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AhHDAIZ 5 ERIR TFENE IR ATIEA

W RR, HhEERE, FH
SR AR A A B2, | AR R T A P TR K3, 1510631

W H AR ARHDAL {36 A (Arachis hypogaea)T it od) B P 494E B, Kot T waet H908 A AR Anvt B £20% (m/V)R T
—E26000 (PEG6000)BLHAT F i T AhHDA =T Foty i 5 R 6 38 B AV, K INARHDAI. AhAREBIA»AhNCEDI v+ R
SR LA E R RMA3. 2.68010.348, EART 55 T AKXI1%. 87.3%A989.2%. B K AAEXIRTARHDAIT it E
BLEBR(ABA) S R AE S48 5 A 4. @i m & T F W8 F355::eGFP. 35S::AhHDA14235S:: AhHDA 1-RNAi £ ARARA 7K
%. ABASS. HAMEEE M. TAAH,0,)4 3 F R B (MDAYE2, K IN35S::AhHDAI-RNAi £ KAR LA 42 & th 4
F M Fad BALEE 7, 358 - ARHDAI-RNAi e T -3t 4L 32 /5 69 47K 8 4 75.3%, BLABR A F 4123 ngg', H B E KT L0
H ERAR, BT H ARHDAIFE TR Z LRAR ML T RE . & &R L (ChIP) AT AL A AR T F AT
ARNCEDI142AhAREB1 /& Z-F R 3 H3K 14aciitk s £ EAE R, 45 %%, ARNCEDI4=AhAREBIEH3K144% 5 4 TLHAAL
F2 B o A A 5 AL 4515 5 (TSS) A TSS R B 3 F 4 4 .

SRR ARHDAL 2Rk AR; F 3 BLIA B 04

T HE A B SR S 5 EY)
gl 100E SR sy = B B ULR AU ) VAT TEA SR S S Y L7 2oy 4
li(histone acetyltransferases, HATs)FIZH & H 2= 24
MEAL B (histone deacetylases, HDAsERHDACs) N4,
T OB A PR NS . HDACSHI{E
FH ¥ 20 B R B T B 1) LR R B, R
Bty 1E H AR, A58 S5 A A sth R R /INAAR AR %, AT 41
il 45 o DN AT &5 A, 3017 40 i) 25 (R 3R 08
(Courey#FiJia 2001)., HDACs— % LA 1 5 &K1
T AR HE e S A AN L R U BRI D B, 2 BEAERE )
AR B AN i e I R 45 AR A, (RIS 40
HET A2 M JE A 6 (MaZ%2013; LiuZ$2014), 7£
HDACsZK e 5 K 1, AtHDAG6FIAtHDA19%: 5 )
i 9% 1% (abscisic acid, ABA)E SN, . AtHDAG6SE
W kaxel-5FIAtHDAGT P me 7+ % ABAE UK,
ABAAMIE NABII. ABI2. RD294. RD29BFIDREB2A
5 iy 3 ) 1 S DR] (1) 208 9 P IR (Chen52010) .
S AtHDAG6TAAAZAL, AtHDA 19 T-DNATH A 5
Ak hdal9- 11 5%F ABA(E 5 15 FE U= (Chen fl Wu
2010).

TERTHAE 78 A, FRATTAE A6 Az 5 97 7 536 21
HORIIFERE T — NE AL LWL BRI 2o
AhHDAL, il & F 458 7 i K BLAhHDA L& T
RPD3/HDA1 Kt HE K, 5AtHDAG6 S FE [7] 5 (Susé
2015). feA=M 732 25 2 ¥ (polyethylene glycol,
PEG) AU 1) F Wi B ARHDA IR LR IE .
{HZARHDAI R AR E R DR ATE . A

SCRIH O I ARHDA 155 DR 8 32 75 3k B it 2R
RIS, WAL WAL BRI M T ARHDAL
XAEA T A BRI, BT U E A LA B
WAL R TR 2 T WL B (A o

MRS 7E

1 =R

1t (Arachis hypogaea L) Fh B 75 1)
R RN BB AE YW T He it . 30 U e A
PRI, % 2 28 KRR P8 4R 1 35 757 L
b, FERIR R R T AR R R . R T R G, R
AR — B AR A B PR T R A ek L 28
BHE T, £16 h, 28°C, %8 h. 26°CH; 7%, HHXt
W REHN60%.
2 HARIALIE
2.1 PEGIEHIFRALIE

KH20% (m/V)JPEG6000 7 i A5 fl + 3+
5o R DY TG AR BRI e 4 S FEMS TR A
R digif2 h, #% 2 PEG6000 W+, T4k
PRINFIA] D92 he AR R BPRHICE 583 4 T o
MR, AR R AR A I AR, AR R 1~2
min, —80°CLRAF. ERIRAIP R 515317730 d
B B RIEAE B RAR, By ERA BRI
HJLIMSALFE2 hifE Fy s Xt B

Ig#s  2017-06-23  fEE  2017-10-08
#=E EXARRIEHE4(31471422).
* SEIAEF (E-mail: liling502@163.com).
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2.2 ERRAVIES

BT mLjn43 50 mg L FI#E F-H150 mg-L'-K I
B R MYEPBARR: 72 55, INAAIR(35S::eGFP,
358::AhRHDAIMI35S::AhHDAI-RNAD) R AR A AT B
(Agrobacterium rhizogenes) K599 (H L5 = LRAT)
VR T 28°CHRE PR T RE IR I, ¢k B B R 4 8 i
A 100 mL YEPR/AR; 7R B g™ K55 9R4~6 ho B
HHAE AR R AR TAE S NI T 10% (V1)K
AR EE7 min, JoE/KMPEL min, 75% (V/IV) 4
BEYH 1 min, JoR K EE40K, BEK]1 min. SRJE7E
i ik 5 2 B AR 2~3 4015 11, 43 ) BT AN [E R
HAZ5¥8~10 min, BT COK B AWK 4R H iR T
2 RIKIT, ¥ A% BIMS [l 4455 77 H vh 28° Clig 5 772
do BUHAEAN A, 234500 mg LSkl 85 & 11
MK T3 min, TCREZKIEEE, KEBOKLR T2 R
KA G BT 500 mg- LSk il 5 3 M [ #4854 57
FREFR.
3 MEERSHE

W A B 5 ERAR WK AR T, FH 20 B R~
B E Bm, . 105°C%# 10 min, 80°CHt 2 1H &, 1§
R M R PRI Em, . AR 7K E=(m,—m,)/
mx100%. ABAE 1IN 7€ A FH Bl IEC 4 722 M PR
€74 (enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay, ELISA; i
W AESECSB-E09159P])., #H SE AL WAL i (superoxide
dismutase, SOD). ¥ ML it E A ¥l (ascorbate
peroxidase, APX)if 4, LA N —1¥%(malondialdehyde,
MDA). H,0,?% &)l & 2 Hf Sadeghnezhad%5:(2016)
(77

fi FHABI 75007 )t 5K I 5 S PCRAXHEAT 2 K]
X RIB BN T IGFE T R0 95°CHIALPESO0 s;
95°CAZTES 5, 60°C iR KAEAH34 s, 40MEIA. Gt
Jii G2 TE (chromatin immunoprecipitation, ChIP)-PCR
43 HTH3K 14acHiik /EARNCED I F1AhAREB 1 =4 )i
B HEMAR A, J72:4% 8 Tang55:(2017)
4 Fitoh

8 FISPSS 18.04¢ T+ A, A7 Hudis HI~F S48+
W HEZE RN, 2 AV A L (R #EAT T7 2 55 A 56
J&, BT T 22000 P<0.05SERZERA BEM. F
FMicrocal Origin 7.584AFE K

LIRS
1 FEMBTIEENEARHDAIF T 200 EE
At RMIRPIERRIE

H B LA, S @A b, TR ihHE2 hig e
M AhHDA IR IE S LR 24365, s st i
AhAREBI. AhDREBI-likeFt X7y 5] F i %k %2.6
4. 745, TR D e 2k R AB A B O% S il 5
ARNCEDIFI i /K & 5 N AhDHN 23 3% 84y ) i
%10.3. 18.81%, AhDREB2-like}t R ik TC &5 5 A8
1k, FWHARHDA 1S g £ [ ARNCED 1M1 AhDHN2
DL RS B RlIAhAREBI M1 AhDREB 1 -like{E AE A 1
LIV R S v i

WERFTR, T2 a2 hE e AR EBARDHN2,
AhDREBI-likef1AhDREB2-like 3K ¥ & 2% i
Fik, HFIEESH EIHE17.1. 67.18131.56%; 1
AhHDAI. AWRNCEDIRIARAREBIFEIN N, #ik&E
ST IH91.1%. 87.3%41189.2%. AR ARHDAIHE K
FT-FL 0 )8 5 [RLARNCED I F1AhAREB1 (1) 38 15754k,
St R I B ) 22 0], iR I3 R 2T R
fihiB2 h3RiE N R, i &T a2 h®Rik k-
Fto [FIREARIN, TERAEAR R IR LEM FrH, ARHDAI%:
N 54hNCEDI. AhAREBIFER ) FRiLH L3
{f), W RARHDAI 5 ARNCEDI. AhAREBI:[X i
RF BRI K.
2 TENETARHDAISTERIRF EKEFMABA
BENFMN

N T fRARHDA LR IK K- 2078 % ABATKF-Fi
T P20 P A0 5 R A I sg i, FRATTINE T % Bk DR AR
A BRRAET R MHE AT E M &K EMABAS & .
B3] %0, EXFHRZH T, 35S::eGFPAI135S::AhHDAI-
RNAIEARMRI &K BT R E R, M35S::AhHDAI
BRI EKEA AR, TR, FEHE
R KE R IARIFEEE T %, H35S5::AhHDAI-
RNAiFBARMR ) 7K 5 (75.3%) i 35 iy T HoA e B ]
BRI EXFHEALAHLL, T 540 135S :AhHDAI-
RNAiTEARAR S 7K B T F%5.2%, 11735S::eGFPI358S::
AhHDAI BRI E 7K E 530 R F£8.1%H16.5%, B
AhHDA1FE R T3 80 25 5 18 41 B IR MR AE 1E 15 77

TKEBERIE B G, AT 2 WhE NAhH-

DAIFER T BRI LRAK RE 7 5 e
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Fig.1 Effect of drought stress on drought-responsive gene expressions in peanut leaves

BTG LA RVNG BRI R Hs (7 22 57 .3 (P<0.05), NI

TEAR AR (1) 3 L PR B R, 35S::ARHDAI-
RNAIFERIRABA S £:(0.56 pg-g & & T-358::eGFP
FERML(0.42 ng-gYHI35S::AhHDAIEMRHL(0.41
ng-gl); TEMMA2 hJS, 35S::eGFP. 35S::AhHDAI
F135S::AhHDA1-RNAiIX3Fh#% FE K BRI HABA
HEA MR 30.76. 0.60H11.23 pg-g’. 35S::4h-
HDAI-RNAi T BRI T F e JFABAS &£ 12
Zhem(E4).

3 FEWBTRARHDAIF ERB P IS LEEEM
FIMDA. H,0,2 2/
R FLARHDA 1335 52 15 52 W0 - 52 W 18 12

20 B A R T B, FRATTINSE T i B R AR A
BRR A SODF A M H kit S AL ¥ B (glutathione
peroxidase, GPX)iF :(&I5-AFIB), [A & T H,0,
MDA & (5-CHID). 453REMH, TR2ME T
AN [ 325 IR A AR B IR AR H GPXCRISOD ) v 1 HH B
A[EFEEE R FiH, ZERNAFHL(RNA interference,
RNAI) 184 BARAR o GPXFISODE 1 12 & 1 Fe
FEt i T AR R A H . FR, T2 A8
B Ja R ILARHDA I BRI GPXFISODF 1)
SR T SN ARHDA LR R T4, 1 1E
AhHDA 1L PR TP 20 A Wl 2145 15 1) GPX A SODV:
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Fig.2 Effect of drought stress on drought-responsive gene expressions in peanut roots

Y, RHIHEIARHDA 1 F 15K BRI 40 i B A
B PR B KT

KI5-CFIDER M, 75 R & T 5 A B % JL R 7
AR, R IEARHDA I T H,0, MDA &
B R FEm TSN BAMARHDAI T, 5T 540
PR S DR T8 AR B RAR oy, & 8 R AR AR B IR AR
H,O,FIMDA 1) & & H A [RIFE FE f iy, ol
iKARHDAIYH, 0,1 & &1 n3021.8 umol-g”, 4%
i HE 2 HHHLO, M & = 3 N % 11.5 umol g, i AhH-
DAIFHAHFH,0, M & BEIIRA K. T R A
R IEARHDA BRI MDA (1) 55 538 i £18.5
umol-g", X} HRZH MDA & &3 i F3.1 pmol g™,

MARHDAI T FMDAR & EH % 1.9 umol-g '
T IR I ik R B R ARAE T 5 A0 B HL O, FHTMDA 1)
S8 o P 5 v o
4 FEMBETIRFPAMNCEDIFIARAREBI B ThF
EIX BT

WEl6-AFTR, B B e, R Fr B R AR
HI7ES00 bpLd F, £54 ChIP-PCRX} T DNAFI R
T2 1B K 6-BAl 7~ [FJARNCED I F1AhAREBI J5 511~ [X 15,
I HTH3K 14achi A1 s SEAR R, 4553 B, H3K 14actt
IRLEARNCED 1 JA ) ¥ % 55 46 47 55 (transcriptional
start site, TSS)[X I8 & £ FF 1 757, M fEARAREBIJE 5
FTSS. pA2RIpA3JH B+ X I8 E HfE B2 T A (&
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Fig.3 Changes in relative water content in transgenic hairy
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roots under drought stress
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Fig.5 Effect of drought stress on activities of SOD and GPX and contents of H,0, and MDA in transgenic hairy roots

6-C), YiWI7E T E Wil ~, AhRNCEDI 55 TSSIX
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FESE

TFE.
i
FH) i NI B E,

it

i R 2% 1T S




1898 T A P22 IR

A M 1 2 B
pN1 pN2 TSS
*—LLV—V_ AhRNCEDI1
500 bp pAl pA2 pA3 TSS

250 bp

¥

vy ¥

100 bp

AEX SR

«+wmm AhAREBI

6 ChIP-qPCREs I {EAEMRAE T B Ml FARNCEDIFIAhAREBI G4 (1 )51 2 485 11 L TEAGAR BE
Fig.6 AhNCEDI and AhAREBI histone acetylation degrees in peanut roots under drought stress by ChIP-PCR
A B PR S Y 5 BRI (M: marker DL2000; 1: 28 X%FHEZH; 2: Z2PEGALEE2 h); B: AANCEDIFIARAREBIHER 451, C:
ChIP-qPCRETMIH3K 14ach iR TEARNCED IFIAhAREBI e 4 )i & JA2 BE . pN1: ARNCEDI 3 ) ¥—1 438~—1 338 bp[X1; pN2: AhNCED]
JH B T=326~-201 bpXJl; TSS: 4 5% LAGAT 115 pAl: ARAREBIJEF)T—1 473~—1 369 bpXiik; pA2: ARAREBIJH 7)1 —1 067~-957 bpXI;
PA3: ARAREBIJAZ)§—765~—678 bp[X i, A [Fl X I HARNT 7 5 BE R 2 Il AN B LA

IR £ 5% M {5 5% 1 34 45 AN Pl K2 K %2 1A (Hirayama
HIShinozaki 2010). ABAMK & 1% F1ABAJE4K it
TR AR A T - R 3 ) . 356 R 5 ) 1 o S
o ABAKHG IS 42 (1) 1 16 M 3 56 [A] AT J@ ik ABRE
it A H e+ 5 AREB/ABFs 8 [ 45 & Wi B ;1]
ABA BRI 42 (1 B i 1w 3 2[R 3 i DREB/CBFs
R R (Yoshidad52014) . EASCHIRR5E . i
1 AhHDAI. ARNCEDI. AhDHN2. AhAREBI .

AhDREBI-likeJ RI{ET 5 i T 230 IR IE, 1
MR AL ARDHN2 . AhDREBI-likef1AhDREB2-
like3L K 3635 i, ARHDAI. ARNCEDIRIARAREBI
FEKRIE M. AhHDAI. ARNCEDIMAhAREBI
BRI —BRIL &, $&RAhHDAI 5ABA
A B ABA(E S AR R, 225 ABAMKIE
= AL, MIARDHN2. AhDREBI-likef1AhDREB2-
likeJk D] [7] 5 72 AB A8k 12 AT AB AJE AR H 4 44
HORIEER . ERLEIT W Fih, ABIL. ABI2.

DREB2A. RD29A. RD29B“:ABA(E 5 1L S5
K ZHDA6FHDA1952M1(Chen%$2010; ChenAll
Wu 2010), B HDA6FIHDA19% 5 ABAfE 5 1%
o PA g Ry, feAEAR A B s ARHDA 1K
F-5A4hNCEDI VL ], AhAREBI KR iA 4 5.
KT R, MR IEARHDA I TR AR5
IKEMABAS BEK. 52, T5HE N4h-
HDAITREIRIRIR/KBE I FIABA S B4 . SOD
FEROSE; 1l (1) 55— 38 By 28, 175 BRAEY 4 P 1 S
B, R AR AL SN A BRH,0,, AT BRI 1
A, R R TR a R R g . GPXE
TR PG BRE E B2 2 R, fEiE bR TS M
U AR B B AR (552 ThA52015) . AHYIM
X R a s AR A, A Py 3 AR 5 A HL 0,
RAF R, MDA ZRDRIE N . i RikAhHDAIE
R FIGPXFISODVE VUK, T TR IAAWHDAI
BRI GPXFSODIE MR &1, H 52 2+ 2 g
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J5 GPXHISODEME FFHIE FE i ok, BB = Pt
AR ST, IR ARHDATI TR EH,0,FIMDA
GEYEE, HET FiE NH,0,MMDAF &1
MEEL K e ARHDAITH B RAR R I H BGR P12
ReJl. ETREMT, P ITh FIRKIAAhHDAL,
NCED3MABF3F: R 315 i, [FW R IEAhH-
DAY I BT 5 B 1 PR (B 552016) . LA B4
IR HARHDA LW T 2 MABA(E S, W] feid
it 2 5 ABA G A ANME 5 B R A ) PR,
{HHAE LSRR F0

AHEFE6M 45 BRI, £ T RME2 h, €4
HRARNCEDI A 3l FTSSIX 48 2 55 HH3K 1447 /5 4
MRACAE FE S, ARAREBI J5 3§ (ETSS X 45 Ml
I TSSIX 38 g 4 )i (1) 20 85 FTH3K 1447 1 2 BE AL A2
FERE . TRroEKHE A SIS S L
AR B BB H3K A S0 Y, X R AR R B
ABAFRMKH IS AH R, Bl A T 5 5] e 4R
Fréfuh ABARIAR B, H3K 1447 S 1) 2B RE 2
RS . THABASG|HE A H LB AL Aok AR
T B H3K 1447 £ A7, H3K 1447 45 3 B i 1
T ABAMKH S48 K FEAE FH(Su%52015). AhAREBI
JE& ABA i A7 O R 2 A, (Rl HLH3K 1447
FU AL R % . ARNCEDIEE 52 ABAYK #ii&
RV 2 ABAFEMK IR 2/, v ek K AEAE
M B HAR S A R RE B R A . I
XI5 A e SARHDAIL SR A .

2 ERTIR, ARHDAT 3K T3R8 A BARAR
PR /K BE )22 95 ARHDA IH) 1) R I8 BRIP4 AL
ROMTE S, AR YA e ) 2 T
B ERER, REBORKPLR MR, it RiE
AhHDAIEARAR F /K EARHRAR, LRI TS,
5% TR0 . AhHDALRE PR 7] G838 i H %k 1
RIS U ABASE 5l B BB ARAREB T ) 1 i
HHARNCEDI, 520 e AT 5 pia )9 15 fe
71, NSt Pt 1% . AhHDA L & B
2 ARAREBIMARNCED 1 2[R R 1K I8 AW, Hof
2 B 43 ALH i TR AT
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Physiological regulation effect of AhHDAI on peanut hairy roots to drought

stress

SU Liang-Chen, ZHONG Yu-Ting, LI Ling’
Guangdong Provincial Key Laboratory of Biotechnology for Plant Development, School of Life Sciences, South China Normal
University, Guangzhou 510631, China

Abstract: To study the function of AZHDA1 on drought response in peanut (Arachis hypogaea), the expression
changes of AhHDAI and drought-responsing genes have been analyzed in roots and leaves of four-leaf peanuts
with 20% (m/V) polyethylene glycol 6000 (PEG6000) treatment, which was simulated as the drought stress
condition. The expressions of AhHDAI, AhAREBI and AhNCED] in leaves were found to be up-regulated to 4.3,
2.6 and 10.3 folds, respectively, while AhHDAI, AhAREBI and AhNCED! in roots were found to be reduced by
91.1%, 87.3% and 89.2%, respectively. The expression pattern implies abscisic acid (ABA) synthesis and signal
transduction might be related to AhHDAI. By measuring water content, ABA content, antioxidant enzyme ac-
tivities, H,O, and malondialdehyde (MDA) contents in 35S::eGFP, 35S::AhHDAI and 35S.::AhHDAI-RNAi
hairy roots, 35S::AhHDA1-RNAi hairy roots possessed higher level of drought capacity and antioxidant ability.
Water content of 35S::4hHDAI-RNAi hairy roots was 75.3% and ABA content of 35S5::4A4hHDAI-RNAi hairy
roots was 1.23 pg-g”, which were significantly lower than the other two hairy roots. The inhibition of AZHDAI
expression improved the drought capacity of hairy roots cells. The enriched degree of H3K14ac on AhNCED1
and AhAREBI promoters in the roots with drought treatment was also analyzed. It showed histone acetylation
of AWNCEDI1 and AhAREBI changes on H3K14 locus at TSS (transcriptional start site) and near TSS, respec-
tively.
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