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HEPpSnRK1py ITETURI T P B RIZIESER E LB 4
A, R, WA, TR, B ou
IR AL RS2 5 TR, AEUV A B R 0%, LR 2271018

WE: AR R A B(Prunus persica) SnRK 1 I 2k By4a A5 25 B PpSnRK 1By 14 3 # I~ (Arabidopsis thaliana) 73X+, 1% 8 ¥
FEA MV B i 5o, IR A8 £ A PpSnRK 1By 15+ 31 SRARAR L BAL AL ) 09 B v Bovm B AR . 45 REH, 0.1
pmol- L™ MV ARSI E Gt T, A2 R XML 57 A& RUAY F 49 97 K Fodhk 2 A K2 B 404, 12974 BA R 5000 K FEfdi Kk
9 E4%; 2~8 pmol- L' MV % sedidy FAibket i, A KHARRG £ 5 694k & 0T K. A2 umol L' MV#563 hig, A& KAk
A B (MDA) S & 2 KT 2 AR, vt it AL i iT A b SBE(CAT). A2 A B ALEF(SOD). BB IKS-444% 83(GSTs)
Fait BAL EE(POD)E v 39 & T 57 A& A ALAK, HLOA AR R A PpSnRK 1Byl 2 B 4438 & iy F Ak e B AE . AL hid
£, AR KHMRA) SIRK 1 B 5 1 &5 T 27 A A Ak, & SPCRE R 7, A8 KX PpSnRK1fyl Wi T, firit vt i 2 B
AtHSPRO142 AtHSPRO2#) % 35 AL 45 A RO R+ 5. Bk, B AKX PpSnRK 1Pyl #6938 5% il I L AALRE A,

T 4% 2 18 1$ PpSnRK 1Byl 55 HSPRO A B 64 £ 3A B A EALEE R4 K BAE A 44,

KHEIR): Bk; PpSnRK 1Py l; BACH:E; S EAALEE, HSPRO

R AR R B -1-FH G HE 1 (sucrose non-
fermenting 1-related protein kinase 1, SnRK1)/Z1H
VRN A E SRR A . —, 5 EEEDR
W KB W RSS2 Mg #E(Polgel Thomas
2007; Crozet?:2014; Hulsmans%$2016). SnRK1]#
o 1ol PR A A T A XU P 12 1) 77 NS S AR S
R PAEE, Ban3-Fadk-3- F R R S AR R AGE
J5i i (3-hydroxy-3-methyl-glutaryl-coenzyme A
reductase, HMG-CoAIL J5 i) JFE A il R & i iy
(sucrose phosphate synthase, SPS). fil§ iRif J5i fiff
(nitrate reductase, NR) I EEHE 5 IR & A S (tre-
halose phosphate synthase 5, TPS5) (Bachmann%s
1996; HarthillZ52006; + 51 752014). &S 5
WA K R B 34N, SnRKTEFE Y N X6 P85 i i
M) 87 At B 5 R SO . H i 5 5 (cabbage
leaf curl virus)JAL2 5 A it 5 U FG 77 (Arabidopsis
thaliana)IGRIKs % [ H./F(Shen%52014), i
GRIKs# FI1EASnRK 1E (1 (1 L il i (Shen Fl
Hanley-Bowdoin 2006), H&¥ & SnRK 1[G P
SnRK 1 H#ll 2 =2 EEY), H—MEA T Ha
FTP AN 5 3L 5y 4L i (EmanuelleZ52015). Sn-
RK 1By 3 A4 45 i SnRK R 1 E 3, 5 5h4)
[1JAMPKyFH % RESNF4 R, H 456 2 ARy AL N
Ui il & 7 CBM 4 #4158 (LumbrerasZ£2001; Ramon%§
2013). BylEJEfE 5 ol 5 20 5 U 2R AR (Lum-
brerasZ2001), a8 5 AL IEa, 17170 3B K
5 = R AR (Emanuelle5$2015), MM 5e 3 1)

SnRK1E 54, Z 5 A 2. SnRKI1By I
R 2 N EK K EERE, Gao%5(2016) K I
0P I+ RA R kinfy I AEH 1, ok iA R I S A7)
Bl A 1) G R R BRI, AR LA Sk b BRI R 28 FRAIK,
MR 4 28 o U SR M B 7T K B SnRK 1 By WP 2%
Z 5 W ia Wi N, Bradford55(2003) A 3L, A3 H i 7%
fi% (abscisic acid, ABA)IZ il B 17 £1 5% e 5 1 2 it
(Solanum lycopersicum)-1-LeSNF4/{) % ik & FTF,
Tl W9 5 32 4], Gujjars(2014)UEM], 52 T-Fihia
I A P SISNF4~1 53215 8374 w5, HEMISISNF 4~
152 5355106 - 5L B3 1 g
HEWRAELEK A TSRS, 222305 % F
AR AR AP a1 IX L i 3 2 5] A )
S IE (Bowler®51992).  [H bk, HF 7ok 40N 36} 4
P38 B B a4 SR, B B 3 A A A R R %
b 300 455 Jlp 2 Py i S BL A o AE SRR BB SR T, A
Y4 i P 35 M 48 (reactive oxygen species, ROS)7K
SEF L NTE BRI M N 2 R EIROS, R4 A T
AT 2 DA K e A S P T, 9 A
fi#(catalase, CAT). it SE W) (peroxidase, POD).,
ALY AL B (superoxide dismutase, SOD)FIZY
Jot H Bk S-4% 7% i (glutathione S-transferases, GSTs).
AL, FEIE 2T, FEAR— SRp R (1) 18 5 R 2

ks 2016-12-14  f&E  2017-04-05
#EE EKARRIEEEE(31672099) 11 AR E B AN
BE42(SYL2017YSTD10)A0 [ Z BAR A b 5 AR Ak £ 722
LI 4:(CARS-31),
* JEIER (B-mail: pft@sdau.edu.cn).
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H&ik, tbinHSPRO (Baena-Gonzaalezfl1Sheen
2008). HI LK (methyl viologen, MV) & SL 7R (1]
e RGNHIF, 5 FHEAMROS &5,
I B AR R S A Pl 38 1 15 3 77 (Ekmekeci Al
Terzioglu 2005). #k(Prunus persica) e B 5 1) % 4
A F, EARR R S EE A ERKIA
KA, 25 IR ol A8 2% A 0 2 52 e Bk ) 7 S A+
il Jit . % T SnRKIZEAE YA B % S Hiid 77 T 1)
HEMEH, HMARAE ARAHE Y LSk SnRK 1 Byl 5
E RO A 38 I T, AHE 5T DL 2 I8 PpSn-
RK 1y BRI I+ 1k & iR, IRFTEMV IS T 1A
WL E 2615 F, PpSnRK 1By 15 R 78 R W3k 8 484
Johp 30 o o A R R st R AL A R RE 4T P S L
B, NI BRA 1R 23 7 51300 B Fh P AR B AR .

MRS 7EE

1 EIMRER

¥ AR 8% L R FE S [Arabidopsis thaliana (L.)
Heynh.] (ColumbiaZt!, WT) A 2538 T A Mk [ Prunus
persica (L.) Batsch] SnRK 1Byl 3 4 5 & [K] PpSn-
RK1By1TI# e 7+ 4k ROE-By 1 [ F0 1, 2 2 MKIR
2 h, TS TS BT EG, #&M T MSH
REEFRIL, 4°CHAALFE24 h)E, & TR E 16 h/8
h, HEE(2142)°C, AHXTIRE N (T0+5)% 1 N T 85 7%
FFAEK. BRI EKZEA~6 F BRI
B8 30 5 B g A S TR R gk e A K

PR T R A K £ 14~18 1 LA, I8 mL
2 pmol-L"' MV JIBHHOE-By 1 L WTH [, F
1. 3. 6 hUFE, AR R, H T RNASEHOR g 5 il
JE. B E/DEEIIR.

2 SEmBAIBARE S

AR FFOE-By LRTW THH-F- R 7E % 40.1 pmol L
MV [FIMS [ 55 T2 Bk v, 4°Ci b FE24 hiG ¥ 2
NTLEFRAEN, B CE, IR H I Gt 4
BT 22 S I TR T dS, Geitdl
TFERKSE.

MU FFOE-Byl KWTHK 2 14~16 1 H I,
3 HME 8 mL 0. 2. 4. 8 umol-L"' MVE{ilOE-
Byl e WTHLI: Jr, 4 df5 LEAERR K, FE40it
PR¥FLR AR 4L
3 HIBEFRAVNIE

22 HE5E(2010) K FH A AR 2 B 2 R (gluco-
sinolates barbituric acid, TBA)VEN 'E MDA &,
L G250 E T EE & &, A
VU4 (nitroblue tetrazolium, NBT)Ygids J5i vkl 5
SODJE M, LEAMBOEN & CATVEVE, RN E
M 5EPODTE M, GSTsyf M & 2% 5 £ 3555 (2008)
777, SnRK1E VM E 2 2% £ 51 75 4 (2014) I
Tk
4 HIFTT 2 RNAZE

K RNAplant plus Reagent &7 & F2 BUFE i
RNA, FIl ] J #5618 77 & (Perfect Real Time, TaKaRa)
A H T 9¢ 6 8 \PCR (quantitative real-time PCR,
qRT-PCR)[¥JcDNA. R &0 B BNt 28 A= P Ft
F AL AR A A . @il 7 M bk 2k K 40 SnRK 1By
HIFE R 7%, Wit PpSnRKIBy1E & 514, F& H.LA
LR T UE B A (tubulin) fE NN 2 (R 1) LR
qRT-PCR L4 A# H = A )SYBR Green PCR Pre-
mix Ex Taqif47 . FrA 2 B4 &R & Ui 4
AT,

R ABFHE51

Table 1 Primers and sequences used in this study

ElEZER S

197 H1(5'—3")

PpSnRK1pyl-F
PpSnRK1pyI-R
PpSnRKI1py1(RT)-S
PpSnRK1py1(RT)-A
AtHSPROI(RT)-S
AtHSPROI(RT)-A
AtHSPRO2(RT)-S
AtHSPRO2(RT)-A
AKINBy(RT)-S
AKINBy(RT)-A

GGGTACCATGTTTGCTACCAACATGGATT
GCGTCGACCTAACCAAGCAAGAACTTGAAAAT
GTAACTCCAGAGATAACTTC
TATCCTCGGTACTACATC
TTGGGAATGCAGAGGCGAAT
CTCGGGTAATACGGTGGCTC
GCGATGAAGCTTTACGCGAG
GTTCATCTCCGCACTTCCCA
ACGCCTCTTTGGGTTCTGC
GAGCAGTTCTATCACTTCGAGA
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LR

1 #BRIEPpSnRKISy I\ FE 7T 1k ZOE-By1HIPCR
LR

W R, #8214 PpSnRK 1y 145 3T #k &
OE-Bylafi&rttk, £ A H AR (438 51 kAT
PCRY™ 1, 3549 — 241 476 bl 515, 1M B A4 R4 g
TEARY HEH H %A .

M WI wWwr 1 2 3 4

2000 bp —>

1000 bp —>

1 3215 PpSnRK 1By 11U I #k R OE-By 1 HPCR Al
Fig.1 PCR identification of overexpression PpSnRKIfyl
line OE-Byl

M: DNA marker (DL2000); WT: B A= RULEG I 1~4: Rpiér il i1
R ILAE .

2 MVBhiB T #BRIEPpSnRKIBy I FETT kR R B
SR
2.1 EBFRIAPpSnRKIBy TR RMFIAL FHN
FRIK

FEAREMVIFIEH Bk b, @R&EPpSn-
RK 1By I FE F+Fh 1 K 2F A AR 5 B AR A R

A 100

C—/WT
m— OByl
80} T
S 60f
% :
=
40}
Cc
2] ﬂ
0
CK MV

Fh 72 AT 3% 22 5, (HAE 0.1 pmol-L™' MVJF
R _E, OE-BylRIWTRIFh 1 (1) A K A W3 % 7,
W R & 2R AR 52 21 B B i 3, {2 OE-By 1 Y AE
PR R BT 2 M5t . LI OB-By 1 2F %
AT 13%, 557 HEAH LU R MR S38.48%, T W T
HA 2 2 N27.55 %, BN IR T F£64.49% (K12-A). 1E
0.1 pmol- L MV {5 725 AR I, OE-By 11 EA4R
TR TEAR, FFifR7 diF, OE-Byl I EMR K1
fE~0.88 cm, 5XfREAHLL4A%E1.70 cm, M WTH )
FRKIIER0.56 cm, 4EFE2.24 cm (K2-B),
() F AR AR 2 2406, (HOE-By1 AL (1) F AR 32410
TR BB
2.2 BRIEPpSnRKIpy AT IR R F TS L BE

S E 0L 2. 4. 8 umol- L' MVEHFHLEG I+
T3 dfE, WAL ILPpSnRK 1Sy TR 5 WTHYAH
BRI 52 45 L. E0F12 pumol- L' MVALHf5, OE-
By VRTWTHLFg I I 1 AR H R A5 FH 52 3545 i
HREZES. BEEMVIRERT &, WTEIH 3235
15 LW S B T OE-By L R(KI3-A) . MV
i F4 umol- LN, OB-By L{E &kt AU F-#h13.55
FrdkT, B WTRISEE R F 12,00 -4k 24
MV £ 48 pumol-L™'i, OE-Byl i {736 % i+
WTH!, OE-By R FFE LI HUN8.33 1 #k, I
I WA R R R 504,00 5 -#k (B13-B).
2.3 MViB T #BFRIAPpSnRKIy 11U AT FR
CAT. SOD. GSTs, PODEMMA_—MESE

7N —- % (malondialdehyde, MDA )2 i ig it 48

C—WT
mm— OE-fy1

L b
CI

0 ’z‘
MV

CK

K2 MVl N 1A PpSnRK 1By 1ML I+ ¥k ZOE-By LRI T8 % 5 (A) I E MK (B)
Fig.2 Germination percentage (A) and root length (B) of overexpression PpSnRK1pyl line OE-Byl under MV stress
7] — ks PN b A B AN [R5 S B AR R s B 1] 22 5t . 35 (P<0.05), R IRl
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A MV /umol-L-!

C—WT
. i = OE-By1

- b
& 2 = b
=
I 1o} c
& c
i
Fy

| ﬁ

¢ 0 2 4 8

MV & /umol-L!

K3 RFEIMVIK BT i #15 PpSnRK 15y 1 I FF K R OE-By LKA (A)FILRRR G (4 Jr = (B)
Fig.3 Growth (A) and number remaining green leaves (B) of overexpression PpSnRK 1Syl line OE-fyl

under different MV concentrations

i BB =Yz —, SR T AR
e SRR B, DT R] 422000 5 5 2R 490 2 491 F5 i LA
KAEV PP . Aigrh, £ EKZNGT,
OE-Byl 5WTH A FkMDA KA B #E 2= 57, R
EHE EWTREARMDA & S T 5 A A,
762 pmol-L' MV4LF6 hiy, OE-Byl FIWTZHY [
MDA & & 538 0 f5 [ 11K, OE-By LEFRMDA & &1
FURTWTASENE . MVHiE3 hitf, OE-Byl FIWT
B EFIMDA & &1k Bl i &, WTRIMDA & & T
OE-By7i 540.7% (1K14).

CAT. POD. GSTsHISOD3 Jytti ¥y iA i & %
PR . ARSI H, % % T OE-Byl
MWTSOD. GSTs. PODJEIE& A B3 % 5, |
FOE-Byl M CATIHEELLWT I m41.1%. 1E2
pumol-L”" MV4b#6 hiy, OE-Byl FTWTH! [K)CATE

4r = wT a
= OF_py1 T
- 3t
t b 2
%‘0 be
izl cd cd cd
4 2 d
<
[a)]
S
1 L
0
0 1 3 6
A FREF 8] /h
K4 MVE T 815 PpSnRK 1By 10 B 7+ bk ZOE-By1 1)

MDA &=
Fig.4 MDA content of overexpression PpSnRK1fyl line
OE-By1 under MV stress

35 5 S FRAR 5 T 51 P BRAIK, {HOE-By 1 (I CATE
PER = TWTHL, MVA3 hisf, OE-Byl ICATE
FEEWTE30.0%. OE-BylFIWTR FIGSTsvh 14— H.
Ft 5, OE-By1{#¥1ISODAIGSTsi% 143 & T-WT, MV
i3 hitf, OE-By1SODAIGSTsi 1 L WT 4> il i
23.1%4120.2%; MV 433 hist, OE-By1 f{PODE 4
FEEWTHE S 126.7 % (E5).
2.4 MVHB TBRIEPpSnRKIBy ITNEFTHFR
PpSnRK1py1 £ F X} FRIAEFSnRKE M

FEOFI2 pmol- L' MVALFE3 h)5, OE-By I AIWT
B b PpSnRK 1By I A X R IA & T B 3 21k, 2
XA RS TH R N [ AKINSy B R R I EA . 242
pmol-L™" MVAL#3 hj5, OE-Byl MIWTHI o [
AKINBy R F ik 538 Tt i, OE-Py1 I AKINSyS: K]
Tk LA ROE-By 142 /& 1 2.46f%, WTHIAKINSy
FLR Rk o W T i 7 2. 1645, 1M by OE-
BYIIIAKINSyHE R 15 B R WTH2.4515 (Kl 6-A
HIB).

FEIEH R 725640, OE-By 1 FSnRK 1VEPE &
EE TWTHL HWTH )1.564%; 242 pmol-L”' MV
AbFE3 hJ5, WT5OE-By1 i SnRK 1 14 24 7t &,
1H 5 2 Bl s MR SR T K 2 B 25 5 TR %, OE-Byl
fFISnRK 135 1 Eb %t FEOE-By 132 75 1 106.6%, T 1t
W T SnRK 17 M L X W THE 51 1750.99%
MV} 3 hicf OE-By VR (1) SnRK 1 B 14 2 WTH]
2.124%(E6-C).
2.5 MVRB T#BRIEPpSnRKIBy ITNE TR
AtHSPROWEXIRIAE

AtHSPROIFIAtHSPRO22 F 3l & 3L B AE W)




K KA BRPpSnRK 1Sy ITER)FE 71 P B 2R IA B iy b ok S A ol i 124 1255
A 4 ——wr B 1200 =—=wr
mmmm OE-Byl = OE-Byl
_12r a = 100} a
op %D a
& 10 < b
5 b b b R b -
E 8 £ M
3 c g 60+ ¢
g 6} c g d
E c #
el = 40f
wmo4r d R
»[,_‘ 8
S 2t S 20t
0 0
0 1 3 6
C 140r —=wr D 80y —=wr
10l —-OE-pyl s OE-Byl
TOD ".'g)
£ I
< 100} a2 - 600 a
£ = b g b
E o} be r 5 b b
g iE = g 400 od od
E 60} E
3 Eal d
s 40 a 200t
7 o
O 20} @
0 0 1 3 6 0 0 1 3 6
A 1) b #2/h i ] 40 2/h

K5 MVE T 15 PpSnRK 1By 1) F 314k ZOE-By1 ICAT (A). POD (B). GSTs (C). SOD (D)Jif
Fig.5 CAT (A), POD (B), GSTs (C) and SOD (D) activities of overexpression PpSnRK1fyl line OE-Byl under MV stress

A 4 —=wT B ¢ —=wr a C 80 =wr
» == OE- Byl mmm OE-Byl mmm OE-fByl a
5
i 1 60
7 " 3
z - 5
< 2t ' 3 o 40
& £ 2
< &
= 2f Z
E 1y > 20
- ﬂ o W ﬂ
g MV 0 MV 0 MV 4

K6 MV a2k PpSnRK 1y 13076 7+ #k ZROE-Py1 I PpSnRK 1By1 (A). AKINBy (B)MIX} ik 5 FSnRK 1% PE(C)
Fig.6 Relative expressions of PpSnRK1fyl (A) and AKINSy (B) and SnRK1 activity (C) of overexpression PpSnRK1fy1
line OE-By1 under MV stress

F“H 5 8 L P B R R . TEIE
WM R, OE-Byl 1 AtHSPROIMAtHSPRO2% ik
B ETWTHL 235 WTHR 2,43 45 F12.550%;
242 umol-L"' MVALFE3 hJF, OE-Byl 5WTZHY by
B DA 2k B 2 W 6 T v, (HOE-By LA P 9 5 [
MFRILERR R = TWTAL. OE-ByliAtHS-
PROIFMAtHSPRO23 3%k & 43 il & % FROE-By 111
3395 F12.794%, WTHL {1 AtHSPROI M AtHSPRO2

R & B =X FRWTH 13,235 F12.281% .
fipiE3 h, OE-Bylfmﬂ&AtHSPRoﬁnAtHSPRozi%L
P43 HEWTHI2.56 81312145 (7).

Tt ®
SnRK 1,2 —2KSer/Thrik H i, %%‘ﬁﬁ?ﬁ

W SR EE S 2 A A R E ET
e, XHE YA AR E%fﬁtiﬁcf’ﬁﬂﬂ(ﬂﬁﬂ%%
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[ ———WT

AtHSPROIMIN Fis &
[39] w

—_

mmmm OE-fyl I
0 ﬂ

MV b2

80r —= WT
mmm OE-Byl

"

MVAbE

(=N
S

AtHSPRO2HIN ik &
N S
O (=]

K7 MVIJiE T #8215 PpSnRK 15y I FG 7+ #k 2 OE-By 1 flAtHSPRO1 (A)AtHSPRO2 (BYF X} %Kik &
Fig.7 Relative expressions of AtHSPROI (A) and AtHSPRO?2 (B) in overexpression PpSnRK1fy1 line OE-By1 under MV stress

2016), H4E LA 0 75 45 5 (Bradford45$2003;
Gujjar¥:2014; Gao%52016), FATHEN SnRK 1By 1E N
SnRK {5, ATRES S T HEY 138 1 Y. o
AR FEUE S T 3X —HEW, é%%m?SnRKlﬂyii%%
1K BB = SnRK N FGE P, I 2 =y AL KT 3 7 it
2k
%+ SnRK 142 5 SNF1/AMPK [F] 5 1), &4l
WIAR N B A B B $E X 4l 22—, HongAllCarlson
(2007) & I A4 1 ) 5 5 21 S W A 55 R, SNF 1
ARV FEVEPE T WuklWed (2012)3iF BRZE RS 75 A
AP YR, BRI EEH,0, /5, AMPK
RN, 45 A LR BHEHEN AR e &R,
V) SnRK 1 VE AR 2 A0, 17 AR SC B IR BHIE 11X — 4
W, BOAEAA B 254, BERIAPpSnRK 1By 13074
T SnRK TG 4 42 3 = T WT R (K 6); JF HHRIA
PpSnRKIﬂleﬁé MFFEERZ. K. kK
27 T (P2 013) 5 7 A R R AR A EL, S 38 B H X
FAL AR BT 32 7. Cho%5(2012) K Bl 4/
TrANt e As B T K N B 537 d)E, AR
TR AR AR 1k, (B L FE R OsSnRK I J I
PR¥ESEM, HSnRK VG MM 0E, W SnRK 12 K]
TERE AR SO LU 18 B A B 8 () 2 S B o &
IRAT S 45 5, WEASnRKI I 2 5 T #) RE 6T
IS ENFIR
SnRK 1 {8 X 25 A 18 32 47 g 2, 3 ik 1 42 AH
% 38 I TR () R IA PR 7R A0 8 e 3 1 T
AtHSPROIFAtHSPRO2GEXF 5 Fh i 30 3547 1 |02,
92N — BB (5 5 FE [F (Baena-Gonzalez I Sheen
2008), 7EASCH, MVIES h)E, #FikPpSn-

RK 1By I3).F3 J¥ K ik P AtHSPROIFNAtHSPRO2 3 5
52814 (186), Baena-Gonzalezfl1Sheen (2008)iIl: B
007 I 18 2 AR IR B I, AtHSPROIFIAtHSPRO?2
FEKFRIEZSnRK1AFT . Ak, GissotZF(2006)iH
i 9 2 AIF BH 40 B 77 AKINBy 25 [ 5 AtHSPRO1
AtHSPRO2EE H HAE. A W, SnRK1pyZ: 5HSPRO
HEHFHE 581 . SongZk(2008) & BLLE A AL M E
KA N, MR IEAtHSPRO2I B I+ BA B K1 4R,
KUAtHSPRO2ENZ 5 T A/ Bhiaf5 5 & 7.
AHEFH, MVIRES b5, HRIAPpSnRK 1Sy 117
FFHERMDA F 8 /KA T B A A, 1 B A 7] 55 i
IHALPET, R PpSnRK 1By UL FE T HE K 52 214
WHGREEE AR . ShANERIEPpSnRK 1By 140/ I+ 1
FECAT. SOD. GSTs. POD3Ft: 3 & T B £k A,
%Hﬁﬁi%iPpSanﬁyIUﬁ R FRXTROS 175 [

Ae DB an TR AE A, 0X — pi e EL B UL WA # PpSn-
RKlﬁleuF'ﬁ%ffEﬁkﬁﬁ%ﬁém‘io 5 E R,
FIEPpSnRK 1By 1407 7+ SnRK 135 1 7t &1, 1H & H
BT M5 2% T SnRK 1 5 Hu 8 AL B 2 [0 7 FH ¢ R 1
F T, FRATTHHE W P 25 2 8] 7 LT oy 3 2% AR i A —
TE FIAH IS, (HX — pi 40— 55

RIS 2, ERAE &4 T, BREPpSH-

RK 1By 135 F+ A Pk SnRK 1 Bl % v T, 7] Rl
i % F HSPROF:FI R 1L, JF A T HAKRROSIE B L
#I], 25 T CAT. SOD. GSTs. PODiEHE, s T
FELAR X S A Pl 8 R 52 7
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Over expression of a peach PpSnRK1fyI gene improving oxidative stress tolerance

in Arabidopsis thaliana

ZHAO Yong-Fei, CHEN Xiao-Lu, PENG Fu-Tian", LUO Jing-Jing, XIAO Yuan-Song
College of Horticulture Science and Engineering, Shandong Agricultural University / State Key Laboratory of Crop Biology,
Taian, Shandong 271018, China

Abstract: PpSnRK1fyl, one of the regulatory subunits of SnRK1 (sucrose non-fermenting 1-related kinase 1)
in peach, was overexpressed in Arabidopsis thaliana and was used to investigate the function of PpSnRK [yl
on oxidative stress tolerance of A. thaliana. Compared to wide type (WT) plants, PpSnRK1fyl-overexpressing
plants showed better seed germination rate and relatively longer root length under oxidative stress. After treated
with 2 umol-L™" methyl viologen (MV) for 3 h, compared to WT, MDA contents in transgenic plants were sig-
nificantly lower, and the activities of CAT (catalase), SOD (superoxide dismutase), GSTs (glutathione S-trans-
ferases) and POD (peroxidase) were higher, which indicated that overexpressing PpSnRKIfyl could improve
the oxidative stress tolerance of A. thaliana. Besides, under oxidative stress condition, the activity of SnRK1 in
transgenic plants was more than two times higher than WT. The relative expressions of AtHSPRO1 and AtHS-
PRO2, the stress-responsive genes, were 2.56 and 3.12 times higher than WT. Therefore, PpSnRK 1yl could
improve the oxidative stress tolerance of 4. thaliana via participating in regulating the expression of HSPRO.
Key words: peach; PpSnRK1fyl; oxidative stress; antioxidant enzymes; HSPRO
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