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B OE. hat—PBHHLHE (Eriobotrya japonica Lindl.) FA[RIE K R KA 52 (EjDHN)D [K)L)
REAm REALE], DAEPHER R e M, AT T 7 A EjDHN EEREAR AT RSR A K
ABA FIT S0 41F FIFRIAR. 45 5R Y, EjDHNS 76431 h RIS EAT LA =, EjDHNA T Zifefy
135, EjDHN2. EjDHN3. EjDHNG fil EJDHN7 EZAEZEPRIE, ERLR G T, B EJDHN3 FF,
FA SRR R A 507 & B AT 5%; 10 EJDHN2 Hl EJDHNS 76 A ik B8 DS RN EFH % 74
EjDHN H&RI7EREAT I B vt (1) 225 P Rl AR Al 3R A — 5, ¥7E A ZE Rk i, 17 EJDHNL. EjDHN2.
EjDHN4 il EjDHNS fEYIE W AR mRE . AT FEPEE, A 7 A EjDHN R F RS H IS
ZRggniash, A EjDHNG BilEf K. FIERXT ABA AP AR[EWN, L EJDHNG &tk U
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Expression Analysis of Seven Dehydrin Genes in Loquat
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Abstract: In order to further reveal the possible functions of different dehydrin family members in
loquat (Eriobotrya japonica Lindl.) (EjDHN), the expression patterns of seven EjDHNs were analyzed
with various organs, fruit at different development stages, leaves from different seasons, leaves under
drought stress and ABA treatment in cultivar ‘Ninghaibai’ . It was observed that EjDHN5 was highly
expressed in all organs tested, EjDHN4 was mainly expressed in flower, while EjDHN2, EjDHN3,
EjDHNG6 and EjDHN7 were expressed especially high in stem. In fruit, all members, only except for
EjDHN3, responded to seed development. The expression levels of EJDHN2 and EjDHNS were relatively
high in pulp and responsed to pulp development. In leaves during seasonal changes, the expression pattern
of different EJDHN members was rather similar, with the highest transcript levels reached in winter,
whereas the expression were also strong in early summer for EJDHN1, EjDHN2, EjDHN4 and EjDHNS.
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Under drought stress, the transcript levels of all seven genes increased in leaves, with EjDHN6 most
greatly increased. Moreover, expression of all these genes responded differently, with EjDHN6 most
sensitive, to ABA treatment.

Key words: loquat; dehydrin; gene expression; fruit developmental stage; seasonal changes; drought
stress; ABA

I K Z2 2 ]V AEAE TR A P I — 2 LA B AR PRI S /K 1 2 1 (Welling & Palva, 2006
B 7K 22 R DR (1) R IA S AR « i T 57 DA A 3R it 55 22 Ffr 5 S50 420 40 M M 7K R e 5 3 (Nylandeer et
al., 2001; Rampino et al., 2006; Wisniewski et al., 2006; #RZLEF %5, 2011; BRHr %25, 2013) ,
FAERD 1 B AN Rt e b s B A BB ] (Ali-Benali et al., 2005) , #40i/K & #4165 ABA
%5 (Wangetal., 2002) o AN[AIBE/K 5L T 4 (1) 8 U /INZE AR K, 82 ~ 575 N L IRTR L
A, AR C Rty B bH—A K 7B, BIF%% EKKGIMDKIKEKLPG [1{R5F B (Close,
1997) o X6 K F BB o - W5 e 45 & (Eriksson etal., 2011) , fE4ERFIEEE AR E T
By - Th ReIA J7 1 A R EE A (Allagulova et al., 2003) o

T AR WK B HE D I 32 BT V2 50 o AR A e I 7K 28 35 DR 0 ol 02 Bl N2, I
HIFE S+ (Hundertmark & Hincha, 2008) . /K#% (Wangetal., 2007) . KZZ (Tommasini et al.,
2008) . MM (Liuetal., 2012) FISER (Liangetal., 2012) ZrHIHRIEA 10, 8. 13, 11 F19 4Nk
Gy, TR AT 4 S E (Yangetal., 2012) o IR RIFGTRTsE H i /K 2% 35 R 50 AN (] 1 2 7 AN [F)
B AT FIRIEBAIRKER, ARER TS S TAFE AR,

REASTE B R rh 80 ST 2 I . iy T 5 M 2 i 7 R e L R R T AR AL AR
(2011) MRS R IR A BE S SR 20 EJDHNL Al EjDHN2 KiE; Jo ok MREAT 43 85 H
EjDHN R ZKE 7 AR, HRIUEA T SRR B 5 iR 4 5 4 M I As e 1 AR 2R A
(Xuetal., 2014) o {HE, XEERE G ILALT REIA AN, LERUASARAR I o o 1 r ot 5t HAf
EER ST EL— D, ik, AFFFTAST C4 3 EjDHN Sk 7 AN, W IHEREAE AR
FIZSE S AR EI B RS AR LLZ T S Ha il ABA AR S 1 il ik A
AT T 9307, DAWIE W S e AT SR 52 7 Ik i DR i I 44 Fp s PRI - R 4 i A i e
BRI R LR AR

[ kS RS D RPA

11 MR 5408

RE T 2012—2013 FELEITVLA RN RF=BEFE Z 050 i Sk T RIS REh il #t
2 (Eriobotrya japonica Lindl. ‘Ninghaibai” ) o ANFE#E (RERIN  ANFEKR B M B SE LA R
BRI I E 8 AR AR, MR LR R ABA AbB R T ECE 2 AR RS AR .

EUREREAR . 25 i fE. B RRAR PR TRE T, T 2012 4F 12 AR, 12013
5 H PR, 22 s R RRAFF GRFENEA 0.2 om LRI, 2208,
o Fe oy B Fr B AR TR B SR S

G300 2013 4 3 JIRN4 JIRESR (S RIIRS: (S2) , 5 JIREFHEHIRSL (S3) .
SEAE R AR RS (S4) FIRGRRSE (S5) , KRR 743 IF, R EAE, - 70 T
WEVKFEI A7 45
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M 2012 459 HEI2013 45 8 H, & H 25 HA AT RERAL et Jr, B0 37 RSO A T,
=70 CARILVKAR A7 25 FH o

AKH—BU A i SEARE MR, T 2013 45 5 R T RN FT ABA 4B, T
A AL ZERIRREEIEBEK)E 04 24 44 64 10 A1 14 d BUHAE. ABA 4PE: H] 100 umol - L™ ABA
AR T 0y 24 4. 8. 12 F1 24 h BUHFE. DL EHGREIYES 3 K.

1.2 5 RNA i2ELF0 cDNA &R

% Shan %5 (2008) & () CTAB VAHEHUE RNA, il TURBO DNase (Ambion, USA) Z:f% RNA
Tk A R B R 41 DNA. FTHEEX ) RNA FH PrimeScript™ 1% Strand cDNA Synthesis Kit ( TaKaRa)
Wi cDNA, 245 RNA #24 1.0 pg.

1.3 WHKEE PCR O

PR SCHIWETAF 2 7 4% EjDHN £ K741 (Xuetal., 2014) , NH Primer Premier 5 (Premier
Biosoft International) ¥ 115K} 9¢ % %2 5 PCR (Q-PCR) 5|#; X} EjDHN1. EjDHN2 il EjDHN3,
AR 3o A X P vk 519, e T3 4 ANSEERINAR P L e 71 et &5 1, 70781 2 e X ki
514, KX ABI 7900 (USA) SER 96 e RGHHATIE N K IE T, M4l Q-PCR P4 fit 1l &
SIS, X Q-PCR P AT sl /77, T4 Q-PCR 451402 5 2 H AR LR 11
Fee s . fn, SRy MIEm R e 1R TR 8RB0 GR D .

Q-PCR JZ %44 & 4 10 uL: A cDNA 0.1 uL, L F75 1443 %14 0.4 uL, SYBR® Premix Ex Tag™

(TaKaRa) 5 puL, ddH,O 4.1 pL. SMNAEFHA: 95 C 5min; 95 °C 30s, 55°C20s, 72 °C 30s, 40
ANMEFF o AR R IE BBy 27 (O Tareet-CU Adin (Beng etal., 2012)
SKH SPSS (11.5) AF#-ATH s /047, REKFHA P <0.05.

* 1 AT Q-PCR ¥ #HI5I1HFF
Table1l Primers used for Q-PCR amplification

GenBank %55

HEH GenBank LS L) IR N bp
Gene accession No. Forward primers (5'-3') Reverse primer (5'-3") Product size
EjDHN1 FJ472835 CCCGGCGGAAACCACTAGTGATATA TGTATTAGCCGCACCAGAGCTGATC 141
EjDHN2 FJ472836 CTCCTCCCTGTGATGGGTGGTTTAT GTCCTCCCAAACCAAAGAGAACCCT 111
EjDHN3 KF277187 CTGGTGTATAATAAGGGAGCGTCTG CTGCTCTCAGAAATTAGCGCACAC 163
EjDHN4 KF277188 TCAGAACCAACACGGTGCAACACGC CGTACCCGGTTGTGGCGGTACAGAA 107
EjDHN5 KF277189 GGAGAAGCCAGCTTCTTATCAGGAG TGATGTGTACTGATCAGGAGCCGGT 109
EjDHN6 KF277190 CAATATGACACAACGCCCCAAGAC CAGTACCGGTCTGGGCATTCGATGA 316
EjDHN7 KF277191 CGCACCGAGTAGATCACCATCCCGT ACACCAGTGCGCAACGTGGATCACC 131
Actin JNO004223 GGATTTGCTGGTGATGATGC CCGTGCTCAATGGGATACTT 172

2 HiR50H

2.1 EjDHN ZEREEAREEE P BITIEFHES

EjDHN F A A il G AE AN ] g8 B R IA B W3R 2 Fin. EjDHNL 785 28 B v ik 8 A
1M EjDHN2. EjDHN3. EjDHNG6 fil EjDHN7 #$ & e Rl m e, EHLE s T R IA BB K.
EjDHN4 7E46 A 5 s it R ik i, e e 28 B vh R IA AR MK, EjDHNS 7EAN A 28 B v 1 5 i 3=
s, FEMRBAFRREERS, HIRERK.
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F2 EjDHN ZAEFREREPHRE
Table 2 Expression of EjDHNSs in different organs of loquat

AL Position EjDHN1 EjDHN2 EjDHN3 EjDHN4 EjDHN5 EjDHNG EjDHN7

" Leaf 0 0.02 £ 0.00 0.02 +0.00 0 0.22+0.01 0.04 + 0.00 0.02 +0.00
% Root 0.02+0.00  0.07+0.00 0.03 £ 0.00 0.01 +0.00 0.36+0.04 0.04 + 0.00 0.07 £ 0.00
2% Stem 0.10 £ 0.00 1.84 +0.06 3.53+0.17 0.04 + 0.00 2.12£0.08 2.79 £ 0.05 21.02 +0.99
1t Flower 0.07+0.00  0.06+0.00 0.01+0.00 0.92 +0.06 0.38 +0.02 0.01 +0.00 0.08 £ 0.00
A Pulp 0.03 £ 0.00 0.10 £ 0.01 0 0.00 + 0.00 2.12+0.25 0.01 +0.00 0

R Peel 0.05+0.01 0.05 £ 0.01 0 0.00 + 0.00 0.76 + 0.02 0.09 + 0.01 0

Fi ¥ Seed 0.04 + 0.00 0.01 + 0.00 0 0.08 £0.01 0.25 4+ 0.02 0.01 + 0.00 0.02 £ 0.00

2.2 EjDHN EEERILABEHZEPHIFRIK

AN EjDHN JE RITEREAS R Sk B i R i R Ak Pt RA IR ZE SR (1) . EjDHNL 7£4))
IR ARR e )RR B E AR B RERE, afh a8l b, H ol (S3) ik
Bt BEJG SORE FBE; fER R IRIA R ETHER, 7RG (S5 RIA =L A4 R (SD

0.15 0O % p Pulp B FhF Seed 03 EiDHN? B}
g E/DHNI # £ 7’
2 # % *
W E 10 | W s 02 |
(o] (o]
gy gy * *
E = 005t # # =z 2 01t
=2 * % e # i
N % 2 #
2, I z Lk :
g 0.05 ¢ mpmN3 £ 0.5 1 EDHN4 4
2 004 f Z 04 f
g & i £ #
ﬁ 5 003 ®E 03 ¢
(o]
7 2 ® e 02 L
€ 002 | 72 O
= 3 E 5
5 2 oo #
2 o
= = 0 L —m | L
08 r o
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4 w B 06 f
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Firgle o 04
= =
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o E x * #
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Ke
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% B WrEt Developmental stage

1 EjDHN EEEMIBRITEEIEPFRIEEK
Sl: #hifl; S2: WEK: S3: Hefh; S4: KA S5: i * W, P<0.05; # FiF, P<0.05.
Fig. 1 Expression patterns of EjDHNs at different fruit developmental stages in loquat
S1: Fruitlet; S2: Enlargement; S3: Breaker; S4: Immature; S5: Mature; * Pulp, P <0.05; # Seed, P <0.05.
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(17 18.6 fi5. AR FLFEF, EJDHN2 Rkt LIHG N, HAERKNPRREKTFEE ST
Tl TR A AR AE SRS 5 A e (O ELAR I (S4) Rk e, A1 AEBE (A 1 (S3) Rk i ik . EJDHNS
TEA R BB B SR R R ) ik m A LG, Hs A 232 k. EJDHNA fEfh 1k & i i
BRI SE ETHE TR, Rl (S3) MRk ERm, 4RI (S 1155 6%, MR
P A R L A0 k. JRA R EjDHNG FRikBEA Bk G ETF, #ail (S3) jHLEE
TR MR FIR SR (ST o I (S2) R (S3) SR E S TR (S5) , fmik
(12 IA Bt e 59 I 3.5 £% . EjDHNG RIA LA 7 AR LRI ZY, SE 2 B, # el (S3)
I8 B B ARG SORGE AR, S RIS AR B RRIA RN 123 £, MifE RN hRIAEAENTE, #
6] (S3) MARMIY (S4) BEE TH MY, EjDHNT 76 sz #ikisy, AR 28 “T—
Be—Tt7 Bk E R, MR A R 2R R

2.3 EjDHN EFEZEM K PRSI TERIAEL

EjDHN S0 7 AN G AE AL P o R 2 PRI R A A AR — 3, SR AT i,
HARTF B AR A 12 A (&12) o ttAh, EjDHNI. EjDHN2. EjDHN4 Fil EjDHNS 7L
HIE (6 H) FKiLHm.
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Fig. 2 Seasonal changes in EjDHNSs expression in leaves of loquat
* P <0.05.
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2.4 EjDHN £EZETEMETHRIE

7 A~ EjDHN i K7 TS 5 Rk 22998 (&1 3) . EjDHN1. EjDHN3. EjDHN4. EjDHN6
1 EjDHN7 [JZRIEACTAET R MHE AR FEAIRT 10 d #RAS RS, 1AE 10 d JaTFeRaE 7y, o
EjDHNG KA A3 I e K, AEACEE 14 d 2 AR A EL (1) 66.6 fi7. EjDHN2 I EjDHNS 757
ALBRFIRT 5 d RIBARMAK, TAE S d G2 ETE, 7E 14 d WHABIERE, 200 EEARABER 89 In T
2.74 A1 1.08 %,
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Fig. 3 Changes in EjDHNs expression in response to drought stress in loquat
*P <0.05.

25 EjDHN E[E7# ABA B TRIRIET &

EjDHN F IR AN A i 3 [ 23860 ABA AE B ANFE N (K& 4) o EjDHNL 71 ABA AbBE 53Rk &
58 BTG R ETFAR k%, EJDHN2. EjDHN3. EjDHN4. EjDHNS5 fI EjDHN7 7 ABA At
H 5 RIE BRI NG LT R BEAR LIRS EJDHNG X ABA AbFEIR MUK, {F ABA A5
IR, (EACFE S 8 h A F R sn CHARLIER 60 £5) , A RFFFRE .



1560 2 ¥ #K 41 %
- 0.05 r mpENI g %951 Epomv2 ok
‘2 0.04 | " T 2 004 -
L : y L .
&Jg 0.03 §§ 0.03 | |
ol ol
=5 002 73 002 |
Z 3 E 3
B o0t 5 o001 t ﬁ ﬁ ﬁ
= =
(= (=
0 L L L L L I} 0 L L L L I I
g 0020, ppgys E 0012 1 ppmve %
g I g
% % 0.015 . % Eoooos | .
. o}
g 2 0010 | x ® e
B3 EE o004 |
20005 t =2
p n i p i
(= (=
0 1 1 1 | 0 L L
g O3 0 poavs = 301 EpaNs B} "
2030 | S 25t I #
% 025 | 2 20
B oo 020 | 25
&7 E 015 Ke b
=S ZE 10
E3 010 Z 3
ol
& 0.0(5) ﬁ m 2 0-3
0.015 .
g BDHN7 s 12 o
‘7 LIEHT[Eﬂ/h Treatment time
w b 0012 ¢
=
j=9
ﬁ g 0009 |
ol
=3
®E 0.006
O —
T 0003
5 0
=
F

KLIE HTIEﬂ/h Treatment time

4 EjDHN £ E 7 ABA LB TFHFRIETH
Fig. 4 Changes in EjDHN expression in response to ABA treatment in loquat
* P <0.05.

3 e

IR il 5 DS RO A5 5 B s o A 4 = A 4 2 A LB AR, e A 1T e ag Bl
WK, g L E R AR B DR, MUK F RO R A mERKERE)), ReSBIRE S, Eﬂméﬁiﬂ’@
WK IS Z AR, GRS KGRI R R, Al PRI 8 ) 2540 S 52 R (Close, 1996
Allagulova et al., 2003) , Mk e F I K G FEXAE A0 M it 13 5o DRI, TR — Bk SR 56 R g
[ 0T 22 P JBE K R DG Jop I = 2R . o BRI, AN [7) 56 7K 2% 35 BR1 i i i 1 58 /K 352 B 1 1) &5 A N B R 1
ZEFRARR, AR I /K 25 B FOREAS [F) e (i AR AT AN ] o — REIA Ok P g ek 32 (il
Y.SKy) HHZ T 283 ABA 'S, HAZREE S mRElKE (0K, 8. SK, Y, K, )
RS AR MHE A S (Rorat, 2006)

AT, EjDHNL [RIAACEZ R LR BB FNAARMN., T5Pa AR Em, KIL
Z ‘57*Hﬂﬂ%ﬂ;z?*u&%ﬁiﬁ&/m%n%ﬂﬂLE’JIH}“ EjDHNS 7 %25 B FI4 Z0h RIX E AR &,

%2%—@%/3{% TR WRE AR SR F AR R, Ul B R A o LR ) — R K AR, W)

Z 5 T WG RSN . EjDHN2 2217415 EjDHNS [R5 M ik 86% (Xu et al.,

2014) s HAEMEA SRS R A & AP ie i Rk 28 L, PRI T RE AT 5 2 R T 8. EjDHNS
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ERSER B IEP R REEA Y SZN, SHHAS SRR R E R e, ok, fErrh
(R IAAE A i, 15 e (R B SRR, AT BB S AR TR B F7 ¢ . EjDHNA fEnf Fr
(1R IA A SRR 12 A& )EE B 9 HOr 1 346 £5. EjDHN4 Frémis i (12— K,
Wi /K ZE 8 A, AR K, R K = S Y PUIRE BE )1 5<(Choi et al., 1999; Dhanaraj et al., 2005) .
VE CART A 50 R I EjDHNG ZEALAE &)y S o S o 1 fo UK, R A 21 )5 ST AP T s i 4
e T34t EjDHN Bt (Xuetal., 2014) , PRGN EjDHN4 7EREAL 1 =2 DI 2 2 5 Hiikil
I aIEFE, EJDHNA 7EALrh ik KF 53 i T AR 2L, ml e 510 R R BRI AR K
EjDHNG 7E 452k & W1 1a) R85 Bl b Ab 2 v R0k A s Z0 Ak, I fEE R R LR B S 52 )
HPTE CRERLEPT TR E) T AT EZAEH . EjDHNT RS0k Bl b Rk BRI, HAeET
S G WL R AR A 2R i (SR TR G g, R BE S P T B hin DL AR a1 G

ABA (551525 TR, T5. 5 W8 &N (Mahajan & Tuteja, 2005) , GEFFHI/KE
FEIR A6 5 f1 463k (Choi et al., 1999; Wang etal., 2002) . —48fli /K ZILIK, WLl 7T rabl8 (Lang
etal., 1994)F1 %K rabl7(Busk et al., 1997) ) )3 811+ & ABA i)W TG ( ABA-responsive element,
ABRE) . HIARIWFFLRI, ABA BEFIE bZIP (basic-domain leucine zipper) #s%[K+, fHILEEN
LK Z 87 ) ABRE Jofbgifr, MM E shK =R RIE, JF B2 245 U1 ABRE A4 fgx}
ABA 77N (Allagulova et al., 2003) . ANJA] EjDHN JE[K 52 ABA ACHL s A7 (E 35 2 5, W]
fie HIXLILD W B 1 & ABA WS TG 2 560 K. 5348, 7 4> EjDHN A R I8 fr e
FAF T AR A S TAE ABA ABLS AR ARG IR K T, BEHAAAE 2 P IR LS. X
—IRGAEILEAEY P AT R, anF ST ABA BRFG (aba-1) SRR AR IR I /K 22 L [ 145 Al
[it30 327K 73 Wi i 6 ABA AbBRMN 4755, FHJ, rabl8 F2i% ABA ¥, {H cord JI[E]I 527K
Iy WHEF] ABA 4155 (Gilmour & Thomashow, 1991; Welin et al., 1994) . Kk, HARASEH
EjDHN JE RN HASE e 55 ABA A BEFRIAS ] i AL LA B ABATT 2 1) (R 16 38 i i g — 20 0 9
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