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#§ ZE:. @it RT-PCR 5 RACE HiARMEE T (Gladiolus hybridus) #:Ff ‘Rose Supreme’ ERZEH 77
P R FTR A g A2 P I e BBl ——12 - 48 - M TR IE R (12-oxo-phytodienoic acid reductase,
OPR) LA 1489 bp 4= cDNA /741, quantitative RT-PCR £5 1% 8, GhOPR3 7EH E3i-. 7. R\
WEZE OBERERUF R ERIE, IR BRI R 2 AR R IA A 0.1 ~ 0.5 mmol - L [FISRATR
FiE (Methyl jasmonate, MJ) AHf5, #2757 GhOPR3 fEERZEF [IRIAEF NI MI & &; KA E
PR PAUR AR, BT GhOPR3 JE[AI (i ik /3T, Ik FIK AU R F ik SR e B AR A4 oy 71 ek P A Bt
SR S T WIS A0 5 A O 2 R ) R KSR IR MT 5 B
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Heterologous Expression of Gladiolus GhOPR3 Enhances the Abiotic Stress
Resistance of Arabidopsis
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Abstract: OPR is a key enzyme in jasmonic acid biosynthesis pathway, a full-length cDNA named
GhOPR3 was cloned in Gladiolus hybridus ‘Rose Supreme’ corms by RT-PCR and RACE. The results of
quantitative RT-PCR showed that GhOPR3 gene was expressed in leaf, flower, root, stolon, corm and
cormel, and the relatively high expression level of GhOPR3 was observed in cormel and stolon.
Meanwhile, the expression level and the endogenous MJ content in corms steadily increased under MJ
treatment with a raising concentration gradients from 0.1 mmol - L to 0.5 mmol - L"'. GhOPR3 was
overexpressed in Arabidopsis, which increased the salt tolerance and drought-resistant in Arabidopsis.
After mechanical damage, the expression level of related resistance genes and the content of endogenous
MJ were increased.
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HENH (Gladiolus hybridus) &35 FEARH E v BBk Ae T, A HArisebrd =, hT3240 5t
W05 S EUH B EIR A I S, TR EE I T AR PR DR R T SRATR R A Y (Gasmonic
acids, JAs) fEMEWEK SRR MAEBKEMY LRSI AAHEZEREH (Li et al,, 2002; R
4, 20100 o RHIERZE MOMHIE S NEE S 0 7, AiaYsz 20005 AN 1) JA BB R,
FH " 300 SR R 52 A A7 3 N TROIR A DAHRARI 55 e R B0 1R AR (Liechti & Faemer, 2002) o i H Al
AL E i ERE TS T JA OV IR W RRIE AT JA AEYG SO ie P AR DGR R IE, IF HAXHehL
DRI S IO A R AR AE TAs S RN E . BBAh, JAs Il SHEW A KR T UL B RS 55 A0 I
DRI R Ik 7K, T S AH DL R D g (R B 908 25 3 — 20 HE s R D R R RR R A S A H

JAs EHIRAAMHER, 40 LOX. AOS. AOC LA OPR %5— R AL SN 1. 12 -
- MY IRIRIEJEE (12-oxo-phytodienoic acid reductase, OPR) & K H] R AW & g 428 H i) S it
B, ‘e OPDA (I8 5 [ . (Strassner et al., 2002), fxZA NRFH R AY) . wTIE L $E OPR3
FERI R AR AR 3w 1] TAs ARG R, TR T4 (0 VF 2 A2 P A2

JAs HETFJE — RV A R R W I 5 AN T B3 sk /K1 B Sgma e ) ik AE AR (vom Endt
etal., 2007). JAs W3 T SHYIRE KMYPIIAH LR MZRIE, X LEIL R DI REFIR AN AT RS
MBS R T JAs BITE] . OPR Y5 JA I G R R E V). fEF ST, Bk OPR3 AMEKIL T )
SN OPR &, AR ANIEIR (OPR1 Al OPR2) [)#%:5 h%2 I1)j 155 (Biesgen & Weiler, 1999).
EX AN E R A ek OPDA & J5U N (Schaller et al., 2000). $8LFg 7+ #2547 HE [ OPR3
1R A% 44 ddel (delayed dehiscence 1) Fl opr3 (oxo-phytodienoic acid reductase 3) Y45k 5 % JA 11
YiRE, 7640575 % N T2l OPDA B . ik 56K W, opr3 AR ML H AT BT HUFE 1) JA B8 [ 3 ( Stintzi
etal., 2001), JfH OPR3 [(#:%thAEWL JA F'F (Mussigetal., 2000). #LUE7F opr3 / ddel Z845 {4
NHEVEAT, (RN JA JE T IR B MR, XL W] OPR3 X JA & s K 2L

AHFEh i RE T il OPR3 5N cDNA K741, 704 TS B AEE B2 RFE, 12
quantitative RT-PCR FARMT 7T HAIARI, I8 I AE4U pg 77 ol 5304 B B 1) GhOPR3 JE K], #f
5T GhOPR3 JE R 4% JAs I AEA & B LA R B peali ok o A S A 4 E R, 98 SR N
5T GhOPR3 LA FAH K T fig 5 70 T LB R AL 2%

QY VR SRS PARES

11

A A B AR PR LB el R s 2R B R BRI = AT, T RS R A il
Al ‘Rose Supreme’. GhOPR3 JEDA )73 2 & LLALRE ER 2N AR, SEIN 9852 i PCR Kk 7 Hr ]
(R AR OBTERSEAP R B AR 1 B W R SR ERSEFRLT 2009 45 7—8 A E AR
RERE T RAF . DU I Columbia {0 AL FFEL, LA pCAMBIA1301 + 358 Syl &k
Bk, GV3101 NEIER BT Rk .

1.2 GhOPR3 £ cDNA £KFFI#I5E

JH BTN ER RNA 173 B MyLab 38 HI 8 RNA PO BOAHI&: m . Fe R
7178 5, RNAPure =205 RNA POt BOAAIE ;8 22K H A6 i ok i i A2 A BOARAT B 2 ) 287 1)
EASYspin A4 RNA P BERF 5. cDNA [ 5%3%  Promega ) M-MLV Reverse Transcriptase
BEHH FEAT - OPR3 5'3iii cDNA 1) & B 4% i TaKaRa 23 ] /) 5'-Full RACE Kit i 7] & $ 8] 153617 . cDNA
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A S PCR SR 51400 K S S RE e LR 1

&1 3141, FYR PCREF

Table1l Primers, sequence and PCR reaction process in this study

H SRR 514 SIFH] (53D BEPSIEN:
Purpose Reaction process Primer Primer sequence Annealing temperature
LRAFIX A1 —4 PCR OPRF1 C(C/T)GA(A/G)GGCAC (C/T) AT(C/G)(A/G)T(C/T)TCTCC 50 C
Conserved The first round OPRR1 TGGAT(T/C)TC(A/G)AT(A/C/G)CCATCGAAACC
region PCR reaction
amplification —4% PCR OPRF2 TGGCATGT(A/T)GG(A/T)CG(A/T/C)GC(A/T)TCTCA 54°C
The second round ~ OPRRI1 TGGAT(T/C)TC(A/G)AT(A/C/G)CCATCGAAACC
PCR reaction
cDNA 3" Al W5 5% AP1 CCAGTGAGCAGAGTGACGAGGACTCGAGCTCAAGC (T)y;
BLCihe Reverse transcription
3'RACE —# PCR OPRF3 GCGTCTCACCAAGTGTACCA 50 C
The first round AP2 CCAGTGAGCAGAGTGACG
PCR reaction
% PCR OPRF4 TGGGACCTATGGCAGCTATC 54 °C
The second round ~ AP3 GAGGACTCGAGCTCAAGC
PCR reaction
cDNA 5Kt —% PCR Ah31 CATGGCTACATGCTGACAGCCTA 52°C
BUEmi The first round Outer primer
5'RACE PCR reaction OPRR2 GTTGATCCCGTCTTTGAGGA
“# PCR SE1EY)] CGCGGATCCACAGCCTACTGATGATCAGTCGATG 52°C
The second round  Inner primer
PCR reaction OPRR3 TAGCTGCCATAGGTCCCATC
T X 551 PCR OPRF5 AATCCCGGGGATCCAATGGCGGCGT 53°C
CDS OPRR4 AACTGCAGAACTACATCCTCGACCGT
SEIsEH PCR PCR GSPOPR-F  AGGCACGGTCGAGGATGTAG 95°C30s, 95CS5s,
Quantitative GSPOPR-R TCCCAATTCCCATTTCCTTTC 60 ‘C34 s, 45 cycles
RT-PCR PCR GhACTIN-F TCGAGGTTGCTGTTGGGTACT 95°C30s, 95C 5,
GhACTIN-R AACAAAACATGCGACCAAGC 60 'C 345, 45 cycles
FERPCR - PCR AtLOX1-F  GGCTCTGGAGAAGGAGAGGT 59 C
RT-PCR AtLOX1-R  TAATGCTTGGTCAGGGAAG
PCR AtAOS-F TTTTATCGCCGAGAATCCAC 59°C
AtAOS-R CCTCCGCTAATCGGTTATGA
PCR AtAOC-F AACTGAGCGTGTACGAAATCAAT 59°C
AtAOC-R CAAACATACTGCATTCACAAGGA
PCR AtOPR3-F  CGGCGTTGGCAGAGTATTAT 59°C
AtOPR3-R  GCGAGCTTTGAGCCATTAAC
PCR AtACTIN-F  GGTAACATTGTGCTCAGTGGTGG 59°C

AtACTIN-R  GCATCAATTCGATCACTCAGAG

FRYE GenBank #ZERECHE 2 4RIE L E I+ (NM_001084415.1). HHHE (EF467331.1) . KK
(EU962029.1) #ji (AJ278332.1) % OPR3 RNA J741, ik DNAman #A4-3E4T [FIYR L 51l
TRAF AT AT S PCR F7 3, S0P 51 A SR e W 1. DU Bl 4 5 BREE 2 RNA
#5318 cDNA A, LAFEIF514 OPRF1. OPRR1 LA K OPRF2. OPRR1 #HT 45 PCR #1# OPR3
FEDI PR S X741 AR AR SF X BUF 41, R 2 45 3'RACE L7514 OPRF3 fl OPRF4, #E47T 2
¥ PCR P 4T 3" cDNA JF A be I 5 4 G OR 57 X R Be e vk 2 4 NiE5 140, Fl 514 Random 9 mers
AT Sk, OPRR2 A1 OPRR3 43l HEAT 55 1 #E A% 2 %2 PCR 4 H3R 45 5'%i cDNA 741,

% H] DNAman %f OPR3 KRl 3" Al 5" P #IBEAT 9%, JFAE NCBI Wb _EFGIIL ORF. MR
ORF Wi J7> A1 B v 5 5 |04 B R M g i X 41 (CDS) , FFAE B35 149 5/ AR5 140 3/
43 e Sma T Fl Pst T B sl 1k P DI BB DA 557

FHTE PCR Pt vk 5 R H I BE, 5 pMDIS-T SUARIER: I #54k DHSa, EEALTOR %
S8 Je i AL U TR R 2w AT
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1.3 EEFHRAEKELRRIRE MJ 012

e K AR b —F0 B TR AT MT LB, L 60 g - L BERE () MS 15 7R3 N JEA B
Fedk, (EREFEHLP RN 98 K 51 0.1 mmol - L'y 0.2 mmol - L™ F1 0.5 mmol - L' {1 MJ.
DASEARRTIRIAE N0 I, RRACE G 3 IR, RS 9 ARG, R0 3 Mk IE=i (25£2) C
(377 = AT H IR
14 KRRAEEE PCR 717

PEIUR EHTER . FPEk. #IEIZE. . A MRS LR RIIRE MT A B 5 ek
LR RNA, i 5 a5 cDNA. ¥ cDNA Fiké 10 %5 )5k SEN 2966 € B PCR RV, 5K
i 2 f PCR X255 /& ABI 7500, MNAKZ A : 2 pL cDNA fE N, 10 uL 2x SYBR Premix Ex
Tagq™, #5514 F A3 Actin 514 (£ 1) 2 0.4 uL (10 pmol - L™, 0.4 uL 50x ROX Reference Dye
I, FTCHKANE 20 uLo 4 RS, 272 VL8005 7007
15 AiEMIES=/INE

IS AU ARG 2 R 9 0 e AR R (CHIA 5D, 408 103 ~4 OFEAREL) [ Lk
TN 80% H EEHEE (100 mL 80% H 4RI ' &1 22 mg BHT, 4 4 CHiA). VA %kb. 0.1
g PVP, HFBERAI R IF A 4 CRl kA7, 4 °C 10 000 r- min™ &0 10 min, HU E3SW. S H 1A14#%
ELISA 7% C(fafBhfil, 1993) 5z IR MT &, e e BEUR M K22 R 22 5 AR S Bifb i3 = 58
Jil o

1.6 GhOPR3 7E#E T B I RIE DT

HE DR Ik 2 A A ] o5 J5 1) 35S + pCAMBIA1301, ARFEHER{E BUF 41k 35S: GhOPR3 it
RIKHA . 18 RGP TN E AT I R T3 AR & RAHAE

AR AREE: KR TR AR AL T3 AR L 14 503% 5 50 mmol - L NaCl (#) 1/2MS 557
i, T4 COKMITIRE 2d 5, BB 22 CRIFFEHFE 10 d JG it AT M BT

TRAH A3k B AR AR T3 ARV R R R ST T8 T 1/2MS Bi 5 b, T 4 COKFE P cE
2dJh, HBE 22 CRIFFERIE 10 dJaBak, T 22 CRIZF=EHFE 3 MEEIERK, 4 JHEITH
W

PUbRAT F AL B . MG AR IR 15 9% 4 A i i HBY T80 40 B], 47 0. 1. 3. 6. 12, 24h
i, Bz AR, R IR . BRI RS RNA, Ok cDNA JG, 1Y E &
RT-PCR FEARGEATHHOCHUMESRE R ()25 708, SR IR4% ELISA ¥ (AT8hm, 1993) Wil e ol pg7rnt Fr
KNI M & &

2 HiR 5

2.1 GhOPR3 EE £ 1K cDNA F5Iay5 £

i #a0 PCR 9719 OPR3 EERIHIMEFX (B 1, A), LIP3 R X LR 4 KN A
233 bp; 3'RACE Ml 5RACE W4 3= # K/l 992 bp (B 1, B) #1515 bp (1, C). FH
DNAman 8]y Bow 41 3% LA 5% e AT HH%E, 192814 1 489 bp OPR3 JLHF41); il
NP4 ORF, 15%] OPR3 2P CDS 1158 bp (K 1, D).
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2.2 GhOPR3 &R FFIH o

X HE OPR3 JE M 4 K P I T M A3 40, 2R 4K 1 489 bp, &5 —/Niid 385 A&
SERR ) TR AE 1158 bp, 3'UTR A1 S'UTR 205024 992 bp 1 515 bp (K 1. ¥iZIER G 4N
GhOPR3, ##47% NCBI ##li i, *3%5 4 JF831197,

M A M B M C M D
992 bp 1158 bp
e 315 bp
33 bp

B 1 PCR=H#ia
A: B Y; B: 3RACE “#; C: 5RACE #); D: 43X 7"#); M: DL2000 marker.
Fig. 1 Agrose gel electrophoresis of PCR products
A: Fragment product; B: 3'RACE product; C: 5'RACE product; D: CDS product; M: DL2000 marker.

2000 bp

1 000 bp

750 bp
500 bp

250 bp
100 bp

FIH ExPASyD 43475 Ei i GhOPR3 JE[K, S [ 11k 42.49 kD, “§Hini 7.76. [
PR FL g A X AL R 7 51 $28 NCBI 7EZR LU XS (http: //blast. ncbi. nlm. nih.gov/Blast.cgi), K [FIYETER

MFEHE Gladiolus hybridus GhOPR3 SADQP_ P TESFIL S PHTRCRA
UM T Arabidopsis thaliana AtOPR3 - - "N ‘«'T'ITT-". J

T Lycopersicum esculentum 1eOPR3 - NPERE LU FLSHRVVLAP
T A Zea mays ZmOPR3

BTV Gladiolus hybridus GhOPR3 [EIagofEe GTRISPIEIEGF P WK 4V 'VHAKGER$ FCQLWHVG
UM IF Arabidopsis thaliana AOPR3 g SECTRASD CFPAPGIT VROV L VHAKGE S FCOLWHVG

Fefin Lycopersicum esculentum 1.eOPR3 A ] 1S P 2
Tk Zea mays ZmOPR3

NEE# Gladiolus hybridus GhOPR3
T Arabidopsis thaliana AtOPR3
Fefin Lycopersicum esculentum 1.eOPR3
Tk Zea mays ZmOPR3

NE 5 Gladiolus hybridus GhOPR3
UM IF Arabidopsis thaliana AtOPR3
i Lycopersicum esculentum LeOPR3
T Zea mays ZmOPR3

NE 5 Gladiolus hybridus GhOPR3
UM T Arabidopsis thaliana AtOPR3
T Lycopersicum esculentum 1.eOPR3
Tk Zea mays ZmOPR3

MFEE Gladiolus hybridus GhOPR3
UM T Arabidopsis thaliana AtOPR3
Fefin Lycopersicum esculentum 1.eOPR3
L% Zea mays ZmOPR3

JEEI Gladiolus hybridus GhOPR3

LB IT Arabidopsis thaliana AtOPR3
Tl Lycopersicum esculentum 1.eOPR3
Tk Zea mays ZmOPR3

2 EEHS/L#EY OPR3 SEMFTIRIEM LS

Fig. 2 Homology comparison of amino acid sequence of Gladiolus hybridus OPR3 with other plants
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T I GT A O 158 22 R 356 T 1) 1 28, 8 FH DN Aman 45 5 78 OPR3 2L 18 17 41 5 X B8 13 41 b 47 LX)
gEIRLRWL, AT OPR3 MZIERITHIS EKk (EU962029.1). #URIF (NM_201702.2) FIZ i
(AJ278332.1) #RAE R EMFEVEME, Hh 53R EE, N 77.1%, HUOEEm, K 73.5%, 58
R IRAK, 4 69.0%. M4k, BT OPR3 ML C i & A — MM S AW 7K 2 A1 55 SRM (&
2)0

A 7R, GhOPR3 FIE K. FHiiAILIF I+ OPR3 Hoh—2 (| 3).

FE BT Gladilolus hybridus OPR3  GhOPR3

% Zea mays OPR3 ZmOPR3 (EU962029.1)

F&hh Lycopersicon esculantum OPR3  LeOPR3 (AJ278332.1) OPR3
WA~ Arabidopsis thaliana OPR3  AtOPR3 (NM_001084415.1)
BT Arabidopsis thaliana OPR2  AtOPR2 (AAC78441.1)

F&hh Lycopersicon esculantum OPR1  LeOPR1 (1ICS_A)

BT Arabidopsis thaliana OPR1  AtOPR1 (NP_177794.1)

OPRI1
BT Setaria italica OPR1 SiOPR1 (ABD59450.1 ) OPR2
Ek Zea mays OPR2 ZmOPR2 (ACG42962.1)
Ek Zea mays OPR1 ZmOPR1 (NP001105899.1)

F&Hh Lycopersicon esculantum OPR2  LeOPR2 (CAC21423.0)

80.51 L L L L L L L
80 70 60 50 40 30 20 10

R B Nucleotide substitutions

f=1

3 GhOPR3 5HEEREH OPR XEAFIINARGHILH A
Fig. 3 Phylogenetic analysis of GhOPR3 and other OPR-type protein sequences

23 FEE#EARZED GhOPR3 HyFKIAFI MJ S 2SO

SER ¢ 652 5 PCR 23T, GhOPR3 ZEFTAI 1) i B vl 25 % B Fh A 3k, ForpAekr ek
Fikwm, EHEZETBAMNE SR EE, ERPHELEERME, HESBRENERLEESR
e R EEEEER (K 4),

WIH M & BEHE 2 im0 fe SR ERATZE IEANIH o BT ERFFFER B 42 2% = AR (&
4),

[\
=1

B * =
ol i z
KE 16 5
B -
72 @35
m % g 12 £z
550 i 3
.2 8 —
g ° . &3
SERE N 17 :
= ”I“ iy
© 0 (.1 = ‘ ‘ =
M FE R OAEZE Rk R M FE R OAEZE Rk R
Leaf Flower Root Stolon Corn Cormel Leaf Flower Root Stolon Corn Cormel

4 FEEHTEIFRER GhOPR3 RisKFEHNE M) EE
*: HREEREHE (P<0.05),
Fig. 4 The transcriptional levels of GhOPR3 and the endogenous MJ content in different organs of Gladiolus

The asterisks indicate significant differences (P <0.05) between the different organs and the roots.



504 PR O 41 %

2.4 MJ MBI EEEIXETKE GhOPR3 Rix/KEFMAIFE MJ 2 ERIE M

Y ERZE P GhOPR3 JL [A [ 235 /K P B 25 M Ab R (R 88 iy (2% 425, 0.5 mmol - L™ MJ
bR R IE AT IR R IL K1) 19.3 % (] 5).

£ 0~ 0.5 mmol - L™ ) MJ Kb FIK SEVE L A, S 4L BR2E 0 R ML 35 F5 B 5 A B4 16 1RO 189
MW T, 0.5 mmol - L7 AT 0.2 mmol - L™ AbFE IR IR ERZE v (19 P U M 2523 il L e g v 77
65.6%H120.2% (Kl 5).

24 -

§~ i i g 120
HE L = 100
*%gn:m— .- #
B&S | 23 807
a0 127 S 60
] r * =
2E° gt . &3 40t
0
S é 20 +
@] L 7 0 . . .
0 F ol : o s 0 0.1 0.2 0.5
) ' ' MJ/(mmol - L)
MJ/(mmol - L'1)

E5 MJSRIER GhOPR3 BEERZLUR KR M) §BEEEERENT I
* X HZER R (P<0.05).
Fig. 5 Effect of MJ treatment on GhOPR3 transcript and the MJ endogenous content in Gladiolus corm
The asterisks indicate significant differences (P <0.05) between

MIJ treatments and the control.

25 33X GhOPR3 #lmIF I &k St R 2

F 5 42 RN T3 ARFEFEIR GhOPR3 LS 7 T4 4 75 50 mmol - L' NaCl ff) 1/2MS 1557 4E
by &3k 10d MERRE R, FRERRKRAEKIER, W0, RAREK, HERBGEFEE] 90%LL
o EPIE TR A R AR R A, R AR, I HHIL T S MR T IS (&
6)

K B A R U R T REAR RS R R I 0R 1507 3 R b AT TR, {5 ibiRoK 4 Rk
L, BRI R TR CIEAIET . 1 FR > I AU R T AR AR T, Hom 2k (s, &4
T3 L DU R AR S R 66.7% (1 7).

2.6 HlHH 5 FRi& GhOPR3 #lE S+ AR EERIFRIZS MI 2 ERIF T

A VR R TR AT WL B0, R INAEZ 2455 1 ~ 24 h J5 AtLOX1, AtAOS. AtAOC Fll AtOPR3
FER P RIE A B T AR B R iy, P a8t 1~ 3 h 538 s 8ok, (H & JE 7Rl B 74
AR RIS 8] Y B AP I 2 R A R (B 8D,

AR L, %15 GhOPR3 #Ul g JFHEAK T ALLOX1. AtAOS, AtAOC Fll AtOPR3 [l f1 1A
IKPAEAR T 5 00— 58 I (0] 945 21 T AR 3 @, Herh 7Edifs 3 ~ 6 h RIA /K FiA R mifE, 5 X
RSSO (E 8.

(HAERZATHT, FE I RSP REAR T B MO i LR AR TR = T 65.9% (] 9D,
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E 6 33k GhOPR3 1#38 T EH # f 3T romi 2h 1%

Fig. 6 Overexpression of GhOPR3 enhanced the salt tolerance of transgenic Arabidopsis respectively

BRI WT ¥GhOPR3HIME T-GhOPR3
B 7 @Rk GhOPRS3 #38 T B E #l BT Am 214

Fig. 7 Overexpression of GhOPR3 enhanced the drought tolerance of transgenic Arabidopsis

PR WT H:GhOPR3kEFE T-GhOPR3

AtLOX1

At408

AtAoC

AtOPR3

AtACTIN

B8 HiRGH dRiE GhOPR3 BIE X ERAR AN A

Fig. 8 Effect of mechanical damage to related genes expression in transgenic GhOPR3 Arabidopsis
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LR WT #GhOPR3 T-GHOPR3

~ 120 ~ 1207

B 100 ¢ * 1007 * *

E) g 80 | gn g 80

~ O L * ~ O

w5 0 w3 60 :

%uz 40 | éénz f0F

= 207 e 20r

z 0 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ z 0 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
0 1 3 6 12 24 1 3 6 12 24

A HHE /h Wounded hours A HHE /h Wounded hours

9 MR GHFEEE GhOPR3 #IEHF MJ S EMEIE
*: HXREFEHE (P<0.05),
Fig. 9 Effect of mechanical damage to MJ content in transgenic GhOPR3 Arabidopsis
The asterisks indicate significant differences (P <0.05) between

mechanical damage and the control.

3 e

AHF G a7 AN R FTR A i 12 B OPR LR K P41, %L A ) & TR
C &g — ML EAL A A5 5 SRM (K 2), R 45 R W% K8 T OPR3 —2% (K
3), HAWFER OPR3 (M54 JA 55, X JA WM& MEAEZEEN (Mussig etal., 2000,

GhOPR3 H:[H (e ik M F 9T 45 5 @7, GhOPRS3 JERI7E B Evili it ) 25 . T ERAIFFERZE dh
kR, R ER Rk R IR R s, MR JE R TR A SRk AR . [ TR M
TEAGRERN, FFREHEZE FFefpakea b SR, BrEmE D R, M e &
AR & EAIRHAG, 5 GhLOX1 R A LA FRIAR AL (Lian etal., 2011) . GhOPR3 ¥
TR AT M 5 8 R s KA 0 ol 2B AR B R BRI T R 25 h, XAl e S R Bl R B i R
A Ko L BRI R G IR, FFER o ) 25 10 0 128 9 1 KT e, T DA ) 2R RORF K 1 1 42
T AE 7 B AR TG 2, X B e 1) 45 A Al 1 e B, (R B RN I D PR 5 i — 2
IBF5T. BEAh, AMiti 0.1 ~ 0.5 mmol - L™ ) MJ 4275 T GhOPR3 L& ik /K7, [l i i ik 7 14
RFMRUA YA WS RS B RAR G o ie b 1 H el GhLOX1. GhAOS F1 GhAOC
FEN R IERL (Heetal,, 2008; Lianetal., 2011, 2013) 23l M4l Eg 3+ i 20 BrbiF o7 o,
15 414 TA W N [PE R AT 5 A2 TA B AR 3R A, 3R 80 JAs 106 i 42 8 1 1F & 15t i 45 ( Sasaki
etal., 2001) , XHHERIWIFTE R 8. LG LAETURT LURIL, JA & Bagte i i 5L a4
DAD1. LOX. AOS. AOC. OPR3 H1 JMT I¥j#, 5 45)%2 31| JA 155 (Heitz et al., 1997; Laudert & Weiler,
1998; Mussig et al., 2000; Ishiguro et al., 2001; Seoetal., 2001; Agrawal etal., 2003) , ifj HA@I
PRI E Ha SR 5 JA SO I R 35 AR AR IR S L R SR, I FLIX S0 R DRI S R ot R AR
15 JAs B A E .

Ak, AT R BRI GhOPR3 #0 e F Rl bk (i £5 1 ANt 51 4 43 31 74w, 7 50
mmol - L () NaCl A T, BOERILAE T 90%LL E, IFH, T n s RiEs 8 T 66.7%.
WU, BEDR R IAE R PRI JA EW)& ORI —&8 2y, Blan{e & A K& LOX. AOS #il AOC
PRI A, g i F A RIS, SRR G A BE R (Stenzel et al.,
2003a). P FHE M JA G R 1, KAELE LOX, AOS Al AOC fHFE Rk 2 Hif (Howe et al.,
2000; Stenzel etal., 2003a, 2003b), JrLL, A5 B A BRI AU S ik 2 i fa, MT & &
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HOHILT TS PR, I H, ARPREREERIA AOS 8L AOC bk, &id it eidl e
2 BT I $EE MT 97KF (Laudert et al., 2000; Stenzel et al., 2003b). A KA, AR
e RN, (e R R L T 205 20 MI ACE LA R BIR T MT KPR E IS, )
T 65.9%, HEMEERFEGRE— S (ARRRAMYEZ T 5. S50 F 5 RS 1B
WEE AR I by s, R R AR A3 3 TUESE (Beckers & Spoel, 2006; Wasternack, 2006).

Aug, WA BRI L GhOPR3 U p SRR AN U 1 5 5, L AtLOX1, AtAOS,
AtAOC Fl AtOPR3 %5 % JE K ()R IA T A MY 5 & AR EAE 240 J5 AN [RI I TR) P9 15 21 7 AN [FIRE RS () 42
i, JE Hid RIEREAR A2 5 25 R N (0 3R A B L B AR BRI MR 2 G e R ik e (B 8). AMfFr g
5% 3 TICBA MK 25 ) I F 9T 45 5 (Grimeset al., 1992; Avdiushko et al., 1995) #4[a—%(. [,
AR EY) & A 2 BIFE N, ARSI & — BB R &

XLELE KW, GhOPR3 JEMFRIA (R T RFIRIK AW EY) Gk, SG5R T ALl g I
(i SRt S PR, JF B m T AN 5 Ik R R SR AR SR R AR & AR R A DG PU R RE
PRI R IE KT o AL IR AIEST GhOPR3 (5L K Dy RE, il i i B PR R gk — P % GhOPR3
TE 42 B SRR R S A S 0 A 4 e A F S E TR OPR 751 B T 2R KOk B FE LA & s
ARG AEBET) RE .
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