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Studies on Changes in Carbohydrate Contents and Related Gene
Expression in Floral Buds of ‘Cuiguan’ Pear During Dormancy
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('Department of Horticulture, State Agricultural Ministry Key Laboratory of Horticultural Plant Growth, Development &
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Abstract: Changes in carbohydrate contents and expression patterns of genes coding for alpha-
amylase, beta-amylase and alpha-glucan phosphorylase in floral buds of ‘Cuiguan’ pear (Pyrus pyrifolia
Nakai) were studied during dormancy period for two successive years. The results indicated that the
content of soluble sugar in floral buds decreased gradually with increased depth of dormancy, and reached
the lowest value on November 15. Then the soluble sugar content increased during endo-dormancy and
dormancy release. The starch content in floral buds decreased with increased depth of dormancy. But there
is a difference in the occurring date of the lowest content of starch between two years. The starch content

increased gradually with the beginning of dormancy release, and reached maximum value just before total
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release of dormancy and then decreased gradually. PPAMY, PpBAM1, PpBAM2 and PpPHS showed an
expression peak at the final stage of endo-dormancy and then dropped gradually until the total release of
dormancy. Thereafter, except for PDBAM2, other three genes up-expressed again. The change in the starch
content correlated with the expression levels of PpAMY, PpBAM1, PpBAM2 and PpPHS during the floral
buds dormancy of ‘Cuiguan’ pear, which implied that these genes possibly co-regulated carbohydrate
metabolism in floral buds of ‘Cuiguan’ pear.

Key words: pear; dormancy; carbohydrate; gene expression

PRAR A T S F — P AR BRI S . RHREEFE, IRBHA N &R A — RAIMAE R AR, o
YRR FE 53 B KA B Pl 288 B et R AR AR A RO R AR B bR 2 — (MR, 2009). BKAL &)
SR AT IR A BE B ) IEAKYR, RS T IR AR, [N TR R SRR A
LAEH] (Chao & Serpe, 20100, HHT, H5CHIBIIT 2 A PRI B KA S PRI AR A b B AR
IR RER < R L GRARTE 2%, 1999; B, 2009; L#E %%, 2009; Richardson etal., 2010),
R RUE, T SRR R i KA S AR R 2 FHLBLF A 2 CIE 5 5%, 2012).

TEZ AR SR 5 (Euphorbia esula Linn.) BTG R L, 40l o - JERHE. B - JEH G
BERE O G ORI S RO ORISR S KAk S AR DG R SE R FE SLAR RS AR R A e 8
FARN. FLIEE B - eI (Ee-BAML) fEFEAMRIRM B Rk & W& 0 HAbmoKL &R
WA OCIEE (SuSy, SPS, HK %5) ZEAN[FRHRIY Be Kk 15 AN F] (Anderson et al., 2005; Chao &
Serpe, 2010). {EMBk F IR BIFFEUE W B K Ak B P A QU AH O DR ZE AR IR ST ) 38 B AN ), 1A
PRI A HK (RS 5 3 Fig i R (EE 25, 2011). MW IE 2 0 AL E i R se ks
B At P R R E ARG A2 b 63k (Schrader et al., 2004). IXEEHFY 45 SR BT K AL & AT &
ARSI DR 1 R B SRR AL £ T i R H

KT ZLORM IR BB KA S PR B 7T >, B8 (20090 LA B R ZO0A KL, X HAR
ML R P B KA A ) 5 BT TESS, (HAH SRR IF o 2 4 R Ll . Ak, DL 35 244
AL, WEFUORBRGE R 48 2F (R B K A A A8 0 S SEAR IS R ) 3R 84k, DA VRN T R AR AR A4
(VRS K AL B AR () 20 1 PRI B2 St A R I BR 0 R R P AR A B

QY ViR SRS DARE

11 KM EERERZ

AT 2010 4F 11—2011 4 1 HA1 2011 4F 10—2012 4F 1 HIELLWEAT. R EER BT
LA ST TR Z 325w L (Pyrus pyrifolia Nakai) 10 5548 AE 45 Bp . 06 W £E SRR
WA R AT BT FAT A AL 2 A B

2010 4F 11 H 15 HZE 2011 4E 1 A 15 HAF 15 d K4 1 W EANEZE KR E BRI 2R 1
AR 108, W3 IRER, 330 M. BIACRAR G VIH W AT B AR 25 4, B a8
JBK, FE BT ISR E . PORAEIR 4 EICRN R A RAFIIEZE, BANBEER G, T -70 Cik
I IRAT

55 2 SERRFE VLA 14E, RFERIRAIEERTE 2011 4E 10 H 2 H, M 12 A 15 Hil2soh & 7d
KA1 R R 2012 4E 1 H 15 HIRE 45 H .
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12 KRR E=EMFIT

FHURIE B A (5. ZDR-20, MU RAES AT R A A A=) il sk RAE R b Ry 5, ()
K 30 min H 2R 1 X .

IR R B G T Tk R 7.2 CHIAY (Weinberger, 1950), KA 25 L H 4 B8 e

W 7.2 CHH AR S EART 7.2 CHEE/EE (Verissimo et al., 2002; ZEKEFTK &%
2008),

1.3 IRERBYERBYRHE

DAAE 2 2 5 H W ORI BE o M 2011 4F 10 H £ 2012 4 1 H RIE MK 4 P BEHLIE UK 2 60 cm,
ML RS 15 B, BB BY 55, TR RATE K, DI EET 2 ~3 em b
e, SEEIONE e N TAEF (A5 PRX-450D, VLA T IS SR SN A%) ) ik %,
P%$#ﬁw§UhM§Uhmﬁﬁﬁﬂ%¢1®t/ﬁu&u0ﬂ:%%ﬂﬁﬁmmmLMWJ,
TAAIRESE 75%. BF 2 d 4 1 0K, BERBIRREETRADVF (402 mm), S HFTTE. 0 2 DLIE 2 Tl
5L, F&2k A #E[BBCH-scale (pome fruit) http: //en.wikipedia.org/wiki/BBCH-scale (pome_fruit) ].
BigR 21 d GGt fe i 2R 4

PEN RIS« MKIGR 4SS 1 AN ZFBF e ) = 10 d IF, Wik S B A A
AR (Jianetal., 1997; FHEH 2, 2008).

FEBR N ARSI g . DA 2R3 = 50%IN IR H I e GRiRTE 4%, 2001 BR45, 2009;
Campoy et al., 2011).

14 TAIIAMENLEMSEHNE
PRI SER S R I S ORI (2002) 5T

15 ERRIESH

R B ARSE (2004) (1) CTAB J7 VAR R IAE 28 5 RNA. Gl KR I RNA [ i s
ik DUS00 7 6% 1h (Beckman, USA) il RNA & (Aysp) FITHE (Agso/Ango)e

cDNA )4 %23 ¥ TaKaRa PrimeScript® RT reagent Kit With gDNA Eraser (Perfect Real Time) fif
FHUEA B 3EAT . F IR bR HESZI SE/ PCR (qPCR) S BETH JE U W B K Ak A WA Qg AR S I3 TR F)
S (GR Do 4l o - JEMEEEER (PPAMY). B - JEMBEIER (PpBAM) FlI o — 6] SR BE T R (4 Il Ik
Kl (PpPHS) (115 ok B TASSEIG S B 2R S A1 B (Liu et al., 2012). Lo NS AL actin 11
IER G : 5'-CCATCCAGGCTGTTCTCTC-3', &I 5I#HK: 5-GCAAGGTCCAGACGAAG
G-3',

*1 ZFEERE PCR3IHY
Table 1 Primers for gPCR

He QPCR 514 (5' - 3") T/ bp
Gene QPCR Primer (5'-3") Product size
PpAMY Fp: GCTGAGTGTGGAAGTGGTGAG 148

Rp: ACAAGAAGAGACAGAGATACGATGG
PpBAM 1 Fp: AACATAATGGCAAGACAGTAGC 142

Rp: GATACAAACAATCCCAACATTTACC
PpBAM 2 Fp: GGTGGCAAACTGGCAATGTG 121

Rp: GGGATTACTGGTGAATGATTCTGTC
PpPHS Fp: GCAGCGATAGAACAATCCGAGAC 95

Rp: GGTGGGAGTGAGGGTGAGC
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KM LightCycler 1.5 (Roche, #8[H) {X#%3E4T qPCR £rille RIVAAR 20 uL, fUHE 2.0 uL Fike
cDNA, 0.4 pL 37514 (10 pmol - L™, 0.4 uL R34 (10 umol - L), 10.0 uL of SYBR Premix
Ex Tag™ (TaKaRa, ™7[E Ki%) 172 uL H,0. qPCR MNFRFEN: 95 'C 30s; 95 'C 10s (40 4
fiGH) F160 C 20 so FER qPCR I B TEX B, EAFERESR 3 Ik, qPCR MEHE 1R H
24T 973k (Livak & Schmittgen, 2001).

1.6 #iEbE

B K H Excel 2007 /£, ] SAS9.1 347 LSD %

2 R

21 ‘BE HMRERRE

FKAERL D H R R el 7.2 CrH BASr 2 2010 45 12 H 8 HA1 2011 4212 H7 H, LA
AR T 7.2 CHIAUR AN B8 1 A,

2 ATRLEH, 2010—2011 4 JE A ®2 2010 f12011 FEERFEE
2011—2012 EEE@1&E$§%%@E*E%EO Table 2 Chilling accumulation /h
201148 12 J1 15 HAN 12 1 22 HIOIGHBU R R 0 M2 D o o
12010 EMIFEIN I, 23 nlet 31h M S5 he ;o) 17 -

M 2011 4F 12 H 29 HA1 2012 4E 1 H 15 H K 12-29 328 311
PR E AR T 2010 4EA1 2011 4Ef1 R 3A, 4 01 - 15 (B4 Next year) 697 644

SMET 17 h #1153 he

22 ‘BE’ FUKRMEIBE

2011 4E 10 H 15 KRR < Be A0 R L B RS KB IR 5, GEvHe 1 28I & e 13
d, KT 10d, ifii HLUG 2R R RFLL AR, DO IE Wl N BIRIRIPPIRES . 10 H30 HEI 11 H30 H
WITREORE ) < FR5e” BUAEZEWT ZERARAR, YOk JLAE SR BRI FE P B SLA T IR, ] DA R 4K
i (B 1. 11 H 30 HUUSHBREEE 28R T m, 212 H 15 HEFERRI 0T 285 3] 45.1%, 12 H 22
HERE I 252568 85.2%, LV 50%, A4 3R B2 58 AT il ) PRI I [ 276 12 A
15 HEl 12 H 22 HZ [,

HIE 2 A%, 2011—2012 AR “3R5a" ZUAEZF ARIR S8 A BRIN (IR AR SR 75 112 ~ 232 h
Z 18], DAIGHERT 2010—2011 4F R e RUE 5758 4T RARIR N Rl T e 7e 12 5 22 HiijG.
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80
60 &
40

20

HHZFAR/ %
Budbreak percentage

0
10-02 10-15 10-30 11-15 11-30 12-15 12-29

HE| / (M-D) Date

1 ‘EE RFMEFE (2011—2012)
Fig. 1 The budbreak percentage of floral bud in ‘Cuiguan’ pear (2011—2012)
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23 ‘EE RAEFRIRHEAAEEIIEM S EMEL

I 2, A FTLEH, PIAER AT E s & m A R s AR AL 2011—2012 fFF KA 3R
b BTN , T e S B R M, 10 A 15 Hi 1043 mg - ' FW R 11 A
15 Hi 8.81 mg- ' FW, FFT 15.53%. BlJ5 nly & B Lok, #1112 H 22 H, 2Eaw
FEE EIAH] 12,76 mg - ' FW. 2010—2011 446 5l b Bl A B 2 TR 11 A 15 HIFRE
Wr BT, A 4.72 mg - ¢ 'FW BEINE] 1 15 ¥ 12.34 mg - g 'FW, #0017 1.61 1% (K 2, B).

2011—2012 4FJE 25" RUE 2Rk o B BEAE IR I oz R R, A 10 H 30 H 3 11 H 30
HNBET 13.32%; HEAPKIRARERBBL, Jemaain, 11 730 Hi 17.17 mg - ¢'FW 2050
# 12 71 15 Hff 25.08 mg - g'FW, HIEIL 46.07%; 12 7 15 HJGiEkm &8sl F, #1715 H
TR R N3 18.84 mg - g 'FW (&2, C). 2010—2011 4ELEVEH S AL MR S 2011—2012 4EEIE
AAFE, kS ENBAMEHIE 12 A 15 H (2, D), 1 2011—2012 =0 HILAE 11 H 30 H.

2011—2012 2010 —2011
14 A 14 B
z | LSDax= 061 z ol LSD, = 0.33
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dr @ n A
8 15 T 8 15 F
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B2 REHE RE REFABREERMENSENTL

Fig. 2 Changes of soluble sugar and starch contents in floral buds of ‘Cuiguan’ pear during the dormancy

24 ‘EBE RWFRREERKESYRGHEXEEREREER

B 3 TR, 2011—2012 SEE gl o - JER LR (PpAMY), B - JER B[R (PpBAML,
PpBAM2) FlI o - iR BHBERILEEILIR (PPPHS) £ 3R’ AURARIAMI M KA EH &AL (K
3, A. C. E. G). M10 H 15 HEI 11 H 15 H, 4 MEEPRIEEREH LR K. PPAMY.
PpBAM1. PpBAM2 I PpPHS 7t A IR IR Beds I — N Feik mylds, AR5 380 T B 1 31 N ARIR 58 4 i
BRuv. 11 H 15 H2 11 H 30 HiX 4 NMER KL E P # Eil, PpPAMY. PpBAM1. PpBAM2 HI PpPHS
2 T 16.54, 5184 3.59 F12.69 5. 12 H 15 HJo, 4 PpBAM2 4k, M4y 3 ANEERI X FiHE
iX. PPAMY. PpBAML1 I PpPHS (1A &M 12 H 15 HEI 1 H 15 H4 BT 9.53, 8.55 F1 1.3
Yo 1M PPBAM2 [ 1A B AN BT HALTERAK/K T 2010—2011 4F, 4 MERITE R5E RURHR
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W RIA R BE L (K3, By Dy Fy HD. RERIEFES, f£2F(1 PpAMY, PpBAM1, PpBAM?2
HI PPPHS 1) IE A P AF P AR B AR A B4R, {H PpBAML 7 2010—2011 4F L2551 MRk &
W EAE 12 H 15 H, 0 2011 —2012 £E 2 BLAE 11 F 30 H.

2011—2012 2010—2011
20 r A 6 - B
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=2 LSD,,=2.44 =2 L LSD, =0.98
it % 16 - 0.05 1 % 5 0.05
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7 2 £
X 2 E’ E 3 |
== E 5
~ 2 ~ p 2t
P
A 3, oy S, 1
A oy 0
I 10 C .. 20 D
% . LSD, ;= 0.73  Z LSD, ;= 3.59
o HE 15y
72 s § )
E 3 EZ 0
% = 4 % g
—
—
2 5
- 13
& “ R
0 g !
B 51 E z 20 F
% E) 4 LSD0.05: 0.52 il .% LSD0.05: 0.20
& £ ;fé E 15t
o 3]
g 3 E £
g 5 ZEE 10
g ¢
S S : 8
&, D& 05 ¢
SIS 1 &
= S,
& by
0 1 1 1 0
5 r G 20 - H
z _ 2z _
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Fig. 3 The expression levels of carbohydrate related genes of ‘Cuiguan’ pear during the dormancy
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L ARTHEE (1999) R HARRER AR 1 AR FIR 2 v B FLEBE & AR 4% IRHR &S
GBS B IGE L TF, MR 20T AR AP R, B e BRI IR
AP IR B, 11 0 15 HEEREIRK. BhE, 75 PRIR A HLAg bR FE vh ] s R b 25 &
£ ETHES MiEk E R ORI INAE T B, AERE R B ANE], 2010—2011 4F4E 12 15 H
A%, T 2011—2012 4F7E 11 H 30 Higfk. B R RIFHEE A BRI RIY B, TER & i
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WA, FETE A MERR AT BB, L EE N (B 2). X5 HIEARSE (2004) KL C4KBH’
AR YRR AL TR & B AE HARIRARIA 2 TR 45 A Mz b, 554 (2009 £ L&
HIER A BRI R, vf W, SR ROl PR AR A 5 SR R AR I AR 2 DIAH G o Bl ORI A
WIINR, AR 5 TUE AriG shik s, Bk SRR Is. 10 A 15 HEI 11 A 15 H, 3’
FU 2F BB A (BT 1), ARIRFRFEAINGR, SEnf s rhps & & N 1%, BokE PR e . ikl
Je AT PR LT T R (ORI AR TR RIS R S T S I Al L N i2E . (Marquat et al.
1999), TRAF4H il o 52 14 T RN VR T o ASHIF S 00 5% 2] 1) DR IARE B i Je b 2% 122 b 90 Js R AT R s PRI
fEBRIY B, ZFEPEmm i on SECHAW AL e 4 (Marquat et al., 1999). FMVIMEEE (2004) 1EH &%
LI 5 A TP BRAIR T 28 (1) B S s T i, DA T BB Y b 1) mT Vs PR (0 3 A SZ BT 8. 2
eI, SEAEMIRERR, BTSSR 2N, ekma s .

o - VER A B - Ve B AEDIE KD K AR (R OCHERE T o — T SRNE IR 10 Il 2 R A Ve B IR A 1)
KN (Buchanan et al., 2002). 5yt AImT NS ASACARNS BN, BSR4 S 5okt
BRI LR 30 BURIRE FEp i R 2R T A8 k. 316 4L 2F 1) PpAMY . PpBAML,
PpBAM2 il PpPHS 7 A PRI B 34 tH B — A 334 i, BIZE 11 H 30 H(2010—2011 4F & ) PpBAM1
fE12 A 15 HD ¥WA—ANRE LR (B 3D, ULk B Af % RI7E N ARIRARBR ATk, PARHR
(AR R TR A%« AR SE 2RI 5, B PpBAM2 4k, 4y 3 ANEEDE BiEE (& 3), fRfiie
BB AR, SN NS E BT, A R AR R SR At RE R A PR . A
B gAY B - WERAEIER (PpBAML F1 PpBAM2) EibAs AT T AN, AT BE A& PR by B PR 5%
B 22 AR RIE A —FU L4 (Chao & Serpe, 2010). ‘35" FUE LRI 465 o - SEK BEAN
B - ek EER (PPAMY Fl PpBAM) HIKIEBIAA /2 (8 3), X5 Chao F Serpe (2010)
TEFLIR L ERSs RARL . 4G Ik Semftuas R, HEDZE AL 28 ORI B bR IR, AN [ (00 B BT 3 K 7K
fig it B el RERAE - I AN o 28 Bk, e AUE R e & = 12 L s PpAMY,
PpBAM1. PpBAM2 Fl PpPHS [MEERFRIAF O, SR FZRIE, WIBERIEME, 57T R’
B ZE R B3 A A A DA TR 42
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