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HE NS-BRERGSEERAEEESAMDCE RN = E L ESTIEE B R
e &7
ESEY, A, A, e, TR R REAY

WHER LB A R S b R R, VLR 22223003, TR RUAOL KA A B, AR I T G [ 5 S
MR AR I X b ZAE P A2 5 R 5 B ) B S IG =, I 51210095

WE: S FARABMPAT L S M A Mo mITAR P 69 XAL8E, st THM A KL F s a2 A T24E /.
AFRAART-PCRA ik MAF | aodt L@ A5 F 25132 — RS- F AR AR89 K DcSAMDC. /-3 4
B, AR 64—/ K] 086 bpty A HEAE, 361 AL, TN E G FANR 4T % £40.16 kDa, B it%
W5 44.89. AT SR T ARABMBLAS LA 5 ERT 69885 3 s S APESTA M 3. #4547 &9, ¥ F SAMDC
5RHHRAMKARAEL, RALZFPCROWET, ¥ FDcSAMDCHA R fot ki AoAR F 69 £ A KB4 F, *F iR
(38°C). KR (4°C). #E4TFF(200 gL' PEG)F= £k 77 (200 g- L' NaCl)Whia A v 51, 5F EL, »f i 64 B 1) 45 4 iik, fE kil 1~4 h
B R BKT I ERG. AR LEREN, DASAMDC B T 4R F Ikt ie A phiang iz LETEEA.

KHEIR): S FARABBLAS, LIk, 53047, B A ks, ZE 4T A F b

% [f&(polyamines, PAs)&— K IZA1E T 3))
TR N BA B A YEYE . AR5 5 0 e ik
BRI (Kumars51997). i SE ) i W2 e h
J& % (putrescine, Put). VK fi%(spermidine, Spd)-.
il (spermine, Spm)&5. 2 & AN & —FH Y
B ER, R MM AR E . BE T
FEHIA IR, Rl 2 30 A R B DR 55 2 1 AR )
FFBRIINA, RINZ MAEEYR N G 5 DNA
RNAFIE A S A BAEH, (R AEKMAT,
FEIRZEZE, mpridite, E2 5EWNAFE I
K (Agudelo-Romero%52013; Pal&$2015; Sequera-
Mutiozabal%£2016),

KT Z kIR A IEHLH O a8
B, 2025 2 A6 BRI CEEt A5 2%
5E M3t (Tiburciof$1997). Mo, - R 2 K
Ji FR i (S-adenosylmethioine decarboxylase, SAMDC)
TG RO i & ) G s i (B D). BT, &M
5 )95 (Dianthus caryophyllus) (LeeZ£1997), /N
(Triticum aestivum) (Lif1Chen 2000). %5 N(Raphanus
sativus) (T INEE2007) 7 Afi(Lycopersicon escu-
lentum) (X & B 5E2008) H#E(Saccharum offici-
narum) (X4:A1%52010).  $8LFd F+ (Arabidopsis thaliana)
(WiZE2014)Fll 51 24 5 (Festuca arundinacea) (%K%
2015)F Wb bk Sy S A B T 4miSSAMDC
B IR, JF R IBVEAIHE 2 G UL PR
Bifpa S R kB ER . i, AN SRR
R TR, P AE A S P E a] LA S:SAMDC

HER
f' \ADC
SR B

FEER

l SpdS

SAM —>» dSAM K e
ACS l Spm$S

ACC Ty
ACO l

Y

K1 2R Y& ot
Fig.1 Polyamine biosynthetic pathway
ACC: 1-Z SR bi-1-F2 % ACO: ACCHUILAE; ACS: ACCH
i, ADC: A% U HE i 2 B; dSAM: B S-R s i 2 #R; ODC: 1
IR SAM: S-IRHF HIR 2, SAMDC: S-JiRH iR ZU R i
Flg; SpdS: WAEHZ 5 B, SpmS: HHE & M o

RN FRIE, BHHSAMDCIHE N 2 5 1 /INEFIH IERE IR
AR 00 35 oy 38 1) L FE(Li AN Chen 20005 X1 4 il 45
2010). PillaiflAkiyama (2004)8F 57 7 A% 261 T

ks 2016-09-23  f&E  2017-01-20
BEL MR T B RS 2h A 42(Z301B16531) A T
225 AN A SRR H (NCET-11-0670)FIVL 544 H
SRR E RGN 4 5 42 (BK20130027) 0
* JL[EIE W AE # (E-mail: wanggl89@hyit.edu.cn; xiongai-
sheng@njau.edu.cn).
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AN E TG SR P SAMDCRE K Rk i 2 57, 45 Bk
B, it v B K A R IR SAMD CHE R 26 3 L AR J5 U=k
BB IR .

AR N RIE R EE AR, RN EE
B (Luby252014; Li%%2016). & E & 75— K]
B A P DR [, PR R T S
BN SRR AN 40%, B B ) o 1 S R R
1/3. #H3E N ERRE T AURT = S fE RS, Ridii
It R, Y MNMEEFIEEV RS EZT
BB miRARRSIE MR E, BICH Y
I 7= B R T, 6 R B R (B R 452014)
(AL UL, F2 40 BUadh AH G 56 R 85 B 2 D P b
Bl SEREHEE bR A R .

A CAEHES b SR B A NI, ek
HAFHAE NSAMDCEEIR, 3 M H 5 HIHFAE, FIH
HGE EPCRECARXS % b DeSAMDCE: R 7E AN [
MR a6 N IRIS R TR 7S . B
Fe gk ok itk — 35 FF RORIR FH %35 (R 245 Bl

MRS 755

1 R AT

T S RNA 7 B 4l A6 &8 H b 5 Tiangen
N, B AR E B DN A (ST USCIR 7 65 0 1 A0 N Pt
WA R, K B AR B R 5RO R < T R HE
VDAL 5 AT AE SE I E AR, Ex Tag R &
pMDI19-TJii ki #4A. DL2000 marker. ¢cDNAZS—
G BOAF & AMSYBR Premix Ex Tag 't E fisk
FE ) A KZETaKaRa s & 7= i

BEAA B RS N (Daucus carota L) Fh< 2
H ), PR LE R B RO R AR 5t A% S5 R o A
BEEE S E N TAEE. B2H BRI b
FEMRAE B9 R0 kAT =i (38°C) IR (4°C)
PEGH L+ 5£(200 g-L"' PEG)MI #:5t(200 g-L
NaCl)ALBR, 7> BIAEALFR 1. 2. 4. 8F124 h, BUM
FRTTUER 55 3~4 Fr 1, DA G AT o] Kb 2 (KA R AR A %ot
HE ) 403 B[R] B 0 A 48 A PR A B S RE R 1)
MR mEARA TR R R . R
BRI, FHORAFT—80°CUKA -
2 RNARZEUFIcDNAS X

HR P& Tiangen 2 5] 4 8 RN A 43 25 4fi 46 38511
VR UL, R EUAS [FE AL DL R A [F) R AR ) i
BT IIEAE MRS RNA, Jfif id TaKaRa

2\ A cDNASE — 4G BT SO SR UK 2 FRNA
S5 5% NecDNA .
3 #AE NDcSAMDCERE R [E

R 0L 7 I+ S5 A A Tl (1) SAMD CHE TR 7 %1,
FEAS SIS 2 0 8 A S D < JE ) 2k R 2H e
PR R HDeSAMD CHE R (Xu%§2014) . B ih—XF
2% DecSAMDC-F (5" ATGTCTTCCGAAGTTTCT-
GCAATTG 3")fIDcSAMDC-R (5’ TATTGA-
TACTCCTTTTCTTCTTTC 3'), LA#HE NS H i~
cDNA NI HEATY 1. PCRIRNFEF H: 94°C 5
min; 94°C 30 s, 55°C 30 s, 72°C 1.5 min, 332N
FF; 72°C 10 min. 38312 g LB HE BB B vk 45
BR 3| HERY, SpMDI19-THRE R 1%, b5
AL 2 KA EDHS o, JEHUR R 2 PCRE & /5,
FH B L 4 0 B AR R A PR A w1 T
4 FHI53H

F A% N SAMDCZ IR 7 41| fENCBI
Hn e AT R, A R A 13 MR I SAMDC
¥ 5. K H DNAMAN# AL AN [F ¥ F SAMDC
BEAT P B LG RIS /G K 1 40 B o A8 Fi http:/www.
expasy.org ¥k A G 1 58 RS I R Y 41 34 14 )5
43 M7 (Gasteiger©:2003). F|FHIMEGA 5. 1841 (1)
Neighbor-Joining /7 7 14 4 [F] Y5 it AL 4 (Tamura 2
2011).
5 LRE=ZEPCR

P8 B PCRFF CEX967%¢ ) & B PCRAY (3
[ Bio-Rad /A 7)) S HAH KR ELEAF5E M. LAEHE B
ACTINFENAE RN S HE K, ACTINZR LRI 51 90°R
BDACTIN-F (5' CGGTATTGTGTTGGACTCTGGT-
GAT 3")FIBDACTIN-R (5’ CAGCAAGGTCAAGAC-
GGAGTATGG 3') (Tian%52015). 4z M2 H
PR YT DeSAMD C I 51 ¥ i 2 3 46 51 4
BDDcSAMDC-F (5' CCTGCCGTCTCTACTATTCAC-
ATTACA 3")fIBDDcSAMDC-R (5" GCAACAAG-
GTCACTGAGATTAACAGAT 3'). HR#ESYBR Premix
Ex Taqé )6 A G0 M I Nk &, B I
FERAR N R IE K 25 kit 5, HpAACS
(CtEIL'KJ%_ th\%)mw—(qmﬁ%— thz/}%)ﬁﬁﬁ"
6 St

K FlExcel 2007 f1SPSS 16.053 47 B4k % ¥ A1
4i 1143 #r, X H One-way ANOVAFIDuncaniil] 4 %F
s 4T 22  HL O 22 5 1835 M40 BT (P<0.05)
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g‘ggﬁzg% bp

1 #8E MDcSAMDCEFEHIERE

DABHSE s b e B2 B A1 (e DNACHBREAR, LA 2000 —
DcSAMDC-FHIDcSAMDC-R A _F T 5| ¥t 474 —
4, #3501 000 bp e A K= M(BI2). FikE)a, #EAT 750 —
FA g, a5 R R N B H T~ 1 DeSAM- 50 el
DCEHEA —A1 086 bp )T FAE, Jwft361
AN IEFR(EI3) . T H 2 A SR 43+ B2 940.16 G
kDa, #1455 H £1°44.89, 100 —
2 #AZE [NDcSAMDCHIREER 75 SRS

HFADNAMANSFR B | DeSAMDCRZE 92§13 | DeSAMDCHEHRT-PCRY
B2y 5 51 F T (Arabidopsis thaliana, AAB17665.1). Fig.2 DcSAMDC gene amplified by RT-PCR from carrot

k3% (Camelina sativa, XP_010463654.1), J¥3% M: DNA% T-EARHE; 1: DeSAMDCIER

1

26

51

76

101

126

151

176

201

226

251

276

301

326

351

ATGTCTTCCGAAGTTTCTGCAATTGGTTTCGAAGGTTTTGAAAAGAGGCTGGAAATATCATTTTTCGAGCCAAGT
MSSEVSAIGFEGFEZ KRTLETISTFTFEPS
TTCTTTGCTGACCCTGAAGGAAAGGGTTTACGTGTCCTTTCCAAAAACCAGCTCGATGAGTTTTTAGGACCTGCT
FFADPEGE K GLRVYLSI KN QLDETFTLTGTPA
GAATGCACTATTGTTGCGTCATTGTCCAATGAGCATGTTGACTCCTACGTTCTCTCTGAGTCCAGCCTATTTGTT
ECTIVASL SNEHVDSYVLSESS STILTFUV
TATGCTTACAAGATAATCATAAAAACATGCGGGACAACAAAATTGCTGAAGTCCATCCCACCAATCTTGAAGTTG
YAYKTITITITZXKTCGTT KTLTLZE KT STIU®PPTIILIKITL
GCTGATTCTCTTTCCCTCACAGTCCGATCTGTGAGGTATACTCGTGGGTGCTTCATTTTCCCCGGTGCTCAGTCC
AADSLSLTVRSVRYTRSGCTFTITFPGAAQS
TACCCTCATCGTAGTTTCTCAGAGGAAGTTTCTGTCCTTGATAATTATTTCGGAAAGCTTGGCTCAGGCAGCAAA
Y PHRSFSEEVSVLDNYTFGKTLTGSGSK
GCTTACATTATGGGTGGTTCGGACAAACAACAGAAATGGCATGTTTATTCTGCCTGTGCTGCATCTACGCGCACT
AAY TMGGSDKAQQKWHYVYYSACAASTTR RT
CTTGACCCTGTGTACACTATGGAAATGTGCATGACTTCTCTGAACAGGGATAAGGCTTCTGTTTTCTATAAAACC
LbpvVyYyYTMEMCMTS SILNRDI KASVFYZKT
AATTCAAGCTCAGCCACTTCGATGACTGATAACTCTGGTATACGAGATATTCTCCCAAATTCCAGGATATGTGAT
NSSSATSMTDNSGIRDTITLPNSRTITCTD
TTTGAATTTGACCCCTGTGGTTATTCCATGAATGCTGTCGAGGGCCCTGCCGTCTCTACTATTCACATTACACCT
FEFDPCGYSMNAVEGPAVSTTIHTITFP
GAAGATGGTTTCAGTTATTCAAGCTTTGAAGCTGTTGGATATGATCCAAAATCTGTTAATCTCAGTGACCTTGTT
EDGFSYSSFEAVGYDPIEKSVNLSDTLYV
GCCAGGGTTCTTAACTGTTTCCAACCTGGGGAGTTCTCTATAGCTCTTCAAGCTGATATCGCATCTGAACTACTC
AARVLNCFQPGETFSTIALA® QADTIASETLTL
GAAAAGACCAGCTCTGTACACGTCAAGGGTTATCGTGTGGAAGAGAAAACTTGTGAAGAGCTCGGAATGGACGGT
EKTSSVHYVYKGYRVEETZ KTT CETETLTGMDG
TCCATCGTTTACCAGAAGTTCGTGAAGACAACCGAAAGATGTGAATCTCCTCGATCAGTCCTGAAATGCTGCTGG
s I vVvYyQqQ K FVKTTETZRT CES SPRSVLI KT CTCW
AAGGAGGAAGAGAAAGAAGAAAAGGAGTATCAATAA
K EEEKEZEZKE Y Q *

K3 1% N DeSAMDCHE R IZH IR 51| e I g i 1 2 B 1R 7 51

Fig.3 Nucleotide acid and deduced amino acid sequences of DcSAMDC gene from carrot
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T A B 4R

(Brassica juncea, AAS45435.1). Bk(Prunus persica,
XP_007225621.1)s >R (Malus domestica, NP_ 00128-
0825.1). & #ii(Solanum Iycopersicum, NP_00123-
4699.1). L% % (Solanum tuberosum, NP_00130-
6788.1). = B¢ % (Datura stramonium, Q96555.1). P&+
(Citrus sinensis, XP_015387008.1). 7% %j(Vitis vinifera,
CAD98785.2). R R[] (Theobroma cacao, XP_0070-
45669.1), 7 J\(Momordica charantia, AGL95795.1)
FE JIK(Cucumis sativus, KGN57743.1)ZE /Y1)
SAMDCF A #EAT 2 LA o #r . 45 RR I, 1%
NDcSAMDC 5 % %] F ik SAMDC [ [F] Y 14 45 =i,
IR T 73.96%M171.75% . HLxf (R 1450 1)

W% N Daucus carota

LB IF Arabidopsis thaliana
SERKF¥ Camelina sativa

F¥ 3 Brassica juncea

Bk Prunus persica

3 5 Maius domestica

i Solanum lycopersicum
448 Solanum tuberosum
8 BE% Datura stramonium
& T Cirtus sinensis

Hi4j Vitis vinifera

W] 0] Theobroma cacao

# JRMomordica charantia
# )R Cucumis sativus

IREEEE

W% N Daucus carota L
LRI JIF Arabidopsis thaliana s
SERKF¥ Camelina sativa
F¥ 3 Brassica juncea
Bk Prunus persica

3 5 Maius domestica
FiiSolanum lycopersicum i
448 Solanum tuberosum
8 BE% Datura stramonium
& T Cirtus sinensis

Hi4j Vitis vinifera

W] 0] Theobroma cacao

# JRMomordica charantia
# )R Cucumis sativus

Q_Q 0 00

Q@

2N L 00 00 W0 R N R

W% N Daucus carota

LB IF Arabidopsis thaliana
SERKF¥ Camelina sativa

F¥ 3 Brassica juncea

Bk Prunus persica

3 5 Maius domestica

i Solanum lycopersicum
448 Solanum tuberosum
8 BE% Datura stramonium
& T Cirtus sinensis

Hi4j Vitis vinifera

W] 0] Theobroma cacao

# JRMomordica charantia
# )R Cucumis sativus

W% N Daucus carota

LB IF Arabidopsis thaliana |SSVGANSYKPEITVBL!
SERKF¥ Camelina sativa |SSVGVNAYKPEISVBL
F¥ 3 Brassica juncea |SSVGANAYKPEISVBL!
Bk Prunus persica ADVATRSEGQLS

3 Maius domestica NVVSKSLQQHSL

7 #tiSolanum lycopersicum ADVATKLLEHVCSV

I, %43 Solanum tuberosum ADVATKLLERICSV
8 ¢ % Datura stramonium ADVATXKLLERVCCY]
& T Cirtus sinensis SDIVGDEHGLTFMLE:

Hi4j Vitis vinifera

W] 0] Theobroma cacao

# JRMomordica charantia
# )R Cucumis sativus

ADISGKLLERNCLLI
{VDVAGQSLEQNCLL
SEDCCGENLEDCLLCW
§SDVVGENLEDLLCL

SAMDCH 1 #8, 7 lig )52 87 Y A7 s (LSE-SSLF) 45 14
B 5 SAMDCH H [ fi#AH S PEST (TIHITPED-
GFSYASFE)Z #38(Kumar251997) (&4). FratEey)
SAMDCH NSy R~ F R, TCH PRSP X5,
DIReSEAIBm B IR, ‘s | SAMDCHHE LR o
XTHAEE A1 HAR 13 R0 HE 4 () SAMDC 28 £ 12
FE B BEAT BALPE BT 0 T (R 1) . IR LB ) 2 HE R
TR AEEAE3S5T~36675 A, A 7> 75t & 7E40 kDa
oA, BB B 5 fE4.29~4.89 2 1], MRt G R (L
FERADRMBATR) 2 T 001 28 5 R (60 45 i 2
TR AR IR ZIR), N6 G HE B i E A9 AH )

B, M0 75 A R R R L B A

HHE QWIS D 0mnH 0
VUOHULLNZUVZDNZZZE

275

275
275
277
277
277
275
275
277
276
276

LMURNLLHOEOOZZU0N0Lunn

KT M. €S T [VRTTERC ....KEEREYQ 361
RT EESET ERLGKYC SCSSEDERDEG 365
RT EESET ERLGKYC SCSSEDEKDEG 365
RT EESET ERLGRYC SCSSEDERDEG 365
S8 M . eS IVENRILE . TERC ....EEEC... 357
S8 L.GeAT LE.TERC ...EEEDY.. 358
WS K.GeST TR.IPYC ...KEGEE.. 360
WS E.GeST TR.IPYC ....KEGRE.. 360
WS K.GesT TK.IPYC ....EEREEKE 362
KI N.MeSLINYSJISR . ADCS ..KDEEVEG 360
RS M . des MR . TEGL EEERE.. 358
RG I.desv NS.TGGE EEEE... 359
XS E.NETV MRTG.DY. 560d: Bocos 358
XS E.NETV MRTEGLY. . .KDEEVGK 363

K4 1% b e (SAMDCE LR 41 5 HoAh WA SAMDCH [R5 4 LS
Fig.4 Alignment of the predicted SAMDC amino acid sequences in carrot and other plant species
HE RN R B VAL s A5 R, * RN PES TS F o
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Table 1 Comparison of composition and physical and chemical characteristics of amino sequences

of SAMDC from different plant species

o HHX ST . Bl S IR G PR SR Jig Wy e R 05 R

e RERARE g, RS L 51/% /% 2 % 2 1%
[DIEZAN 361 40.16 4.89 11.91 13.57 81.72 10.53
R IF 366 40.35 4.42 10.11 14.21 82.79 10.11
DI 366 40.43 4.44 10.11 13.93 81.97 10.38
I3 366 40.41 4.54 10.38 13.66 81.97 10.38
Bk 357 39.38 4.68 11.48 14.01 82.07 9.80
RS 358 39.80 461 11.45 14.53 81.84 10.34
G 360 39.75 4.83 11.94 13.89 80.56 10.28
AT 360 39.73 471 11.67 14.17 80.56 10.28
2P 362 39.96 4.67 11.60 14.36 80.66 10.22
B 361 39.85 471 11.91 14.40 79.78 10.80
il 358 39.72 4.71 11.73 14.25 80.73 9.50
G 359 38.98 4.55 10.03 13.09 82.73 9.75
i )R 358 39.32 436 10.06 14.25 81.56 10.61
R 364 40.07 4.29 9.62 14.84 81.59 10.71

3 MF MNSAMDCERTMMEBREEERF/HR KW, ZEAMNHEISIMIB IR, 53550714

K

TR 3S6 AL A R MR K ME B i /K e

X ARG R v BE ) TR FL~) DeSAMDCHER 58T N SR 276400 A =R, H VR N 28 SSAL ) 45

T P = R Py 1 0k

5.0
4.0+
3.0F
2.0
1.0
0.0
-1.0
-2.0
3.0
—4.0
-5.0

KM

IPoRIGURTE DT (EIS). iR ERRANEESOLLI N E K -

Glu(353) Lys(355) Glu(356)
N

5.0
4.0
3.0F

Bk

KI5 #1% N P DcSAMDCZHE R 5 41 (51 /K AT /K P73 A
Fig.5 Predicted hydrophilicity and hydrophobicity of amino acid sequences of DcSAMDC from carrot
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4 #HE NDcSAMDCHIEIERHL ST

IEHUEAEE NI R S 1I3FE YY), 20 HTSAMDC
TEIX LY Fpp i O R . S5 R, $E b
DcSAMDC-5 4 ] kb 96 & 5 T, Ho2 ik
AR (E6). 75 A K ISAMDC [A] J& T #i 7
B3, T RRFE AT 2R K ISAMDCIR J& +
FACRY 3, Tt SR EM 2D FISAMDCIH
JEAFFr 3 o

0.2 —— W% MD. carota

BkP. persica (XP_007225621.1)
EHRM. domestica (NP_001280825.1)
W& V. vinifera (CAD98785.2)

F&FC. sinensis (XP_015387008.1)
[%ILKM. charantia (AGL95795.1)

. #JKC. sativus (KGN57743.1)

PIRGITA. thaliana (AB17665.1)

WKFC. sativa (XP_010463654.1)
F3EB. juncea (AAS45435.1)

FS. lycopersicum (NP_001234699.1)
[ LRES tuberosum (NP_001306788.1) FiFlSolanaceae
E [ Z D. stramonium (Q96555.1)

=

W[ W] T. cacao (XP_007045669.1)

5 #HE NDcSAMDCEFETEAR[E)H L R AEE Y5
BEHTHRIESH
5.1 EARRIBELHRIEKFHSH

L5k BPCREIARK M DeSAMD C3E [H]
TERAES MR AR HARFI R IA T
SERR W], DcSAMDCHERAESHE N AS[F 21 3
HRIE, BRIEEEEAF, /£ FHHRE K
i, 43 ARAR AN AR 1 1.396% A14.691% (1 7)

T Fl Apiaceae
A RIRosaceae

& FlVitaceae
227 BlRutaceae

} #i75 Bl Cucurbitaceae

+ 1t Bl Brassicacease

FE KBl Sterculiaceae

Ko AFAYIFSAMDCZIERL 51l i) R Gt AL

Fig.6 Phylogenetic tree of amino acid sequences of SAMDC from several plant species

HARF R IE AR

a

1.5¢

1.2 b

0.9+

0.6

Y
]
0 . .
i3 A Lige)

K7 DeSAMDCHERAEA A b AL R AR Rk K
Fig.7 Expression levels of DcSAMDC gene
in different carrot tissues
HAERBA D2 E LRI EE R R ZE R LR, AENE
FREFIRIE0.05KF LERRE.

5.2 FEAEEHEE B EH TS 4T

R (38°C), fRIF(4°C). BT 5200 g L
PEG)AIE:57(200 gL' NaCl)Ab B2 v DL S S H
Fi~5F DeSAMDCHE R 338 /KT R AL (K8) o it

kUL, A FEAEAE Y i A B f5, DeSAMDCHE R R
LR FEE RS . SiRAAEL b5, De-
SAMDCH:H (MR BIA B i =, B JE N %, FRIEA
8 h)g P& E fe k. DeSAMDCHE R GHITI5 i 3 1)
SN A X NS, HRIAKPAEALEE4 his A 3 5 e,
25 % NP . DcSAMDCHE R 7E B T 5 i i
ZAF T RIS HAE =R e T 2L, PEGH
LT WA A FEL h)S, DeSAMDCHE R F AR R
KR IR T 14665 . shh b E2 hF,
DcSAMDCERIE T B fy iy, 2 Ja w3 N, JE{E4 h
P& 22 B i o

15 i
2 Je A R P S e e SR AE KR B S R
rh S B8 2 E B (Wimalasekera®$2011). SAMDC /&
Z W A G B — A B B, LR NI A7) [ e
25 )6 A ARSI (E 1) (Sauter®:2013), i
ek, B TRER AR R ISAMD CHE K {EFEY)
PR R 5 = A FH (ShifliChan 2014), 13
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AR RIEAKF

C 30r 200 g-L' PEG

AR RIE K

RbEE T A]/h

B 25~

4°C

AERFRIE KT

0 1 2 4 8 24

D 30 200 g-L"' NaCl

HEX KK

RbEE T A]/h

I8 DeSAMDCIERFEA R AR LW E 26 A1 T HAH XS ik K
Fig.8 Expression levels of DcSAMDC gene under different abiotic stresses in carrot

BUE P3N B TG PR E IR 220N, A FRVNG F-BEROR(E0.05/KF B2 5 3% .

N TERE B HEAEY), (AT S SAMDCH:
PSP TR SERINY EP RIS NV S
KHEFEMNEHE b e BRI E SAMDCHE
Bl 4 R () R L B 4 A 3614, X SIMEEIT . F il
SR M AEY) B R AR H ZE AR, T RE
o E o S LT HHE ) SAMDC I 2 AL B3 H 7E3954
FEA, 3K UL A XF AR R B R [ SAMDC
FEIEAG FAELE B0 22 S (K1) 35 55 452008 1] 41l
262010; %K K452015). #1%Y NSAMDC A i
{557 1) B JE B U0 A7 5 1 5 SAMD C & 1A PR3k [ i
K HIPESTE I . i J5 BY VA i vl ok i 8 b
SAMDC 43 A% 1 oIV J2 A A (1) B 55, TTTPEST
SE R8T B 5 SAMD CRl 5 M DRd 48 Ak, DA o7 2
KANFRIEAS 5 AH S (LiAIChen 2000; Tian452004).
W 7K B, SAMDCHE [R5 4 B8 50 2458 A3
BR (19 41 23 I8 K P8 g, AR AR X 2 e 4 3
fiE 715099 B 2 SRIA IR (Mad Arif551994). £
FEAE A 9T R IR, SAMDCHEAS [ 2027 b (R 557K
AR E R (E N AE2015). AWF5EH, SAMDC

FERL . FERR AT g RIE, (HAE M AR
(2R IE KA, FE AR P BRI KPR, B
A S R A SR S . SAMD CH R 76 HE A 15 A 18 5%
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Cloning of S-adenosylmethioine decarboxylase gene SAMDC from Daucus

carota and its response to abiotic stresses

WANG Guang-Long"*", QUE Feng’, CHEN Bo-Qing', REN Xu-Qin', WANG Ji-Zhong', XIONG Ai-Sheng™’

'School of Life Science and Food Engineering, Huaiyin Institute of Technology, Huaian 223003, China; “State Key Laboratory of
Crop Genetics and Germplasm Enhancement, Ministry of Agriculture Key Laboratory of Biology and Germplasm Enhancement of
Horticultural Crops in East China, College of Horticulture, Nanjing Agricultural University, Nanjing 210095, China

Abstract: S-adenosylmethioine decarboxylase (SAMDC), a key enzyme involved in polyamine biosynthesis,
plays important roles in plant development and resistance against adverse circumstances. In this study, a gene
DcSAMDC that encodes S-adenosylmethioine decarboxylase was cloned from carrot cultivar ‘Kurodagosun’
using RT-PCR. Sequence analysis indicated that the DcSAMDC gene harbored an open reading frame of 1 086
bp encoding 361 amino acids. The relative molecular mass of its protein was predicted to be 40.16 kDa with a
theoretical isoelectric point of 4.89. DcSAMDC possesses highly conserved function domains, proenzyme
cleavage site and PEST domain. The evolutionary relationship of DcSAMDC was more close to grape (Vitis vi-
nifera). Quantitative real-time PCR analysis indicated that carrot DcSAMDC gene was highly expressed in the
leaves and roots. Moreover, this gene can respond to high temperature (38°C), low temperature (4°C), PEG-in-
duced drought (200 g-L"' PEG), and salinity (200 g-L"' NaCl), and its expression levels were highest from 1 to 4
h after treatment. The results suggested that DcSAMDC gene may play important roles in carrot plant tolerance
to abiotic stresses.

Key words: S-adenosylmethioine decarboxylase; clone; sequence analysis; abiotic stress; expression analysis;
Daucus carota
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