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B E: YIRAUIIOT AR AU AR FELE], L2 4 (Lilium davidii var. unicolor) fi%254h
JAE R AR WFFC T AN TR pH AR IR 5 B T R Js ik B 6 v s 1k R 1 44 A il ( Soluble acid
invertase, SAI, EC 3.2.1.26) ihTEMIEEMT, 7T SAL IGMERIBAER AR, SREW, BERNZED
WA pH 8.0 [¥] Hepes-NaOH;  Frf [ W22 pHifi h pH 4.8 1) HAc-K3PO,, il W E K 40 °C, il )X
R E] 25 30 min.
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Establishment of Detection System for Soluble Acid Invertase Activity in
Lilium davidii var. unicolor Bulb

SUN Hong-mei , HE Ling, WANG Wei-wei, WANG Chun-xia, and LI Tian-lai

(College of Horticulture, Shenyang Agricultural University, Horticulture Key Laboratory of Ministry of Education, Key
Laboratory of Protected Horticulture of Liaoning Province, Shenyang 110866, China)

Abstract: In order to make a thorough study in sucrose-metabolizing mechanism of lily bulblet, the
exterior scales of Lilium davidii var. unicolor bulb were used in present study to explore the effects of
buffers with different sorts and pH values, reaction durations and reaction temperatures on SAI activity.
Then SAI activity detection system was established. The results indicated that the optimal extraction and
reaction buffers were Hepes-NaOH (pH 8.0) and HAc-K5PO, (pH 4.8), respectively. And SAI has an
optimum reaction duration and temperature of 30 min and 40 C.

Key words: lily; bulb; soluble acid invertase; extraction condition; reaction condition
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HAE 1913 45, Michaelis F1 Mentens 0 FEA FAGBEREAT T ST GEREKZL, 2003). HET SAI C
ZAEZ PRI INSE R (Panetal.,, 2005). i (Konno etal., 1993; Ohyamaetal., 1994). 17 (Liu
etal., 2006). fili (Iwatsubo etal., 1992). MHHL (EESE, 2007). HE HoB 55, 1996). K5
CIRARIG R AT, 1984). HE (Altafetal., 2008). #if (FE/NE 25, 2008). —H L Rk,
2009). BEE R (R %, 2005). #if GF W], 1995) FIFL (Hashizume et al., 2003) A4k 5 g4l
th, KT ZEE AR PE . FER g5 5 DhfE (Elliott et al., 1993; Xuetal., 1995; Tymowska & Kreis,
1998a) DL M RIA 54 (Roitsch et al., 1995; Ehness & Roitsch, 1997; Tymowska & Kreis, 1998b)
GBI T R . AR, H Ao T H & %25 SAT ST /D, Shin 55 (2002) 2
JLAbAE A SAT DU R 7 YRR A B P o 2 5 7 5 R 11 5 R 0 25 11 SAT I MEREAT T
E; Legnani 55 (2010) ZIILHFFT/NAL 1998 %) BE A 11 A AL 1 SAL ST %, XA &
RS PRI AP ER SAT VG MEREAT T 905 o (HER X B A5 085 25 11 v AR 119 SAT v A
RGN, I H A G022 & 2P, EiRY) o SAT IR EURE PEAS A T4 .
S SAT VE PEASIN () K 3 B 2o K pH (E . N R N IR . P AR SAT A
W5 Ea R 26 7K S ASAR A, A8 rh 7R R 9 SAT 58 45 #4554l | (Shin et al., 2002;
WAL, 2003; RGN 4%, 2004; Ordofiez et al., 2005; S04, 2005; Xiong et al., 2008; %
He 2, 2008; 4%, 2009; Legnanietal., 20100, LIy &@E25 o265 A ik Af, WH9T T SAI
(FEEURIIN E 454, L T SALVEMERIAR R, B 7R ARSI A 05 22 RER A QI 2F BEAL A 25 S5

QY VR SRS DARES

1.1 e ersy

G T 2009 4F 4—10 HAEMFHARNY K2 bl ZRMF LR T . EHC2 I H A (Lilium davidii var.
unicolor) JliE N (23 £ 1) g, Joii A S A5 M Sk 5 ZXRh ke, 15 A6 75 15 32 €0 R TR 50 i Bk
WRARBS T, TR CADL HIETE (B). ERF (C). BLES (D). JFEM (B). fEE
20d (F). fej5 40d (G). FHAREAT (HD) FUEARATZH (D IR, BRRIEEZE 5 A4S, hisbE W
1 ~2 2R VE A AN, TREIRE, TUEWREAE, T -80 CLRAF&H .
1.2 A[EEUVEERTEA i # Rl RY T ik

REwS 2245 0 A 0 KB BERARI R, LAk P 2 AU 58 A vE BR AL (ML 2%, 2005).
PRI, 43 S ECR I TR AR 6 1 %% 1 g0 I 0.3 g B LIk 6Eld (PVP), 5 mL Tris-HC1 221
(pH 7.5), TEVKAAF FIERES, 4 Z0AiduE, 4 CF 12000 r - min" &0 20 min, B LR
NGBS, TFRE 10 58I (S PVP) ENT 20h (0~4 C), RIFAFHL B .

SALVHPENE S 2 LA (2007) 77k, DARERT R SERENG 1 B A 5 B
1.3 IREUEE MimANIEE

Bkl pH AR 7.0. 7.2, 7.5, 7.8 A1 8.0 [f) Tris-HCI. Hepes-NaOH ZZ /¥ LA K pH ik 4.5, 4.8,
5.0, 5.2 F15.5 ) HAc-NaAc ZZ i, BEAT SAT FHBE R EL .
1.4 MEEEHIERE

T4 Lig (4% IEASR, WA RIVZEMIR . pH H S RS R AT 4 T3 4 ZKF
WEBE (R Do
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HR 4 R0 5 40 0 S W pHL B S NV FEHE— DA, B SO pH (HBEE N 4.04 4.2, 4.5, 4.8
152, 5 ANKF; RNVIREERE RN 3T C. 40 C. 45 CTH50 C 4 MK, T8R% (£ 4.
K Gt 544 SPSS16.0 3E4T 503 04t o

2 HiR 50

2.1 R RIEIESE
FHPE 1 A 50, AR AR AN Z 688 1) SAT VPR B, WOZE BB B A0 2685 D9 AN S A

40
35
30
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5

0

SAI/ (pmol - h' - g FW)

A B C D E F G H 1
H:HH Growth stage

B1 =MEasERgdEhIMets SAl FET)
AL HFMY; B W Co Y DB B IR FOfEJS 20d; GO 4EJR 40 s H.ORIMRCERGIN LORDERASZE.
Fig. 1 Changes of SAI activity in exterior scales of Lilium davidii var. unicolor bulb during bulb development
A. Planting stage; B. Plantlet stage; C. Leaf unfolding stage; D. Visible bud stage; E. Anthesis stage;
F. 20 d after anthesis; G. 40 d after anthesis; H. Half withered; I. Withered stage.

2.2 AEHREE MR SAl TE SN0

HHI 2 )%, $EHUZE T Hepes-NaOH pH 8.0 #2 UK SAT i& iy, 522K Tris-HCI pH 7.2
Tris-HCI pH 8.0~ NaAc-HAc pH 4.5. NaAc-HAc pH 5.5 #2HU1) SAL ihtE2 0 E B # 2 5, HEE S
FHE MW, W€ pH 8.0 1) Hepes-NaOH 14 SAT (K42 EZZ /i -

25
20
15

10

SAI/ (pmol - h' - g FW)

70 72 75 78 80 70 72 75 78 80 45 48 50 52 55
Tris-HCl Hepes-NaOH NaAc-HAc

BB i pH Extraction buffers pH

B2 REEHAER SAI FEERM
K NEFRHZETR 0.01 (P<0.01) F10.05 (P<0.05) KFHZFBEE. TH.
Fig. 2 Effects of different extraction buffers on SAI activities

The capitals and lowercases mean significant difference at 0.01 and 0.05 level, respectively. The same below.
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2.3 AR EHX SAl BTG

i AT A SRR, S ZXT SALVEMEM T T K s RVARE > RANVEIT > RVZEME >
SN pH AE, o SO R SN A T] A I RE X SAT 5 R (K 5 M A B4R B K, O pH EX
SAI i P 52 M ik 1) W 2 /K-

DR 28 S G 45 SRR W] (£ 2), L HAc-K3PO4. Mes-NaOH A2 CA-KH,PO, g 2 Tl
0 SAT WEME L B ETEZE R, EWEEE T HAc-NaAc S, Hoh 422wy HAc-K;PO, I,
SAI H f B is 1k, i 2 S N 2 HAC-K3POyo 7F pH 4.5 pH 4.8 1 751 Ml 1% 1 G b 25 1k
ZE5¢, Hop pH 4.5 IEEE MR B BT pH 5.2, pH 5.5 (MBS YE, ARG B %E T
B pH B, DAk B AR SN pH . 76 40 °C R A5 (B PER B2 w1 25, 30 F135 C
IR, 40 CREPTUOR M) B, ChPkk A ROV, AT TR I IR AR . R
¥ 30 min (1) SAT ¥ P AR 2 2 v 1208 S N I [R) RGP, WACE 6 30 min 4 D S S B[]

HEZRNEZIEAZRE S, BT RET ESFEAENTRS, SOt #4484 A 37 W35 G,
GERKH] (L 1D, 414 11 (HAc-K3PO4. pH 5.2, 30 min. 40 °C) 73] SAT 1% PR & 25 w1 oAl
HE, BN pH N 5.2, R, #06F SAT (&M pH it 04k

#1 TRREFEE SAl FFHERIRNE

Table 1 Effects of reaction conditions on SAI activity

VSRS SN T I (] /min SN E/C BHEPE/ Cumol - h! - g 'FW)
Treatment No. Reaction buffer pH Reaction duration Temperature SAI activity
1 HAc-NaAc 4.5 30 25 24.99 gF
2 HAc-NaAc 4.8 40 30 20.60 hG
3 HAc-NaAc 52 50 35 17.23iG
4 HAc-NaAc 5.5 60 40 23.55 gFG
5 Mes-NaOH 4.5 40 40 41.03 cC
6 Mes-NaOH 4.8 30 35 45.99 bB
7 Mes-NaOH 5.2 60 30 14.36 jH
8 Mes-NaOH 5.5 50 25 14.99 jH
9 HACc-K;PO4 4.5 50 30 16.11 jH
10 HAc-K3PO4 4.8 60 25 14.36 jH
11 HAc-K3PO4 52 30 40 50.35 aA
12 HACc-K3PO4 5.5 40 35 37.77dC
13 CA-KH,PO4 45 60 35 31.72 ¢eDE
14 CA-KH,PO4 4.8 50 40 32.83eD
15 CA-KH,PO4 5.2 40 25 18.74 hiG
16 CA-KH,PO4 5.5 30 30 28.72 fE
%2 REEHEEEBEHNR
Table 2 Significance test of reaction condition factors
% K R7i% P/ (umol - b - g 'FW) SES K RFi% P/ (umol - ™! - g 'FW)
Factor Level SAI activity Factor Level SAI activity
T HACc-K;PO, 29.65 aA R/ C 25 19.95 cC
Buffer Mes-NaOH 29.09 aA Temperature 30 18.27 ¢C
CA-KH,PO4 28.00 aA 35 33.18 bB
HAc-NaAc 21.59bB 40 36.94 aA
pH 45 28.46 a Fif 1) /min 30 37.51 aA
4.8 2844 a Duration 40 29.53bB
52 25170 50 20.29 cC

5.5 26.26 b 60 21.00 cC
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24 RMFHHRL

2 3 A5, EAS VR RIS SAT iR PE 2 M E B PE 225, (HLL 40 C R RS PE 5
WMOEPE 40 CAF R d5ead S AR EE . 24 N pH B R 4.0 A1 4.2 I, ZEAS[RIVELEE R A5 B 4 o,
pH 4.5 il pH 4.8 W11 SAT G W E M2 T, (HIN R # T pH 5.2 RS, HA9 Ll pH 4.8
(RS T fe v, WK SR N, pHL {H

XA EET A SAL VT BT (R, A& 1. 46 2. 4164, B 5. A&7,
HE 100 A5 11 Prilfgr) SALTE 2 oW EZ 2=, HPh4E 5 (40 C. pH 4.8) Prill# SAI
W EE, SHARAAZEREE, X5 EEENR ARS8

# 3 RLBEF pH EX SAI FEZmEE NS

Table 3 Significance test of different temperature and pH value on SAI activity

W/ C BHE 2L/ (umol - ! - g 'FW) i FEPE/ (umol - h! - g 'FW)
Temperature SAI activity p SAI activity

37 19.28 a 4.5 21.25 aA

40 21.53a 4.8 21.53 aA

45 19.32a 5.2 19.94 bB

50 19.68 a

®4 REREF pHEXM SAITEERIFE
Table 4 Effects of different temperature and pH value on SAI activity

AR i J52/°C pH BpT P/ (pmol - b - g'FW)
Treatment No. Temperature SAI activity
1 37 4.5 20.02 abAB
2 37 4.8 21.32 abAB
3 37 5.2 16.51 bB
4 40 4.5 21.67 abAB
5 40 4.8 24.06 aA
6 40 5.2 18.33 bAB
7 45 4.5 22.61 abAB
8 45 4.8 19.58 bAB
9 45 5.2 15.78 bB
10 50 4.5 20.71 abAB
11 50 4.8 21.19 abAB
12 50 5.2 17.15bB

3 ik

FRTAT SAT SR pI, KZHWF9E# (Shin et al., 2002; WKL, 2003; HFEI 2%,
2004; LB3CAS, 2005; #iAE 4%, 2008; JEA%, 2009) 1% )J2 Hepes-NaOH. Tris-HCI 281,
H pH H#47E 7.0 ~ 8.0 211}, Ordéfiez ZF (2005) Fl Xiong 25 (2008) 1% T HAc-NaAc ZEafil, H
pH {E 7t SAT feidi Je i (pH 3.8 ~ 5.5) W o« ABHFTHON 3 M2 I ZE M Hepes-NaOH (pH 7.0 ~ 8.0)
Tris-HC1 (pH 7.0 ~ 8.0). HAc-NaAc (pH 4.5 ~5.5) MHATREG LA, 24 pH 8.0 [¥] Hepes-NaOH
H A SAT W BOE PR I MR, BT FT S W52 1K) SAT TG P A Hh 1 s ik ) A 856 B EL LA E

ARG BT 5E 1 SAT $53d N 22 A HAC-K3POy, 1563 S NI 18] 2 30 min. HF 5T & BB
SN[ E G, A I S SR R B S, ATRE TR R, R VKT RESR S, AR )
ANTRIE I, AT A B I 8] P T S8 A ™ P o

SAI 5idi pH {HYGHITE 3.8 ~ 5.5 2], KRZ MY SAI Fuiii pH {E 4 4.5 ~ 5.0(Liu et al., 2005;
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Altaf et al., 2008; FE/NEE %5, 2008; AH¥AE, 2009; FifE 25, 2010). AWFTERY], HEBEZEF
SAI [0 N pH AE R 4.8, M K ZEHPI 5 pH EEF Y, (HIZ S T-F 2B 1) pH 5.5 (3
T 5, 1993). MV pHE N 4.0 A1 4.2 B, WS E A 6F2E SATIEMEN 0. #UESE (2007) X5/
O SAT BETHESE, Ak pH 4.0 4 H i@ Y pH E, #3555 (2005) A EE #bH SAT [H]
TRGIITE pH 3.9 ~ 4.2 i PEmN, UEHIAFEIEYIR) SAT X pH MIBUKEEA R, V2K pH < 4.5
i A 25 SAT IR 3T

H AT SATL fddi VIR R 40 °C, SEinds (20100 XFERL RUFIBE AL SR 7T 25 A
[F], = TR PAR I SAT B B 35 C CEZEMW 4, 1993), HALT R ZHAEWIN SAT Sidi i,
WREMF 60 C (GkIRiG 5%, 1984). B HmfF 48 ~52 ‘C/50 ~55 C (R %%, 2005). fHH
A 45 C (RS, 2007). HEEZE 55 °C (Altafetal., 2008). #ifii 55 °C (¥/ME 45, 2008).
— R 55 ~60 C (FEyATIE, 2009) 4. UiBHASFIAEY) SAT XL P BUR BEAAfE— B I 22 R . A
/uﬁﬁitlﬂ PN A %25 SAT 1) 5l I N B8 = T Shin 58 (2002). Legnani 55 (2010 7351130 72 E 91

A BT EE UL A EZE SAT BTG 25 “CHI30 °C, Hrb Shin [MIlE 5k T HiAl
*E% 1M Legnani NS T & H A LA SAI 0N rvk. BT H AL T AR ARZSES T IHE
7’%%/\ AR ZE R, BN A i R TR AR R 2], RIS A SANF A R

%25 SAT ¥ PRSI A& R4y EEL

KRRE YL@ T HABEE SAL RAR: Wik 1 g, A 03 g PVP, 5 mL pH 8.0
Hepes-NaOH 2% /1, WJM%%%#TUEE)%E%E 4 JZFLPATIEE, 4 “CF 12000 r - min™ B0 20 min,
WRVEW, HNENTLSE, MR 101413’3%&5(%{*«& (AR PVP) iEHT 20 h (0 ~4 °C), RIFFH Ny
o T 25mL ki EPjJD)\O6mL01mol L HAc-K3PO, 2201 (pH 4.8) #10.2 mL 0.1 mol - L™ i
B, FEINN 0.2 mL FLEGE, 40 ‘C4AF R &Y 30 min, 3,5 - ASFEAK M BRI 5 25 B 3 B R &
B, DLEERT AR PERET (RGN I, BRI PR ] pmol - b - g 'FW KR

SATL E 4 BEREARS i oGk, JLIRTEZ Z MR R, BRUL E&ASL, SRE T, A
SRR ERIL P TGRSR, HEENEN SALVE TG B, B Tl Sk
SAT PRI, 38 T 3E— 20 o LRl vk R A T 5T
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