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FBLPIPREREH U BT RS R
KAOK', B R, AU, kA

RACMROL K 2 A i R 2 B, 1A K75 150040
KA ARG I G, 228133613

TE: PIPR E R0 /RILEOZ—, SHMGIREEA K. KLA T EESFFLPIPEAE L E R T KNG, 18
W HHPCRAGUSE &7 ik % 7 4 A MM %, Real-time PCRASM) 2k Ahit T 4% 3 B o 27 A Mtk F CmPIP1 4w
CmPIP2t#85F R A&, M ZSOD. PODEMAMDASE. 4R 2T, 4 LcPIPA R & E Rtk K+,
CmPIP1#=CmPIP2 L B £ A &3 E -, & 5 A R ARG 242, AR CmPIP1 S CmPIP2 3 B ¢ R ik & ¥ L4,
CmPIP1 L #+#2 % & F CmPIP2, #£200 mmol-L" NaCl#phia T, B A R AR F CmPIPI AR %L F 00 2 T 4,
w4 L B AR CmPIP1 B £ A 2 12 12~48 hi UBA 2 49 £+ /2 2 phi812 his, 46 AR CmPIP2 R R A&
BREEARENIL S THADMAK, LMA12 e, A RARGSODF R G E AR, ALMEFTH
(0~24 h)#% K B AAARMDA 5 38 Ao g AR T 25 A AU AR, £ 3 A48 5 $1(48~72 h)4: 2L A 530 HPODE H 3 3L

PR LA, mEAAFEH T EAY,
KHEIR): LePIP; M3, 45K R, ki, 4 4547

A AR, B u5E. BE G
fEFHYE R OWE OME m SR R, BT BT
P E AL 7 X 284 (£ 712010) 1 F EH &+ F A
P R AR K E K, /K IRECA B = (5 M4 HE
2015), [F) 0 58 £h A0t H i B (R S
2006), RRAFHAR I AN AT B R, LG EY
FEE S M A RRGUFITE ST U T . LA
FRERAEY - B EE R R, 05 S MhE R
FIEY R H ALK, FEH TSRS E
JoRIE S BT RN B R, (ST A M I I 1
AR, RS RE ) AR ERACH, BRI A IR AR K
T HAWE U R IINAC. AP2/EREBP. bZIP. MYB,
MYC. Cys2/His2#¥ 48 5 & i 5 H 7 ) PIPYEAE
e B K R T AE AR Y i i AR A k1 AR A
(AgarwalZ$2006; ChinnusamyZ$2006; UmezawaZs
2006; He%$2012; Liu%2011), HorieZ£(2011)1200
mmol-L'fJNaClab ¥ k554 hJ5, HvPIPI;2.
HvPIPI;3. HvPIPI;4. HvPIP2;1. HvPIP2:2Hl
HvPIP2, 33K B W T I, SRR WA B2 T,
(Al b PP [R5 )T 52 265 1038 i 0 75 1 o 7K AL
1 M (aquaporin, AQP)MHE I 7 H I AHALLYE, Tk
HIy ASATAL: PIPs, TIPs. NIPs, SIPsHIXIPs
(Chaumont%5:2001; JohansonZ$2001; Danielson#ll
Johanson 2008; Park%42010).

PIPs U5 PIPTAIPIP2 AN, o T H SR
7 A B R e M S BOL S AR 2 =, IERE DY)

N RI A RIS . W15 21 SoPIP]
1 JTCE G REAH i SR 30 AR 7K@ Hris 71, PIP2IY)
IFi) 050 2 1o 0 2 AL L IR B8R 14D R 75 3% 14 (Tornroth-
Horsefield%$2006). iXFhgh & JL-T-76 Fr A =11
KALE A R BNESL, R T A
FA T PIPIE AL 5 A RINBR I H AR KB &
SR 5 PIP2 R 9% 12 A2 3 R /K8 E 2 A (P
RNBZE2014). W FCR I, £ 50 BRI b 4 S oK
ZmPIP1;25ZmPIP2sH HAE I J5 43 L H FH M 1)
KB TE DR, MZmPIP1; 25 YR Ve /KiEE & A
ZmPIP2s1E JTUIE G B4 Hbip [ 5208 25 1 B X 7K
f(33% 7 (Chau- mon242005; Fetter4$2004). }4h,
PIP 15k B A A Lhiz i HoAth 7 7, A3& H, Bl
5. FRZEAICO, (AlexanderssonZ52005). it
B PIP IR A NtAQP I AT Be A 2 H il ) 12
iy, ARSI HECO, MY L. TEELINIAQPI S5 AQPI
WS IET AR 7 SE0 R I, TR 2L 4H AR )
IR A, IR L RIA, 1 H A AR
2 CO,[FIZ 168 /7 (Uehlein52003; BielaZ$1999).
T 72 2% W PIP 153 8 BE 20 240 i COL 1% S A &
YEFH R ML b i 2 — e fEH . J8d R Xl
HI AL R IKAQPIREE 2 CO, ML T . HETEH

ks 2017-06-07  f&E  2018-03-13
B/EY SRR AU E KR I H (2013AA102706).
* JEINER (summerzhang@126.com).



492 FEA AL P AR

FIFE )4 K (UehleinZ5:2008; FlexasZ:2006; Gomes
£§2009). AtPIP2;1REW% 2% H,0,, H,0,/F N —Ff
TE TR H HIEROS), AMYUSE AR N, 154
W52 A I N B AR B A 53 (DynowskiZE2008)
AR, I R ILPIP 2s ()i ik Re i (e g RS T 21 4E 41
I (Li552013) . /I A XS 3 52(Tormroth-Horsefield
££2006). K (Chaumon%$2005; Fetterd:2004) 14K
i (UehleinZ:2003; Bielas1999) 1 (1) PIPiAT T HF
Jt, SR 1% A PLPR: RIS i AX A6 A PR (1) A 0%
iid .

AHIE T M5 ER R 5% = B 22 ek S TR IR HY
LePIPEERA, DLZRAEMOI R 2235 & 1 #5 1% KA N
IR ATRL, A 2 0T R IR BRI AL AL o
LePIPHEE[R|, X G B DR MR AT LR RS0 AE . B
FU1%HE R AE et sg Bl i A2 FH AR, X Tt 95 s
AP B L, RN S EE R
KA e R AR B m b 0 R 5 R 2 T
Feitt

1 MR ER%E
1.1 RIEH R

#& 1% (Chrysanthemum morifolium Ramat.) i
FKIA(BEIE2009047) 3K H AR Ib#OL AR T
FEW T o
1.2 pCAMBIA1301-PMI-LcPIPR AT IR EiE1K
E b3

FIH B 246 247 i pCAMBIA1301-PMI-LcPIP
WICFIEHAR(BEIN) BT B M 8L e b . H 22 0E
TR Bl L DR PMUR B M 0 16 3 A

W 75 M5 o At IR emx 1 em/)s
e, Bk BT 95 55 2 L (MS+0.5 mg- L™ 6-BA+1.5
mg-L" NAA+30 g LM Bk 7R1 d; ARRS iR
() B (LB AA+50 mg- L' Kana+50 mg-L" Rif+
500 mg L 2.1k T F ) (2 4L 7% 77 A 1 Fr 10 min,
BRERIN I, 58— sMEAR A RS S5 R

LB PMI T35S

S ER et

T35S P35S attB2

LcPIP

el o FH KR DEARIR 25 M Fr R THTBE 1 2 R,
Remt R I JE B WK o S, g e N L E R8s 3%
F(1/2MS+0.5 mg-L™" 6-BA+1.5 mg-L"' NAA+30
g LR BIE S 982 do IR FRI B
T B e 1 72 55 (MS+0.5 mg'L” 6-BA+1.5 mg-L"'
NAA+22 g L BERE+8 g L H EEHH) o, RAIE#E K
Ty AT, S ME R R DR BT
NI LRSS, B R N JE T 1 IR R (MS+
0.5 mg-L" 6-BA+1.5 mg-L"' NAA+20 g-L"'EEHE+10
g L H @R ik 7t — b ik, 415 dffe— Ik
BFRE. UK B1~2 emi, KB ANAE
MRREFRFE(1/2MS+30 g L7 BERE) H, (Rt £ AR,
15~20 dffe— k3% 7R3
1.3 EFHFHEEERFIPCRAN

K CTABYAIR B BT MR AR FrDNA, PAER
13 1) TR Hb 3G P E R R S DN A Jg AR, J5 K A BH 1
Xf R, DL A2 R g 1 5 g B MG, DAP M [
PCRAGM . PMIFI¥): L3i5'-CCGCTCGAGATG-
CAAAAACTCATTAACT-3"; Fif#5'-CCGCTC-
GAGTTACAGCTTGTTGTAAACACG-3'. Jgvifk
%(20 uL): Ex-Taq 10 uL. DNA 1 uL. 3#1(20
umol-L™)#0.4 uL. ddH,0 82 pL. MNFER: 95°C
5 min; 95°C 2 min, 53°C 30 s, 72°C 90 s, 351G
72°C 7 min. 0.8%35 g B &E FE VKM PCR™4) o
14 EMFFHEFREKRAGUSEERN

H 3 Ik [ 5 th 5 (1) 2ot e, IR 3 G100
mmol-L" BN ZE i (pH 7.0). 10 mmol-L™
Na,EDTA. 1 mmol-L" K;[Fe(CN),]. 1 mmol-L"
K ,[Fe(CN),]. 0.5% (V/V) Triton X-100. 20% (V/V)
FEE ], B S s x Ha r s B2 =, REJLIX
Ja, B HIRN3TCla F8 T fRi—20~22 ho R 5%
NT5% T iR AT it (5.2~3 d, HATR]AS Wi 46 37 1)
T5%H LI, BT AR 2 B, ER
IR BRI N AT IS, B R BRI N3
LR GUSEIEAT

P35S Gus exon RB

attB1 P35S GUS exon T35S

K1 pCAMBIA1301-PMI-LcPIPRLTT 3 %3044 K
Fig.1 Expression vector map of pPCAMBIA1301-PMI-LcPIP
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1.5 LR EEPCRAQN

FTRIzolik 71 & (Invitrogen ) $& B 4% FL [K Fl
AEREHRRNAR 7 FIR R o K TSR U HEARRN ARG
RN pg L, FF UOARER, 4% 18 5 % S [PrimeS-
cript RT reagent Kit with gDNA Eraser (Perfect Real
Time), TAKARA BIO INC, China]i7f)&: i B+ 7
VRIEAT IO S IRBE o R S e s 7 ) e DN AR B 20
FEAE NI AR, 47 Real-Time PCR. iR PCR
1% #8 K F Applied Biosystems /A &) 175005 SZH 2
e EPCRANAS . LLBHALUBIERE AN S .
NiAK £ (20 uL): Power SYBR Green PCR Master
Mix 10 pL. Primer-F/R (1) (10 pmol-L")#%0.8
uL; cDNA 8.4 pL. &M Z&AF: (1) 95°C 10 min; (2)
95°C 15 s; (3) 60°C 1 min; (4) 95°C 15 s; (5) 60°C 1
min; (6) 95°C 15 s; (7) 60°C 15 s (L IR2~3 40 MG
W, WIRA~TRE MR M) . CmPIPIFE R SEIN € &
PCRIJ R MAKFEFE130 bp, CmPIP2JE R S i &
PCRI X MK JE /297 bp.
1.6 EhAmME T EEE ME CmPIPIFICmPIP2E
eSS iy

7£445200 mmol-L' NaClf{jHoagland& 757k
Hh B IR e L R AR MR, 20 i B B RS 970
6. 12, 245148 hif) B A K Sm) N2 it FAE N
k], FEHRNA (TRIzol, Invitrogen)Ff: DA JyBEAR
¥ 5%, 47 Real-Time PCR.
1.7 EhfMB T EE 55 4 s AR E

FHoagland & 77 i 9% 77 % J= D5 R 37 A A Ak
14 dJ5, fEHoagland & 753% F 1 A200 mmol-L™
NaCl, 43 HI#E0. 6. 12, 24, 48172 hBL [ A K 5l
] N EE2 R AR R FH R A A B AL B (su-
peroxide dismutase, SOD)iX# & A % (malond-
ialdehyde, MDA)iR 7 & Al i &4k 4 B (peroxidase,
POD) I | & (75 JM B A= W AR A BR 2 7)) I e
BE LR R AN ET A2 BURE MR I(ISOD. MDAFIPOD(H) i
P MM HE3IANEYFEE
1.8 HiESIt

18 FH Excel i A7 £ic4hs AL B S A 1]

2 SLIGHER

2.1 TFIEMRIRERUIHERERCRKR
pCAMBIA1301-PMI-LcPIP3 3% 5 bl it A% 5%

21 Real-time PCR sz W AH < 5| 9+ 51|
Table 1 Primer sequens of Real-time PCR

514 52

CmPIP1-RT-F S-TGTTCCTATTTTGGCTCCTCTCCCC-3'

CmPIP1-RT-R 5'-GTCCTTGTTGTAGATGATCGCGGCT-3'
CmPIP2-RT-F 5'-GGCACTTTCGTCCTTGTTTAC-3'
CmPIP2-RT-R 5'-CGATAGGAAGAGGTGCCAAA-3'

q UBI-F 5'-AGCTGAGCAGACTCCCGATG-3'

q UBI-R 5'-AGGCGAATCATCAGTACCAAGT-3'

1k 8 b 35 K I, R 5 B BOAE KR A ] 2
B, APMUATRIERR L, £ 5 B0 iE 5 15 205k
Tk o
2.2 FHEFEKPCRAN

By % N\ pCAMBIA1301-PMI-LcPIPHAK I
BRI AR, $REUEY) S DNAYE P CRAG R 3
FTPCRAEGIN, 3% Bk & b PMIZE R AR ARG H A
F:H. PCREEFR(E3)Wor, K451 200bp i H 1
2k, 5 O K/AMETE, FIIE % L pCAM-
BIA1301-PMI-LcPIP3RIE JFURL ] 25 5 1 3 K]
B
2.3 FHEFERGUSEE KN

# N [)pCAMBIA1301-PMI-LcPIPF 5 Jii Hi
FREAGUSHR, KRRtk 4 it GUSY
JaaBPE A . B2 A4t PCRY: &2 1) 4% 34 A A
WRIEAT GUSHLth, Jeta g RUNEAFR . W vil%
H B €, RN IE R MR 3k I GUSEN &
ZRIK, E— R T R4S 1 e i DR R AR (1) B8
P FRATRE SRAF (0 % B DA R AT 5 %8, ARk
7R — A5,
2.4 FFELPIPEFEMEEH CmPIPIFICmPIP2
EEFIEMNT L

S5 (EI5) R B fER LRI v, CmPIPI
MCmPIP23RIE &) BT, 73 il 2B A B 3. 1 A5
281 . ERIERMEARIR A, CmPIP1S CmPIP27%
kY ETF, CmPIP1 ETVFEE T CmPIP2,
2.5 EhpMB TN EEE M CmPIPIFICmPIP2E
ERE

it AR LePIPHE PR ] LUK S A P 14 i 6 4 (&
6~8). 200 mmol-L"' NaCI4bFE ~, %3k RIAEFR 14
FOARAS LBy AR T kA R (B16) o £E LB 0~12 h, B
A= 7Y G A 1) CmPIP I BE R SRk B B R 1%, B
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2 o b 30 A e A 2% B B A KR
Fig.2 The growth status of transgenic chrysanthemum at different stages
A TG TR s B JLEE SR B C: iR A A, D: J5 IR P .

M 1 PWT

K3 Er b3 PMIGLYE B FTPCR 73 A
Fig.3 PCR analysis of PMI in transgenic chrysanthemum
M: 2000 bp Marker; P: XTI WT: BT 10 2R AR .

o 36 B T P 0 K I 3k i HE IR — o R B 1 (R
T 28 5 IR 5 M 5 1 CmPIP 1 5: R 3 4k 5 b FH a3,
TEH 1824 it I8 B EAE (B 7). FEERMA, B AR
#a g P o CmPIP2RE R R B K BTG T BE
LT, Wia48 hik 25 mfE; 753 R gy,
B RET12 h, CmPIP2FE R F A B BB E R, 2
JG CmPIP2 R R FIA S L T R 1) ETH(ER).
2.6 HHETEHEEZEMFHAISODES . MDAS
EFMPODEMAIZTL

FI9-A IR, B4R 75 Hh 45 SODIE M 7 /£

Y 'y
;’. "

v

K4 FRE N E A GUS Qe t 4 R
Fig.4 GUS dyeing of transgenic chrysanthemum
A BT R A B B AR TRl R A

10 mm

i ia R B 2O, HIKEA R R, #R
[K] 5 Hh 25 SOD ¥ 14 75 8% fk -t 3R B o 4 K e 3,
{EHE6 hiJSODE M H Bl K FE R N F%, BE o
M mK, SE AR, HHbEa12 hbl -
BRI R SODYE M2 i BE N B\

KI9-Bi 7R, BRI s6 A1, B A B RN % ik [A]
F MDA S 2 2 LT, 5N, e
24 h, B A RN L BE N FE H 5 MDA F & 5 i 39
43.07%K132.88%, FHILTT UL, 5 i T 5L D i b
MDA & 138 I B /N T B A 7Y R b 2, i B
Eh P8 e o IR 5 4 () BT i SR A KRR,
fiE e e PR T B A T g 4, HAT S SR A 2

KI9-Clibow, 78R BE AT HA(0~24 h), BF A 62
Hh 4 PODYE 1y T4 55 [F] 3 M 2, (H 7 e )5 1
(48~72 h)’E 3 K & Hh 3G PODIE 14 B HA & T

Esfactity F5- U LY SE 2P

3.5 e
50 [ o A
25

I

9 2.0

®

® 15

z
1.0
O CmPIPI CmPIP2  CmPIPI  CmPIP2

M RS

IS CmPIP IR CmPIP2A B A R 1 5 DR 5 3 2 v ) ek
Fig.5 Expression of CmPIPI and CmPIP2 in WT
and transgenic chrysanthmum
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Ligaceid)

A

0 mmol-L"' NaCl

200 mmol-L-! NaCl

Kl £ e T ik 2 A AR AL
Fig.6 The growth of chrysanthemum under salt stress
A, C:0mmol-L" NaClib#48 hify B 4= ALAN % HEF # Hb46; B. D: 200 mmol-L™ NaClib#£48 hiy B A HUAN G HE [H 7 1 54 o

1.8 o BRI
1.6

1.4
1.2
1.0
0.8
0.6
0.4
0.2

CmPIPIFI ik &

0 6 12 24 48
#h Py e i Fl/h

BI7 SRl T R AN A2 R AR b CmPIP 1 3%
Fig.7 Expression of CmPIP] in WT plants and transgenic
plants under salt stress

3 g
3.1 ¥EELcPIPEEE L E 5 R4 A E ik
£FE

TEMIG A ERIF AL, R /0, Ehmifk
7R 5 R Y 2 2 A 3 1 ) A A
F B AR SE R R o B B AR O S B — L
L LR AR N BB R BB . 7R AR TG
AT T AL G R O T R SR R, EE s

350 mgjam
3.0 OWEH
% 2.5
03 1.5
L
T 10
U j—ﬂ
0.5
. M
0 6 12 24 48

36 I [ /h

K18 Ehif I i R RN A A Ak b CmPIP2(1 3655
Fig.8 Expression of CmPIP2 in WT plants and transgenic
plants under salt stress

IINPMIERER], 1245 R R A2 KA o b R I RE %
3 A ) P AN e R (%) H &% B D T R R R B R
PR] e AT DA H 58 0 B AR U A RO vk, T 28 4
T BUAE SRR PR P SR 1) g o

BATFH T pCAMBIA1301-PMI-LcPIPS TG
R R BEAT 85 M S AL e . SERUKFLE A B
(LcPIP) & 325y T hic i ide th e i) 26 il il L A
21 0t3 280 fv et 2 i HEAT B SR ARSI 65 R T
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A 400w
400F o EEEE
S 350
£ 300
0
5 250
# 200
o
5 150
& 100
50
07 I
0 6 12 24 48
Wy IE R (8] /h
B 35
—~ 30.
=
=~
= 25
&
=2 20t
g
& 15
£ 10
a
Z s
"% 6 12 24 48
B R (8] /h
C 4000
3500
= 3000
=
—.?0 2500
2 2000
A
#1500
8
S 1000
500
0
0 12 24 48 72
Wy IE R (8] /h

K9 #hil 2% SODIE . MDA S &
AIPODIE 22K
Fig.9 Changes in SOD activity, MDA contents and POD
activity of chrysanthemum under salt stress

PERIPR I 7> T A2 5 5E , Fe bR 90.3%0, Ak
B, SRR Gt I LGS IR T3 I AT e R I WE
POTIEFEI K, B RAR, BB . BB B
RGO E, SRR B SR IZH R, I H
Fetb A, AR, 25 A w7 TR DAAS
U R .
3.2 HEEEF CmPIPIFNCmPIP2E R FRIL 53
FATH E 5 LePIPEE D Xt g 2 REAT 1 4%
Fett, LA SRAT HUI0 Ik B R i) A R vk .

T T B AR R R A BE K] i 4 i3E AT Sh AR B, Real-time
PCRIA L 77 A1 B A2 1Y 5 4 B[R] i 55 Cm PIP %
DRI IR 15 L, MRS TR 7K S TF 9 2 5 TR i 3 2 i PR
IPLEh e Re ). 4 RKH, CmPIPIEET A Y
e R R PR SR It A [F] ) 2Rk B 2, (HBE 12 h
DL b, B IERERE R CmPIPIIE R Fi 2R A TR
TP A TR AR, % B % JE DB A CmPIP 1R )
I & 138 e ) 558 T 4 L R AR CmPIP2 2L [
YN SER= EA L I S N e R (RN R s 7 SRS
PETR, 5 35 DR R PR LG T AE TR A ik 1R 4 35 (R 3R OA RE
JIH 5

BT N T AMJE [ LePIPRE R, SR T B A5
FEDR B N i 2 5o R R DR I R I8, JRATTaE
1T T Real-time PCRIA 6 K56 UE 4% Ft DA AR Ak 5 7 AF
BRI AN RIA . S5 R R, e NAMREE R 1)
BRI bR CmPIPEE R ) Rk 2 BT, X
T3 X — I G SR R 7 B — D AT A
3.3 EhAmiB TiE £ [E 5 3 4 IR AR E

TEADAE ER e 251 T 2 s AR RiE A H H
F(ROS), HEH,0,M05. it £ 4 H 32
T A0, 52 e 40 i PN 2 10 ) B A 4 i
FEL ()R 1, T A M R A R4, T 2 3
HPIFET - (ZangZ52015). KIULAE YD H BRROS 1) g
FIRPLER I b T . SODYZ 7748 T 110 48 i
W, A E A I & Rk AR B RN, AR GH,L 0,
O, fEEY A RGP E AR (E RS
1997). POD A ffAb i S A S A ALY AN LR AL &
vy, AR A SRR (B4 5 55E2001) .
MDA /&4 H HEAE F T 5 Ik AR A A ) A 1)
FE), AT S B AR SRS S, AR
T, TR AW ) 2546 5 D Be (N AE 75 562008), MDA
TR PR ANFERE 2R,

ARSI 45 B R R, SODYE MEE £ Wi kb 3 R
YA, 3R T 2 B AR Y A 3 B DR AR R A
JoIAE 25 A T IR I SR R e R R 4 E B
B, IF B L R MR SODIE MEH s AR v T B A4
RUMER . EH UM IE B 7 5 [R] % Hh 4 76 36 Jial 2640
BAEHERPHEREEHENR . SE D
PODE VEAE B A2 4 15 2 FL PR R A b 22 AN [R] A2 4L
B, R RN ER g, e %4 N PODRY
AR, JFHAE S i 5 BAPOD R VE 14 H 2 B
5 b T B AR R R AE 8 BT A PODYE M T
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FLELDR FR b3, (E Pi824 b5 PODRG 1% 1t 1 & T %,
FRET2 MG TR AR . RN ER M E T 5%
JE DR RE PR AH BU BT AR YRR PR RE 0% 55 AT 2805 B Ak
Z. MDARGRAERAL S W18 2640 R o I ) A A2
B, B30 BT I (0~24 ) AR Y AR AR RN A I DR R PR
MDA &2 b, H 5 IR AR 1) 3 RIS
TP AR RURE PR, 0 BH 25 W18 R e B DR R Hb 5 1
JE S A KBRS R 1 A T B A Y R
5, BA IR e, Whia48 hilp A= RS PR AN %
FEDRRE PR8I 1) Ji IR AT R A B A 56 1 2 [) 1
EK, FHY R FIMDA A BRI AR 6 7K P BRI B B
BRRAENE, 4:4SOD. PODJE Lz MDA 2
wORAE, T R AR AR B B A 7R R Pk e S T 52
FNUISGER

AR ARAT AR R 2R, AT R
BRFRIRAF M AR B J5 1%, SR FHPMIAS FE ik 1 77 X
AT T R L AR M PR . Wi SER SOk e R
PCR¥EZ AR LE SR BhiE 2% F R, e JE IR 5 Hb 4
CmPIPHE R . #5 Jolp 3 By 20 1 45 B8 70 4 T B 28
RURE MR, — € FE B b U B Jk IR o Hh 2 HL A 5 o
i} & A e /7. i8I XFSOD. MDA, POD &4
FRABFR BWI 5, E B 3R A ) i R IR g th 2 B
558 1) 5 J 8 T 52 BE 77
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Genetic transformation of LcPIP gene in Chrysanthemum morifolium
and identification of its salt resistance

ZHANG Bing-Bing', SUN Tian-Xu', ZHAO Yue-Ming’, ZHANG Yang""

!College of Life Sciences, Northeast Forestry University, Harbin 150040, China
ZChangbai Mountain Nature Conservation Management Center, Antu, Jinlin 133613, China,

Abstract: PIP is one of the important aquaporins, and play a crucial role in plant stress tolerance. We transfered
LcPIP into Chrysanthemum morifolium huoyan by using the leaf disc method, and identified transformed plants
by the PCR and GUS staining methods. The relative expression of CmPIPI and CmPIP2 in transgenic and WT
plants under salt stress were determined by real-time PCR, and the activities of SOD, POD and MDA content
were also determined. The results showed that the expression of CmPIPI and CmPIP2 increased in the leaves
of transgenic plant, which were two times higher than those of WT plants. The expression of CmPIPI and
CmPIP2 also increased in the roots of transgenic plant, and the rise of CmPIP1 was higher than that of
CmPIP2. Under the stress condition of 200 mmol-L™" NaCl, the expression of CmPIPI decreased obviously in
WT plants, while which in the transgenic plants increased significantly at 12-48 h stress. After 12 h salt stress,
the increase of CmPIP2 gene expression in transgenic plants was significantly higher than that of WT plants,
and the activity of SOD increased significantly. In the early stage of salt stress (0-24 h), the MDA content of
transgenic plants increased less than that of WT plants. The POD activity of transgenic plant increased signifi-
cantly in the late stage of salt stress (48—72 h), while that of WT plant showed a decreasing trend.

Key words: LcPIP; Chrysanthemum morifolium; transgenic; salt resistance; physiological index
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