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RS L SEeE E (PuCAT ) FE R RIE S

® B LK

B, TS #, % 29

(L HFRERABLFEBE BRPBLETBE BAK 24 T8 13610052, Hp ERHEBE /K 2 AR3F5 A BIREEHT T H 0, BT # 712100;
3 MR R AEFH AR TR 130000)

2.3 F (Puccinellia chinampoensis) % v 40 223 BUh RNA A B4R, 4R 38 L IRE 09
CAT X B RRA3)%3t 5] 4,813 RT-PCR &4 3t 1 A CAT A W) cDNA 555+ 5 L€
CAT A R#4TRI R, &R AW . ZAR ALK 1487 bp, & — AT EF KRR EAE, 4 A4 492
MR AR & G ,Genebank B %5 4 . HM230827 ,4» % PuCAT ; 388t 5 CAT % B 694 3 B Ao
BRABRFINERE DEZARRERS; FFEETR AL BEEH —REH L LD
BT A, %8 RT-PCRER R, PuCAT A B 4 A B ENHT . AERR G RE
WA, Bk & LA AR At R TUARE AR AR PHREZEZ TART W

&k,
KRR IR s 0 A ML S s R PN T
HETES Q785

i1 & 4L & B (Catalase, CAT ) & Locw F 1901 £
FETE MR R b R B — BRI A TL XU K 43 A (0 i,
HAw2 N catalase, BJ I FEFE T EIEW RN, FE 4570
Fid E ALY B A | 2 1 BRAE ¥4 1Ak B 40 a5 o, DBy A
TELRIAR . e RO R AR, 7T LUK &) 45 B 7Y
M AR BB RN CAT -1t E Ak Ak 3 Fh2 A, HAEH
SETEAN ML 2152 B 4 3 Z B 18 B 6 IF I SOk AR L T
e KRR A S B =AM HO.™ . ik
H,O, AWEEH :—F W, BRI HO, 1ER—F/Noy
FYE, RE IG5 T M &R AN —F{E 5
BT 8 57— R 5 B AL il > CR 348 40 40 il 4 2
e s 7 —F 3 &M HO, N SBA i, ™
A RBEIRESPGRIE B MBS E, HETIR
FR A ot AR A T X 40 s A B K 5 T L 3 T LA
IR SCHEIA Y SR il , o N R R 3 A 3 . T 4R Ak
AEGAT AR 40 Ho O, 194508 P4 , 3 1 {R IE
HEYERIEEWERET . WA, EIERRAEY P aE

FE—EEFN B8, F BT L HEFRZR AL R
MNERFSEHERE 5 F AN FARF AL T4, E-mail:
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REMEE A LA, B . HL AER AL L NFHREHS
FRHEREASFHABREFHNAL T4, E-mail: xuankai0l67 @
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HETH:ANRRLE F LHARAKRZAERFRT LT AR (cars-
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HM REICARRD SR AE L EZ LT A
FHRAM SRS S EEEE EENE.

TE i AL SRR A Ak dn e B 2, BT DUAE I 7E
BEALE R T IE B2 R TR, K A 8RS IF (Arabidopsis
thaliana) NG (Triticum aestivum) 2% B (Ziziphus ju-
juba) . Bi & (Pisum sativum Linn) ., ¥ #& (Gossypium
spp) FEK (Zea mays) 7K F8 (Oryza sativa Japonica) , K
% (Hordeum wvulgare) \FEH:A45 (Populus trichocarpa) \ 15
B (Sorghum bicolor) . 18 2= % (Brassica oleracea) . H JF
(Saccharum) . £ #1 9% & (Suaeda salsa) . 48 75 (Ginkgo
biloba) S ZFHHE W) I it E AL G IR TRE RN M E 5
BE (HRA RS CAT N BIBIFST % ff DL ARGE , i
BRI —Fh EE AR A R B IR, A — BRI A
A AT ER B AR ) , BB g bl Y SE B A . BT
PR AR P 2R B, Fh b8 T, B 1A Y i Rk S Y
SRDENMC SRR W, R T #E— PR CAT
FE PR TE 8 HU AR B AL 1 H 9V FE AL, 30 L ) £
(Puccinellia chinampoensis) HiARAL , 43 B Tl T 9k 3F 1Y
CAT R 44y PuCAT ,IBF5T T AR5 ol 38 b 22
T HAERGH AR E A i iRk
1 #MR5RH*®
L1 E5ephel

BEAE Y R ) B B SR B AR R B 2 B R
BT R A

TRNzol &3] .PCR-Mix X & DHb5a B £k
LI RIRA AL R 243, PMDI8-T #i &1 DNA % #: i
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i TakaRa 22 F]J$24E, cDNA 28— & B & 3 fs b
B MR & i Fermentas 24 &) #2445t , oA ¥ o B 7=
2R IEA %

L2 R®rk

L.2.1 R e RAZRMKERESERE BT —
W EEFR ML, AN TSf5A , 15°CHE IR RSB 57
1 AR BB REZVDEN TP, B4 6 #, F 20C/
CE/BOBREFEFEER FEHERKES 10 om
b, 1.5% NaCl IS WAL HE, & . R T 4
FRAS ] B 206 5% Folp 26 Ak 2 . B 38 (1. 5% Na, CO,) Lk il
3B (1. 5% NaCh T 538 (20% PEG) FIh i & i
(1.5% NaCl+1.5% Na,CO;), 435 T4 P 0.3.6.
12,2448 h BYECEIfE 5 5 b _b FRM 5 A R AR, AR
PRAF, IR HC RNA Z .,

1.2.2 B RNA f4RHEUFI cDNA & ZRIALEX
R A2 T TRNzol 32075 15 B 528 455 B £ i 5 -
F B RNA, SR P 1. 0976 P 73 g Fse e, G ) EL 5 2
WREE . DLE RNA BN, AR5 & M ERE R P 8 3%
SEA AL cDNA E—4E,

1.2.3 CAT ZERWMTokE XMy it NCBI A&, iR
B R FK CAT HHNHmGX 7%t 1 X RH514 Pl
(5- GCCATGGATCCCTACAAGCACCGG -3) fil P2 (5-
CCATCCTACATGTTCGGCTTCA -3), i F A4 T A Y
TREBERRSARAR AR, R RE K cDNA
BABE AR , #E1T PCR ¥4 , X W& & 4 : DNA template
1 pL,P11 pL,P2 1 pL,ddH,0 10 pL,PCR-Mix 12 pL;
1B K IEREE 56°C ,30 MEIR . 2B AR B HL Tk, 18] Y B
#) Fr B, 5 pMDI8-T Vector # #  F LIRZ A K
FB8 DH5 e, BREUBH M 72 b , £ % R LA 2818 7K 7 DNA #
W4T PCR R, M

1.2.4 548 i NCBI f) BLAST 2T R
PSRRI Xt . f# ] DNAMAN #1458 iR 28 22 8 11
ZEPHILE, G S, 2T B T 2L R 316w i 44
&, 4y B {#E A Protscale, TMHMM, HNN, SignalP #
Smart F2£Fp AR T 8 H R B K M B A5 R . 5 .
155 BRA R H AR <7 4544 38 (domains)

1.2.5 I8N PuCAT F:P7EAR R Bhia 4038 F I 4H
HFRIRGW UL Actin FEHF B A FR (Genebank & % 5.
FJ545641) , 5% 2 & 8 RT-PCR {7 B 43 #r PuCAT %
DN FE A2 B 5 I AR TR A R T 0. ARIE I 7 /5 B
2K F& i 5" 35514 (5- ACTTTGACCCGCTCGAT-
GTC-3) #1 3' 4% 8| 4 (5-CCATCCTACATGTTCGGCT-
TCA -3), $RHL 4 FRALBAMFT B RNA, IR %A B
F) cDNA gk g AR #5147 PCR 3738, )R 4514 3B k
MRBE 57°C, 25 MER .

2 HER59W
2.1 EHEERISE PuCAT B 2K I TokE

it RT-PCR i, 378 1 500 bp Z2 45 i 2% (&
1.2), HFUAAHEAT L, B AL I 7, 45 SR R B,
KAGH PuCAT FeH 41K 1 487 bp, & —A58 8 1 IF ik
e BEHE CORF) , 43,45 2 4 %5 15 F (ATG ) 2 1 % 75
(TAG), 4 h% 492 MEERMEZ I, EHE S TE N
56. 67 kDa, ZEH, 5 h 6.9, F & [f Genebank 3k 15 4% 5
HM230827, K HAZER 751 F NCBI #9 BLAST 2 5 &
RS R, B 5Kk F (Hordeum vulgare U20777) NG
(Triticum aestivum X94352) 7K (Oryza sativa Japonica
D26484) | & & (Sorghum bicolor XM002437586) , & ¥
(Zea mays NM001254879)., B B ¥ ( Zantedeschia
aethiopica AF207906). K #i ( Bruguiera gymnorhiza
GU433192) Bl (Suaeda salsa AF390210) f) CAT X
B ) R 2 B R 9296, 91%.87%.87%.85%.79% .
TT8TT% . P25 SR R 5 5 A IR) U5 M EU X 383
TixEEH M.

1487 bp

# :M:DL 15 000 Marker, \ I & F:15.0,10.0,5.0.,2.5.,1. 0 kb,
Note: M:DL 15 000 Marker, from the top to the bottom: 15. 0, 10. 0,
5.0,2.5,1. 0 kb.
B 1 RT-PCR Ejk
Fig.1 The electrophoresis of RT-PCR

1487 bp

Rt
Note:—show negative control.

B 2 PR PCR £%E
Fig. 2 The PCR of positive cloning

2.2 A5S IRMBI 5 43

H PR 3 4 2 ) 4% ok ) LN 45 SR T A, PuCAT 3%
P S i CAE (IR BT YIS B S U5 ko
EDF Y {8 (58 BT U1z 5 0 ED 3 LL 8/, i izt /N T
0. 5, TTRAIEBRIRFE AL 5, AT LAHEN , PuCAT FE N 95 25
HIAT BEAAEE S IR DAL R, A 15 5 IR ZE4E I B
ARG AREHITER R, B— 1 HEREA .
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C{H C'score
l SIEL S SCOre o
YAE Y score -
08 r
o 06
S
w2
m 04 f
R
02 r
0.0 e RS S - ‘
AMDPYKHRPTSGANAGHWTTNYGAPVWNNNSALTVGHRGPILLEDYHLIEKLAQFDRERIPERVVHARGA
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 20

{37y, Position

T CAH JFIRBT YIRS 5B S M A7 B AR SHE Y B L5 S BY VAL 4L

Note: C score:Score of cleavage site; S score:Score of signal peptide;Y score:Score of comprehensive cleavage sites.

B 3 PuCAT RBERRSKST
Fig. 3 Analysis on the signal peptide encoded by PuCAT

2.3 BKMERBIN-S 2.4 ESRESSHSR T
B BRg K 2 A7 Xh FBF SE HLB EARAE A —  2h A& 5 TMHMM 72 77 i B 45 2R 7T LU Y, 9 f

WAHBEEENESESGERIRKEECK GRAVY (EX  BEF TS ERE AN BA B IRAS 5, o IR IR X
HIW B IEAEL WA E R E A NBUKEE X E R A ARRER, XS HKE T R —2.
{8, W RE o 6K 28 5 2 FE R (BB ol i 7K A AR , 5

AR A . 1P 4 751, PuCAT T3 S 35S e o
FEFIRISE 168 (i MM EA BIRIME(—2. 456) 6kt £, 10

05 327 AR R (2. 122) Bk MR, D20

(BRSBTS P I K X R, 3 L fm 04}
MBI E S TR EUER, F I, W - 02

f=1
(=

PuCAT wiEEHE—ITBHEH. ’ 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450

B IEEE%H The number of amino acids

250 B 5 PuCAT HRBEABELMEHNANER
?(5): Fig. 5 Trans-membrane domain prediction result of PuCAT
g 1O 2.5 ZHREHRBIST
= oo BB TR 5K A B = R A5 M B FE R X T e
R SMSHRTI A B EE R L. B 6 FL R &,
-15p) PuCAT 4t 8 H W BREEAR 295 NREEMRA L T DS
200
I T T T e Ty o BT 59. 8456, A 112 M REMS S T IEM LS
{3 Position ¥, BT 22,7207 86 MEEMRSE T RIS,
B4 PuCAT RIS MF A/ K T BT 17. 4406 e LA AU fR B 28 o % T K
Fig. 4 Predicted hydrophobicity/hydrophilic for PuCAT ZH.
]um " M{f bl ;,|||||§,; st il ol gﬁf ' ;ju;g’]m u§§|| i ngggui L |||| . “H
. IOO 150 200 250 300 350 400
T AR o WRE s PR T 5 S 2 BERLAS
Note: Long term:alpha helix; Line: extension; Short-term: random curl.
6 PuCAT ZREHHNER
Fig. 6 Secondary structure prediction result of PuCAT
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2.6 HERITF 5 RGN A EE

FIF DNAMAN 6. 0 JF 31| 43 #r K {4 X 53] ff 9l 5
HR# (U20777. 1) . /N FE (X94352. 1), F K (NM_
001111945. 1), 7K #F (D26484. 1) , T B 3 (AF207906. 1),
ARHE(GU433192. D6 FE MY CAT & FEFR 7 51547 *F

Bryguiera gymnorhiza WVEALSDPRYV
Hordeum vulgare WVDALTDARV
Oryza sativa Japonica WVDALSDPRI
Puccinellia chinampoensis ~ WVDALTDTRYV
T.aestivum WVDALTDARYV
Zanfedeschia aethiopica WVDALSDPRV
Zea mays WVDALTDPRYV

THETCSIWIS
THETQSTIWVS
THELRGIWIS
THETQGIWIS
THETQSTIWVS
THEIRTIWIT

THEHRTIWILS

.o 7 WAL 6 FiiE Y C-dmdy BA 5 PTSL %K
(PexSp) 45 AR Y 3 K IX 35 CQKL) , 156 B 59 i i 5 3
AALE R fE R A PTSL RGeHEA 40 P 53 B AL
YA

YWTQCDKFLG |[QKLATRLNVR  PSI-
YWSQCDASLG [QKLASRLKIK — PNM-
YWSQCDASLG |QKLASRLNLK  PNM-
YWSQCDASLG [QKLASRLKMK — PNMD
YWSQCDASLG [QKLASRLKIK — PNM-
YWSQCDKFLG |QKLASRLNIK — PTL-

YWSQCDAALG [QKLPSRLNLK — PSM-

7 CRImEREERF I

Fig. 7 Sequence alignment of the C-terminal amino acid

M 8 R CAT RIEMFFI RS LT MR IE T
PAFE Y, LA 0. 07 98 i, T RAZM A 4 40,568 1 400 AR AE.
Vb ZEIR AR 2 B RO R N T I 5 5
2 419 RFE VN S OKTERRFIEK 28 3 4K

B AHRFEMN . KR PIER 5 K /N R RR
KERBI, 5FARARHKRE . FRERMFEER
B, T -5 H B RHE Y ) [ IR 5 R B, 35X 5 AT T
BRI 51 ) R B 46 SR A — B

K3 AL Gossypium hirsutum FJ415187

8 Populus trichocarpa EF148343
ZEJE Prunus persica AJ496418

A Bruguiera gymnorhiza GU433192
4228k Hypericum perforatum AY173073
25EE Brassica oleracea GQ500124

EIF Thellungiella halophila AK352909

W% Suaeda salsa AF390210

i

%% Zanfedeschia aethiopica AF207906
KF Hordeum vulgare U20777

/N T.aestivum X94352

WSE Puccinellia chinampoensis HM230827
JKAE Oryza sativa Japonica D26484

% Sorghum bicolor XM002437586

Tk Zea mays NM001254879

{

K Manihot esculenta AF170272

T Solanum lycopersicum NM 001247898

010 008 006 004

0.00

8 |EBEHMAKIN
Fig. 8 Analysis of amino acid homology-tree

2.7 ARFEWHEA BT PuCAT R 7 8] 0 5% 35 1 F AR
HR A

e E B RT-PCR 45 52 B, PuCAT 3 X 76 5] £
R A YR LR (BRI AR R A
BESTERTHELE. 4 et myaT LSS
PuCAT Nk, B AL LA AR R , PuCAT 3N %
EhIRE A AT SRR B R, H R B A
2T RS A R BB AL, 7 R R0 a3
T » PuCAT F:PH7E w) 28 535 1 7 FIAR HP A 2R3k AL
AHF. mE 9 mIH N, e R bl A B 44T , PuCAT
AR M R HP 2k B, Bl 2 A B ) A0 SE K, T2 038 0

TEALER 6 h ZJ5 R BER A S, M EAL 2 48 h I X
RERTHRG s TEAR v 0 38 HLAER U O S8 i J5 P, 7 4k
12 h RKBR R, TERME B EAT , PuCAT
HNWTEM i REE S e A AR A 12 h 2
JERI R, FEAL 3 48 h PRI AT+
R EAR R R S Eh B R0l 7EER AR B hia
RRBRIAEAFT » PuCAT 3 [X 16 5 6 85 1 FIAR P A R
SRR RS A TR A R . TR
TFEa A 4T PuCAT 3 X 75 51 S8 5 35 - H- 1
AR s MU B B S i A A 2 Al A 3, e Ak
H 12 h (FRBEIRBIRR .
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I Leaf
Oh 3h 6h 12h 24h 48h

## Root
Oh 3h 6h 12h 24h 48h

AL 5% NaCl;B:1. 5% NapCO;3;3C:1. 5% NaCl+-1. 5% NayCOs;D:20% PEG; Actin: S 5:H .
Note:A:1.5% NaCl;B:1. 5% NazCOs;C:1. 5% NaCl+1. 5% NazCOs3D:20% PEG; Actin: reference gene.
B9 EREm¥F PuCAT BEEEMFRBEIRIE

Fig. 9 Analysis of PuCAT gene expression in leaf and root of Puccinellia chinampoensis

3 itig

HAET, BAEMNFZHEY T 45 2] CAT ZEKF K
cDNAJFF (B2 X LAY K Z it LAY brEhmd s /1
B, BRI AEMY CAT EFPHRED ., RN
EbpaHb S S AE W B3R H SO RE B T o R b AU 2 T Y
cDNAFF5I , i3 78 NCBIL _F#E 7R AR FEER 1931 kb
Xt s RIRZT 5 2 — A 50 5 B FF B R 2 HE , B A PR SF I
AL AR, SARARHEYIKE VINE IKREERIE
Y RIVEEAR B VR PuCAT P 4K 5 51 i Tk 2 i
I

BEAW¥EESEER CAT N EEF 3 3.
Catl,Cat2 1 Car3™™ , HHr,Carl B 5 5TTE bR IGIF K
AR H O,  ZERMNRIBFEE Car2 MRIAZ UV-B. R
AN BRI E S Y PR EEER, R EEM
FHRERIE A PRk, ZEMH A E IR A Rk BRI
Car3 EZIERRAR TR EAAH T £ K H O, , ZEF T I
FXEE, PR EP CAT MIFEALEAHLM
HEREN R SEYNAE K ET UM AR WA
WEHNEARRX, ¥ EE RT-PCR 4R £, %R0 5
$NH) PuCAT F: [N 7E 91 e 532 F) 3t T R A R4 w] L)
ik HREMFPHRAIBEAE R FERP RS
i, [FAT 25 & NCBI H i 77 51 b X 45 5 , HE b i 6 il 5
PuCAT FEH N %8 T Carl 2HH,

o Ak S A0 A AR 40 A A A W A
B TERER B PuCAT BN, R ER TP S5 HE
Y CATs A —MRSER =P 5] (QKL) , & —14
PTS1-like motifs, 51184 ¥ () PTS1(Peroxis omal

94

targeting signa) #—24, °] BEAE I W FE A PTSL k& #E4E
F. T PTS1 2152 & 5 1R o S Y B A, 3 38 A
MR BIES , X5 5 A F PTS1 Z{k(PTS1
receptor-Pexbp) i) C-%5, #H—FWF3x 2B, CAT1 | L)
55 PTS1 Z{k(Pex5p) ML AT, BLBABESF PuCAT 3
A B AR B, T REE T PTS1 R A &by
Bk, MR AN H O, W81, ok, 7 C-R
Uil HLA HAL ) SRL J7 31 (Ser-Arg-Leuw) , /E Sy i Y (1)
PTSI motif , %7 5 T BE 5 4 5 1 46 S0 1] 3 B AL
BRI B3R A K.

WY F AR R R, IR SEY b
PR B DI A R SRR T — AR R, B
ARG S IR AL S A R A B TR R AR
PRt > T R RE IR P A ) HL O, (IR BB A RUER.
RFEEVER RS TP GRS R TH R Bt
ELPRAE T BRI A AR, IRAh i AL SR B
SR AE X B T B PR, 3 A R AR B LR
PE KRR, W, N IZE R, A RS AR
ity 35 PR ZE AR R P ) ELAR TR IS LR 1o R TS A L i AR
B SR H, O, 7 5 ] 35 2 55 £ ) - 45 55, IE Qi i
FANRI SR, PuCAT FENFER BRIk &, ek
PRRTHIZ A N, AT 6 h 22 5 B A, AT fE = th T8
EEREF AN H, O, & B7ES SRR TS T
XA A B8 R B Y L, T AE AL 2R 48 h i S8R
&, UL H O, X sl 583 19 15 35 4 F X3 — 25 T
Ko A5 R IRALENA AR ZE43E 12 h
ZJEA BRI LB AE A5 1 AR A » I 12 0 Bl 16 1
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R AT REBTIE . BEE AIXE CAT ZENBFFRTEA
ARG BRSNS 545 TR AR 32 W B b, 648 i 2 3 45
b Sl 2 N A T3 R R ARAE s At T
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Molecular Cloning and Expression Analysis of Catalase (PuCAT) Gene in
Puccinellia chinampoensis

REN Wei? ,XU Bo® ,GENG Hui' , WANG Zhi-feng' , XU An-kai*
(1. Animal Science Branch, Jilin Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Gongzhuling, Jilin 136100; 2. Institute of Soil and Water Conservation,
Chinese Academy of Sciences, Yangling,Shaanxi 71210033, Jilin Agricultural University,Changchun,Jilin 130000)

Abstract: The full length cDNA sequence of CAT gene was cloned from Puccinellia chinampoensis leaves using RT-PCR
method, the primers were designed according to the homologous CAT gene sequences of other plant species. The results
showed that the nucleotide sequence of the gene was 1 487 bp,containing a complete open reading frame and encoding 492
amino acids, Genebank: HM230827. Nucleotide and amino acid sequence analysis revealed that PuCAT shared high
identity with the orthologs from Triticum aestivum and Hordeum wulgare. And its signal peptide, hydrophobicity/
hydrophilic, trans-membrane domain, secondary structure and main functional domains were predicted. Semi-quantitative
RT-PCR analysis showed that PuCAT expressed in different tissues, but the expression in root was lower,and in leaf
much higher. Various elevated levels of PuCAT expression had been detected when exposed to 4 different stress
experimental treatments,and the results were not the same.
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