B, #520% PEG60003% 7k
MABRRAR e e S 77 L (A 8 F- 1=1:3), %
WET d, 5K200 mL. BYHUH RIS BTl A
G T —80°CLRAFAF A o

Fh - I 5 5 T T v i ) AR K B A A 2 R
F AT, W N (22+2)°C, MIXRE N55%~
70%, YeAMIN16 heR/8 hERIE, J:IE G0 27~54
pmol-m™s™,

1.6 FHEEPCR

KR -5 130 5 110 B 356 R R A 7R 0 R ] —
FRALIG I B EURNA, LLcDNAART-PCREAR,
PENINAC 1 3E R 7 51 % 11 RT-PCRY™ 1 5| #)(F: 5
GTTTATGGGCAGAAGGAGCAG 3'; R: 5' CCTG-
GGTGATTTGCCTTGTTT 3"), & & /7 3k K () #H
Rk E. LIRS actin®N{E AN Z(F: 5' TGGT-
TAAGGCTGGATTTGCT 3'; R: 5' TGCATCCTTT-
GACCCATAC 33X & FEARBATT 1. MNCBIZL
P R 4R ) O 4R (1) R A G FE RINENAC (F: 5
CTGATAAGCCAGTGGGAAAGC 3'; R: 5' CA-
CAATACCCAATCGTCAAGC 3'). 5-OAT (F: 5'
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GGCACGTTCTGGTCGATTGC 3'; R: 5' CTCCGG-
CCTGAATGCAAAGC 3")fIP5CS (F: 5' GTTG-
GTCGTCAGCGGCTTAG 3"; R: 5 AGTCATACA-
GAGCCATAAGGCCATTC 3)& K F 5. FIH
SYBR GreensE i} i SEPCRYLEHE, 43 HiXE A5G JE
HIRIB AT 708 S HRABLA 7 ACES AT 15
(7500 Real Time PCR System), #%MBAAC V%1154
Ao M ZE R R I K F . Real-time PCRIF Wi A&
REHEIHE2017) 7.
1.7 BERERESEIBIEFRNE
1.7.1 EEEMRENEFREX~IEENE

B 38 557 R R T AR B A R B A 28 08 2 A
[E AL, IR &S B 75 M B A EOR
A PR 2 7)) 2 i E AL W) (peroxidase, POD) Al
AN B AL B (superoxide dismutase, SOD)ig S P
DL A2 T . [#% (malondialdehyde, MDA)F1 i & ig (pro-
line, Pro) & &, SEIHRAEZ M E W W .
1.7.2 St EIERENE

FAL1-6400X T % 20 & 1 I & R 4,
AR — . AH AR AL B A, TS R
7F-10:00~14:003 % 14+ & 1 % (net photosynthetic
rate, P,). 7&[51# # (transpiration rate, 7)), J[f] —
FAb B B (carbon dioxide density, C). “fLFJE
(stomatal conductance, G,)#&f8¥r. #HEERIFIEF &
R E 3R &R, BEHHALINE 3K
1.8 LB GITFE D

HdE 79 M8 FHExcel 2010%5044:, 4353t 3518
Fbrteir 2z gl B3 . SRAISPSS 19.048 i fF
BT 2 S BT

2 SEIEER

2.1 MNACIEEFSELEME LR SR 2 heER

i B 13 B INENAC 17 3 5 3035 FE CDS 7 41
— 3, NINACI cDNAJF %1347 Blastp 4 7, 45 5 5%
7N, FLER A SIS B8 3 (Solanum tuberosum, XP
006341060.1)FE MU Capsicum annuum XP0165-
42547 DA 23 5 T8% N T2%, 5 35 2 4E (Ipo-
moea nil XP019187513. )M N55% (K2). ik
BUA RERYER 10F ) B0 R B 7 130T R Gt A it
I3, @R EIR, NINACIE A 5 SR Zsia
B R IR (B13)

2.2 HENMNACIERFERIIRE

DLAR A BRSO 38 A% 1 A 3 3R A3 3 7 AR
DUV AR . SR UL 5L KRBT AR R /R [ DNA, DL
NINACIFE K 51 Wit AT PCRY ™ 1 . %4 F PR A wk o
HB4> 34 R RINNACT H 261, B A A
RY WH B KT RUCDIKENINACIEER 1)
JH A R, USCERT oA XA 22 DRV AEL ok 1) b - DAAE Jig 88
SEEG
2.3 FEMBIEENMNACIERRER R4 KIS

XPAE & A AN R B H BR B I MIS 5 7 3 A=
K2 F I TAPH PR EAT R R K E St 455
K4S R, B ARG IR S 5 2 R bR AE AN B H 55
FERFE AR EEA A E . KT 2 Hians,
By A B 5 5 B MR AR K T G I 2 22 )5 H R
JoliE 5, RN S Y AR AU R AR R A K 52 B —
SERRFE AN . B T ER R FERG N, AR AR
Flo 3N FERRIRFEAL T T, S B R AR I AR
K B35 m T B AR TP-14E 10041300 mmol- L' H
FEEEALHE N AR R K 300 mmol L H R B Ak 3
T, TP R K. 7EH BRREME T, M5
(R, AR AR RE PR AR AR 1 A K 52 31 B B S g i (P<
0.05). 45 HFKHBERIENINACIEEF fE 35 42
e M AR Z00) T SR B R T 52 R T
2.4 FEIMBXIEENINACIE F R EE ik R B R0

EsAK 14 dg(5~6H1), #NINACTIHE R H
R AR R A TR R P AR KRS R AF, A 59
AR, R B2 e (KI5-A). BT 5HE7 d
Ja, BRI R K, W R A,
FE DR R PR ) AR K B B, (HRR R /N T B AR
B, A IR B MR RS, R AT DR RR IR
B IRAS (E]5-B) o
2.5 FEMEXNHAERMNACIR B EEER
o opAl]

TR Wia7 dfS, # R S TP-2FI TP- 198
[RININAC TR X 2325 5 53 70l A2 B A Y (1) 2. 2802 .54,
7= 5 B3 (K6-A); PSCSHERI AN Rk &2 B 4= 1Y
140%F120% ([&16-B); 9-OATHE R A X} 14 &2 B
AR 180%A170% (E6-C); NtNACK:[RIAH X} R ik &
AR 1.3F02. 765 (K6-D) . X R BT Z LK 7]
e 2 51ET R i i f2 W SR B & R
T2, et Pt
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YBES_Nicotiene_tobacura_NINACT . . .[IDICSANYRSDVGSVSGECESSK . . ETLGCASGNPGC 35
DH4E_Solerur_tuberosure _XP_006341060.1 .. .;SAVCSANYKFDSESISCECESSK. . ETLGCASGIPGG 35
H7n_ Solenure _pennelli XP_015087871.1 . . .;SAVCSANYKCDSESLSCECESSK. . ETLGCASCNPGG 35
FiF_Solenure_lycopersicura_XP_004246464.1 .. .EBVCSATYKCDSESLSCECESSK. . ETLGSASCYPGG 35
FE43_Cepsicure_snraure XP_016542547.1 .. .;SAVCSANYKFDSESISCESESSK. . ETLGCASGDEGD 35
HB i Iporose_nil XP_019187513.1 . . ..¥DVCAFRNELVSENVSHEGLLPG . . KLPDFADNSATD 35
IS _Coffea_cancphora XP_CDP06646.1 . . ..¥DICCPHDMPVSEDVSSECALSL . . GRRDNENDENKN 35
S _Pheseolus_vulgaris XP_LGV54156.1 MOERBESRS <. oo e ittt st e vl araleeth oD 10
S_Cejenus _cejan KYP70788.1 i 12
itrus_cleraenting XP_006429064.1 .. .SDIGSPCERAISKALP. 17
7 _Ziziphus_ jujube_XP_015399517 - . .[JDVSSHWDKLKSQSVDSFEGLQSFVNPEQWEDDTERD 37
Consensus m
HRES_Nicotiana_tobecure NINACT FF SINHEBGED. . . . LIDKDNSNTLEEDGS 71
S4B _Solerwrn_tuberosura _XP_006341060.1 PEASDMVHRE ....LIYREDSNTLEEDGS 71
i Solerura _pernellii_XP_015087871.1 PEV HETE D....LIYKEHSNTLEEDGS 71
FaF_Solerura_lycopersicure _XP_004246464.1 PEVSDMGYHFTESLSMKDGED. . . . LIYKEHSNTLEEDGT 71
3543 Cepsicura_snruure XP_016542547.1 PE ESINMEBGED. . . . FIYGEDFSTSEEBGC 71
BB LIporoce_xil XP_019187513.1 FDUNDMGNHE SKFVIMQEDQE . . . . LSDTTAENLSKDBGY 71
NS _Coffee_censphore_XP_CDP06646.1 .LYDDMGNRLTEFLEHQNKQKSSSVAVPSPNDGQIGTSAK 74
RS _Pheseolus_vulgaris_XP_AGV54156.1 NEVSNMGRTESESLEMQDAQK. . . . . SVHVPQGNDICSES 45
KRS _Cojenus _cejor KYPT0788.1 NEISNMGMTECESLEMQDAQK. . . . . SADASEGIDKSNVS 47
H4B_Citrus_clementine XP_006420064.1 E .....CNISDGGV.VSHVE 51
iziphus_ jujube_XP_015899517 GLVNE} ENAmx_m(iQEAEE. . .. .MEHASNGVNISNMD 72
Consensus 1 i
JBE_Nicotiane_tobecurn NINACT . .DIDA..NGTGITDSERCHIESATIIECSSMITPESELV 107
DRE_Solerur_taberosure _XP_006341060.1 E . DMDANDTDAGSTDSKKCH IS SHRSCSALSTEPAELV 110
Fn_ Solenur _pernelli_XP_015087871.1 .. TGSTDSEKGH T 3GSSISTPEAELV 109
PaF_Solerwrn_ lycopersicura _XP_004246464.1 . TGSTDSERCH IS (CSSMSTPEAELV 109
8 _Cepsicur_annuure_XP_016542547.1 . .DMEN.DTDVE. . . VEKC S (CSAMSTEPRELV 105
HETtIpomoce_ril XP_019187513.1 ertee. NT ASKKC SAT)R:F I 107
PNES_Coffee_cencphora XP_CDP06646.1 VGYKESHGNELDXLTNEKC CAT)R3CSBESKSSADVL 114
SRS _Pheseolus_vulgaris XP_AGV54156.1 ENLCGAINKQETSV . NMMC SAT}:TPNTILESSSSD 84
KRS _Cojenus _cejor KYPT0788.1 EKMCEAVKKQETKL . NMMC ATHE. .. .. 15SSSSD 81
HH#E_Citrus_clexaentine_XP_006429064.1 G. . FEDLKLEDDGP . GRS Ga YATHS . PTAKISESANV 87
7 _Ziziphus_jujube_XP_015899517 RNECGSSTTELGKS . SQKIM LIZSAT);CPNMTLERESSS 111
Consensus e 1k fp
YH&S_Nicotiana_tobecura_NtNAC YGQKEQEVDAN. . . STDLPY2RSISIETAL 136
DE_Solerur_tuberosure _XP_006341060.1 HGKEEQEADAK STDLPYSHSISSITAL 139
. Solenure _pernellii_XP_015087871.1 HERKEQEADSK TDLPYSRSISSITAL 138
FiF_Solenure_lycopersicara_XP_004246464.1 HE . KEQEADAK TDLPYSRSISSITAL 137
FEH]_Cepsicurs_snruure XP_016542547.1 HG . KEQDADAK TDLPHSRSITL)ZTTL 133
FE i Iporose_nil XP_019187513.1 QRENEQMNBAT . . SAQPP . SRTKSI):SAR! 135
HES _Coffee_censphore XP_CDP06646.1 DMEERBKEDLTPGDSVENGHDGSANCPYPRSISHSTPL 154
S _Phescolus_vulgaris XP_AGV54156.1 VIDSLSGDFAHQTYSRSISI)ZAPL 116
RS _Cejenus _cejen KYP0788.1 VAEALYEHSAHQTCSRSI 113
H4B_Citrus_clomentine XP_006420064.1 NEQDEDDELKT . . AFEQMFSDDPVPSRC TPL 125
% _Ziziphus_jujube_XP_015399517 GEKPEN....... ATKGLFSGDSPHNACTRSISL)3TPS! 144
Consensus P 1
YBES_Nicotiene_tobacura_NINACT 176
B4E_Solenurn_tuberosura _XP_006341060.1 179
HFn_ Solerwa_pernellii_XP_015087871.1 178
PaF_Solenwrn_ lycopersicura _XP_004246464.1 177
38 _Cepsicur_annuure_XP_016542547.1 173
EB L Iporose_nil XP_019187513.1 175
IS _Coffee_censphora XP_CDP06646.1 104
Pheseolus_vulgeris XP_AGVS54156.1 156
S_Cejenus _cejan KYP70788.1 152
5 _Citrus_clexnenting XP_006429064.1 165
% _Ziziphus_jujube_XP_015899517 ] O R TN 184
Consensus sa kgsre wa dvydp p
JRE _Nicotiana_tobecura NINACT oy ] Q 212
S4B _Solenum_tuberosur _XP_006341060.1 v {o} s 215
Hn_ Solenwra _pennelli_XP_015087871.1 . . GRRHRSDHRENGENEOK SNGKSSRGSK( 214
PnF-_Solenure_ lycopersicura _XP_004246464.1 . 5 ¢ 213
FEH_Cepsicura_ennuure_XP_016542547.1 . . VHRHRSDHRRNGENEQK SHSKSSRGSKG - - 209
HETLIpomoea_ril XP_019187513.1 KPQ 5 YEQ! ! 213
DS _Coffea_cencphora XP_CDP06646.1 K.PQR KASGKTSRGNRG. .K 231
S _Phescolus_vulgaris XP_AGVS4156.1 . NKRQQKSRK . KKPE 3 194
S_Cejenus _cejan KYP70788.1 . NKKPQKSRK 190
itrus_cleraenting XP_006429064.1 . SKRQQKSREGRNYK( 204
& _Ziziphus_ jujube_XP_015899517 - GRRQC 221
Consensus 3
ﬂg_}ﬁcmm_mb“m NINACT HEEeSA EDNHITTCSSFHSLGDNIT 251
DRE_Solenura_tuberosure _XP_006341060.1 HEEST . RRSYYPLEDNDIMTCSSFHSLEDNITAHSSELQA 254
5 Solenure_pexnellii XP_015087871.1 HEEST . RRSYYPLEDKDIMTCNSFHCLEDEITAHSSGLQA 253
PaF_Solenurn_ fycopersicure _XP_004246464.1 HEEST . RRSYYPLEDKDIMSCNRFHCLEDEIT 252
38H_Capsicura_arwaure_XP_016342547.1 HEEST . KRSYHPLEDHHLMTCSSFHTPEDDITDHSSVLQS 248
FE L Iporose_nil XP_019187513.1 YEESS . KRGEYBEDBN. . .. ouvuvnn.n SIVVSSCELQT 239
S _Coffee_cansphora XP_CDP06646.1 GEERS . NRSEKEVDDE. . . . .GNGACFSGPHR 257
RS _Phescolus_vulgaris XP_AGV54156.1 LSETS.GLCYKSMDSC. .DKVFVARTELDA 221
KRS _Cojenus _cejen KYPT0783.1 LSeTP . SLCYKSVD. . . BSSTELDA 211
HH#5_Citrus_clexaenting XP_006429064.1 IGeSSSDRCYKLMGAR. . . . .BGVLQLPDGLND 232
#_Ziziphus_jujube_XP_015899517 PV[ESS . DRSSKBEDAC. . . . .VRIVEANNGEED 248
Consensus g
JRES_Nicotiana_tobecurs NINACT STVDYDIGSTEDE! FPVA 285
DB _Solenur_tuberosura _XP_006341060.1 GAMDYDIGSPPDS! FPVA 288
hn_ Solenure _pernellii_XP_015087871.1 GAMDYD: FEVA 287
FaF_Solerure_lycopersicure _XP_004246464.1 GAMDYDIGSPPDS! FEVA 286
51 Cepsicur_ennuura XP_016542547.1 GTVDYD: DP. EP22 282
BB itlporoce_nil XP_019187513.1 GIVDLDINS.EDP; FEVA] 272
IS _Coffea_cenephora XP_CDP06646.1 NAIDFDVGS . PDP! ESUT 290
S _Pheseolus_vulgaris XP_AGV54156.1 LDVRSQDS..... YSVA] 250
S_Cejenus _cejen KYPT0788.1 FDVRSQDS. . . YSVE 240
HH#E_Citrus_clementine XP_006429064.1 FEVAGPDS......| YSVA] 260
7 _Ziziphus_jujube_XP_015899517 ITVGSPDEG. . .S YPVA] 279
Consensus cg sf k s h a

K2 NINACLER 75 He b4 ) 2 1505 471 [ L o

Fig.2 Homologous analysis of NtNACI protein sequences with other species
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# Ziziphus jujuba XP015899517

#H# Citrus clementina XP006429064.1

— 3¢ Phaseolus vulgaris XPAGV54156.1
L kT Cajanus cajan KYP70788.1
JH# Nicotiana tobacum NAC1

L4 Solanum tuberosum XP006341060.1

E i Solanum pennellii XP015087871.1

¥ Solanum lycopersicum XP004246464.1
B Capsicum annuum XP016542547.1

Z it Ipomoea nil XP019187513.1
WiHE S Coffea canephora XPCDP06646.1

K3 NINACLE [ 5 AR YR & (K R Get A o i
Fig.3 Phylogenetic analysis of NtINACT1 proteins and other species
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Fig.4 Changes of mannitol stress wild and transgenic type
plant roots under different concentrations of mannitol

WT: B4 89, TP-1, TP-2FITP-19: A[EEEHEFE M. *H
A T )2 5 R 2 (P<0.05), ** KR 5B AR A 2 i 2
(P<0.01). TR,

2.6 FEIMHBITEENINACIE FRE S B4 AR
2.6.1 FR2MHBXTEENNACIE FHEEGE M HIZZ0

T-5 W87 dJE, 20k B R R PR (1 SODYE 14 7
JiE135.971171.7 U-g" (FW), BFAE BB R (F1SOD
TEVEA 65.7 U-g™ (FW), £ fit % 35 bR R PR 1)
SODYE 73 7 & B AE B 1) 2.0F12. 445 (K 7-A) . %
F MR PODYE P ~552.941572.7 U-g' (FW),
7 A AR R APODYE 1 4339.2 U-g ' (FW), 363 [
T AR (I PODYE P 43 1) 2 7 A2 R R AR 1) 1.6 F1 1.7 %
(K7-B).

MDA % &l 52 45 5 o, B A B MR MDA
FrEN8.6 pmol-g”! (FW), & BRI (11 MDA %
F312.9714.0 pmol g™ (FW), e 5 27 A ARk

IMDA 7 5 73 il 5 i J5 DRI R R 149 2.9 A 2. LA (11 7-
C)o Profy &l &5 4 o, Wil )5 B A YR AR ) Pro
FrEN208.1 pgrg! (FW), S5 R AR 1 Pro & 53 il
N23.2H124.3 pg-g' (FW), B4 R FkPro & 54 il f2:
HHER 8,98 564 (&7-D). DL E&EREH, +5
FHIMIELINT, 5 Jik DRI B P DR s 2 LU B A 2 v, AL
B R G R LI AR, HNINACIE AR
BAET R N TR — e R .
2.6.2 TEMEXFENNACIEEREER A E
3z 0pA

TN R SRR AT A R 25 R B, 1R
10:00~14:0090 5& JA[A], 5 JPpiE T~ B A4 B AE R I
B AR (P )M A LT, #NiINACTHE A
TR B IR (P, T B Sy, (BAENE
[) B PN 4 B AL f P Y A S8 2 v T B 2B AR (P<0.01)
(KI8-A). HfAERUREPRI AL T (GO A T, b
J& AR, 2 B DR SAL 3 L (G )BT AR, ££14:00
I 2 5 B AR TG 72 7 (JK18-B) . e NINACTFE A AH
R M 1) — AR B VR B2 (C)) 45 10: 001} Z1 7y M AR 7Y,
B 5 I T 89 A2 B, #E13:005 14:000 218 2 1%
THFAR(P<0.01) (KI8-C). #:NINACIH: PRI
ZE 0 R 2 (T,) 1E 10:00 B ZI A 2. 35 vy T B AR AL (P<
0.01), Fifl Ji5 B A= AR AR (1 75 i T8 26 (T) 36 K, Btk
10:008F %I /5y, 76 14:000F % 55 5% K T 2 5 (8-
D). DA b45 BRI NINAC IR PR3 1 L ()
G, TR A R 4E R LB AR R R Y
GIEF R KRS -
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Fig.5 Changes of growth of tobacco plant under normal condition and drought stress
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Fig.6 Effect of drought stress on expression of drought resistance genes in transgenic tobacco
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P2 R 2 /N T AR TR R (14), I B pR I
REZERF IEH &0 FIIREL(ES), X —45 R 507
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2 B PN ¥ 14 48 (reactive oxygen species, ROS) R FFFE
BRI, AS2on i s e 3 (5K #:552017) .
— B2 3T 58, 2 FEHEY 4 EROS & & 2w
B, B K EE A, SRR AN, 25
JE 2R SR I, T 4 it 2L 43 AR &5 g s s SR AL A 4
(GillMITuteja 2010). FEY)HK N FISODFIPOD X}
brE AR EEEH, Gt 550 R %R K
R A HHEM ENI1997), F kAT EAHISODAPOD
(RO 1 S AR I PU R RE J . AT 9 45 SR B Ne-
NACIHE KR % T 7158 2175, SODMPOD
TR O A R B S R, SR TR A
FRie /1. MDAZ & B | RAR S A AR RE, AHt
FOMAS L B AMDA & & W K T B AR, X 550
D6 5.(2016) (1) P — % 7 & 5 M 0 I H s v 5 670
KA IEAR — B, ARG T F W E X &R 51
. R RN B EEZ B E AT,
TR a N R S BN A T 4E RS E R,
SRR R BOK, BETRAH AL R SRR oE M, TE RS
P, HAEHEY) T AR B2 AR A HLId 58
1B RE 758 55 P KPR (EF1E2011) . AHF 515 %
FERME R ) Pro s & B E K T B A 20, b5 X 4 Y 5%
(2014) [T FphE MY IR 45 RAH I, 1] B2
DRl Ay i B DRI REL R 52 1 52 ) JBb A S e 45870, IR AR AR
KL ZIHERL . PS5 BRI NINACIEE A W]
ok G R AR S YEEUB BREE ST S B S A P A
PRI DIRE, & R T2 W iE r P RE

T E e T 42 m AR K R H 8% (WUE) &
SR TR B B EIR AT, BB TOAA, R
FE PR 7K 73 ) FH 23805 2 i i 42 = 6 A il 2 A
ALK AT AR T E, TRPbE FiEFr
SALTF FEZ M ESFLICH, BRI 7K 7 FE R D,
ZEAE ) PR IK BE A0 - 5 IR TR 52 e 4 v (R 4 5%
2006; FhorE4E2014). AWK, +FMET,
MR L G R B 2w TR AR A, Y
e T RV Y A RO A ok B A B G A RE K 40 (1) R
JIRRAS 5

28 EFTIR, NINACIHE R )it R IE e & 1 7%
BRI B ) e S, VR S e fR it 7 B
fie e FE R, %3G & DS AL R aiE TR E
Mt e, BT, NACH: 5% R+ 178 i 4k T 3 A
whE. dEw. RiEpmEZEm L, AEWRD>

—HBIINACH: 1 [ D EA5 21 B 6 ) S8 UE (91 85
ZE2011) . AHEFEANRM] T HNINACTHE R )3
IEAEREILL T 5 8 2 AR T Bl 1 A S A 3o 4 i
R, S T AR T RE 1, JE HEY)
FIIRETT IS AE T NACH: 5 K 7 fEM MR T 1 7
T AR D RE, e )P 2 3 B 2 e 1 0 Y B 30 P 3
HEENZEME.
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Cloning of N*NACI gene from Nicotiana tabacum and its analysis of
drought-resistant function

XU Xiao-Yan', YAO Xin-Zhuan', LU Li—Tangl’z’*, ZHAO De—Gangl’3’*

'College of Life Sciences and Institute of Agro-Bioengineering, the Key Laboratory of Plant Resources Conservation and
Germplasm Innovationin Mountainous Region (Ministry of Education), Guizhou University, Guiyang 550025, China
’College of Tea Sciences, Guizhou University, Guiyang 550025, China

*Guizhou Academy of Agricultural Science, Guiyang 550006, China

Abstract: NAC transcription factor plays an important role in plant signal transduction and abiotic damage. In
this study, the N¢tNAC1 gene was cloned from the cDNA library of tobacco, and the coding region was 861 bp
in length, encoding 286 amino acids. The phylogenetic tree analysis showed that the amino acid sequence en-
coded by NtNACI gene was the highest homologous to potato and 37 strains of transgenic tobacco obtained by
Agrobacterium tumefaciens were treated with 20% PEG6000 for 7 days. The results showed that the activities
of superoxide dismutase (SOD) and peroxidase (POD) in transgenic plants were higher than those in wild type.
The contents of MDA and proline were lower than those of wild type. The results showed that the expression of
NtNACI and NtNAC gene were higher than wild type by RT-PCR analysis, and the pyrroline-5-carboxylic acid
synthase (P5CS) and ornithine-d-aminotransferase (5-OAT) were lower than wild type. The T, transgenic and
wild type seeds were selected to analyze the drought tolerance of seedling roots. The results showed that under
the condition of 300 mmol-L" mannitol, the transgenic plant roots were more inhibited than wild type roots.
The results showed that the expression of NtNAC1 gene could increase the drought tolerance of plant.

Key words: NtNACI gene; cloning; enzyme activity; drought resistance
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