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# OE. AR EERE(CAT) FER E L) 5 AL B (SOD ) 3 X 5% ik i B3 78 74 i R AE 40 5 K v R 45 7k
B33 P A, R R AR 015 B2 R QRT-PCR AR H: ReCATs Fil ReSODs HE [F 58 5% )i 51 1Y 51 F 22 ik A
KIEAT T 58T, HATHE ReCAT F1 ReSOD1 ) pYES2.0 ik EAR S pGBKT7 F1HE A&, Bl 47T T WLk brad 43
BRI R ST W B SCPE T BAR R IR L . S5 W . (1) RABZLR R I 2 5% ReCAT B K, 3 5% ReSOD %
K1 1 4% Cu/Zn SOD HifEARFE ReCCS, AW1E B 2700 B i n bR FE DR Y 22 2 1R 1 1) 5 ] 5 3 IR LA
A B AL (66.37% ~ 94.51%) , HL 35 B0 A7 5 5 45+ 3, 310 40 {52 B F00 ReCATs 57 T 3 S84k 4 i
RcSODs Fl ReCCS 3 T4 ML si e kifA . (2) qRT-PCR 459 7R 6 DRI 25 =28 E b ¥ %k
HEZAE B P ik RIR A AR ABA XTI IR 05 B35 . (3) Behkhaa 25 1 R R
ik ReCAT Fll ReSOD1 JE K iy BHPE W BF MR TE VS A 3h 0d 35 4 J@ F1 H, 0, W30 B9 4 7% 1 ¥ 1k pYES2.0
TR (4) 38 33 BN 2% A S0 e ) 4 S5 ReCAT HAE W] 5 () 3% I AthHLH121 ( AT3G19860) |
AtCPCK2( AT2G23070) AtGRPA( AT5G50750) F1 AtRAPTOR1B ( AT3G08850) ,3 4~ 5 ReSOD1 HAE W & ity &
K AtEMB( AT5G11890) . AtMBP2( AT1G52030) 11 AtRHS( AT4G00660) , Z¢ b 2% B R | K AL L1 5 K BENS
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Abstract ; In order to explore the role of catalase (CAT) and superoxide dismutase (SOD) in plateau harsh environment
adaptation of Tibet Rhodiola crenulaia, RcCATs and ReSODs gene family members were analyzed by bioinformatics and
qRT-PCR. Spot assay was conducted to study the responses of yeast cells expressing the ReCAT and ReSOD1 genes under
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abiotic stress. Yeast two-hybrid was conducted to screen interacting proteins from Arabidopsis yeast library respectively by
constructing bait vectors of ReCAT and ReSOD1. The results were as follows: (1) There were two CAT genes ( ReCAT) ,
three SOD genes (RcSOD) , and one Cu/Zn SOD copper chaperone gene (RcCCS). Bioinformatics analysis showed that
the above six genes held high sequence identity (66.37%—94.51%) with other homologous species. All genes had no
transmembrane domain and held multiple phosphorylation amino acides. Subcellular localization predicted that ReCATs
were located in peroxisoma, ReSODs and RcCCS were located in cytoplasm or mitochondria. (2) qRT-PCR analysis
showed that ReCATs and ReSODs were constitutively expressed in three organs like root, stem and leaf and held the high
expression levels in leaf, and all genes expression levels could also be regulated by low temperature and plant hormones
(ABA). RcCAT was significantly up-regulated under cold treatment condition with the highest expression in leaf more
than two times higher than root. RcCAT, RcSOD2, RcSOD3 and RcCCS expression patterns were similar under ABA
treatment condition. (3) In addition, spot assay showed that the recombinant RcCAT and ReSOD1 yeast cells showed a
higher cell viability than the pYES2.0 yeast cells in under cold, hot, NaCl, Na,CO,, Co™ and H,0,. (4) The
pGBKT7-RcCAT and pGBKT7-ReSOD1 bait plasmid without toxicity and auto-activation were constructed to perform
yeast two-hybrid screening, then four significant interactional genes with RcCAT were screened, which were AthHLH121
(AT3G19860), A:CPCK2 ( AT2G23070), AtGRP4 ( AT5G50750) and AtRAPTOR1B ( AT3G08850). Total three
significant interactional genes with ReSOD1 were screened, which were AtEMB (AT5G11890) , AiMBP2 ( AT1G52030)
and AtRH8 ( AT4G00660). These results illustrate that ReCATs and ReSODs play an important role in regulating growth

and promoting resistance to environmental stresses in Tibet Rhodiola crenulata, and laid the foundation for in-depth study

of the adaptive mechanism of R. crenulata with plateau environment.

Key words: Rhodiola crenulata, catalase, superoxide dismutase, bioinformatics, expression pattern, interaction proteins

KA 41 5 K ( Rhodiola crenulata) 52— Ff £ 4F
R Y, 5 KB (Crassulaceae ) 21 5 K&
( Rhodiola) , %341 T R [ ) 7 78 1= Jirt S L ik 4R
—f LG U 2= B U1 A, P 2 e 2
RACLLF R TR AR R AR 25 vh & 2 Fh % M 4y
WL R Wl N AT AW, BAT s 00 I, T8
Jik-F-iw g S aE . B AR W BE 2 ST I I R AR 4D
SRR ER R MR % DR P il 28 TR T AR | AR &N
e E 2 Z Fh %9 (Qu et al., 2012; Yuan et al.,
2020) . fHZ, PIHE A FEW A 5 55 A1 HRAR
SFIEEAE S, R A T 3 500 ~5 000 m Y
L3 b 0K B A i aE B b, AR K IR B A
TR A R AR L1 5 KA SR B FNAIE ST AR+ o3
WHE(Fu et al., 2017), HEL, 2> TAYW70R L
BT T ORALLL 57 K38 M L B A 5 W8 R 2 A 1
ST, T HAEBEIE W PR /Y 43 F HLEI, M k= 355
B 418 (Ma et al., 2007 ; Gyorgy et al., 2009)

1 % (reactive oxygen species, ROS) J& — 28
I AFAE T AR N /N 03 A 45 i S B 8
(0,7) FEAmE(C - OH) FHIMLA(H,0,) 5,
ROS X 484 (14 52 W J2& A 1w 49, BOH T8 78 A8 9 14
AR B (5K B 045, 2014) , 7E I # A K A&
T, ROS 1T 2856 A 1 FH IR W AR FH v el 4% 336 e

PR, HAEY) 2B TR % A RO S Ah
FEAEE R 1B 23955 & 77 HE K i ROS (Suzuki et al.
2012; Munne-Bosch et al., 2013) , if# ROS 25|
B BT R BURIAZ R 55 K 4 1 i, DT e 28 2
YIRS 1, 75 & 4 A2 7 BB T ( Gisele et al.,
2014; FKIET A, 2020) . PRI, Y A0 RS
Pl ROS (98 & MEHAE B A 2 B IR EE b A A7
T2k (D’ Autréaux & Toledano, 2006) . i %8 fk & /il
(catalase, CAT) 2 4EFf H,0, V- . 2 5 F 4L ik i
SN F B - 45 4 4 ook 8 A E BB (Scott et al.,
1999) , 8 %A 1k W 1 1k B ( superoxide dismutase,
SOD) J&—Fi g8 W B O° M4 &1k 4 J& il , {0 4%
Cu/Zn SOD ,Mn SOD Fe SOD FI Ni SOD Py Fifi 24 7
(%A, 2013) , HF5ER W, CAT A1 SOD %
iz S5 E FhH H AR R AR
S5 38 2 DA R AR Y ROS % 5 119 3 251 £ .
Wian . 58 75 52 B ¥ F0 & 83 3L b
FaCarl FE[N 355 E 1 (4 305, 2006) ;
A RIR KA E TS Cu/Zn-SOD SEH GBS AT
R L v PR (COF- B, 2016) 5 K FiF o Rk
OsCu/Zn-SOD FEN J& , i J R AR PR 14 3 114 48035 B
RE 4 ey, T Eh Mo (BEM, 2019) s #HA& CsKarO1
LR A P45 CAT Wi, 2072 H, 0, & fE 1 52
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MG X 02 0 1 PR (R # 55, 2020) . HAT, B2
YSTE R Z A YR CATs R SODs, 91 4 483 JF
(Arabidopsis thaliana) FEE H T 3 /> CAT #1 7 4~
SOD # A % J& W 51 ( Kliebenstein et al., 1998;
Vandenabeele et al., 2004) ; 7K F& ( Oryza sativa) ( Nath
et al., 2014) F1 & 3 ( Sorghum bicolor ) ( Filiz &
Tombuloglu, 2015) H #4455 th 8 4~ SOD & K 515 A
DU, ST RALLL 5 K I AR A B B 55 D A vy I <
i AR TE s P JE 98 IR SRR MR IR A
IR SR G 1 G B A R R b A AR 35
PR AR AR A A Sy B 5 e B A 0 AR Y B
A4k, HIL, FATHE H CAT F1 SOD % 1] G Xf
TG K A 21 57 K 3 N R R A B LA AR AL

SR, H RIS RAELL 5 K b AL 57 K A ) i JC AT
KL A4l

J T #E— 2 BESY ReCATs Fl ReSODs K [H % %
DR, AW 5T LA H 58 K A6 21 50 K0 #1 8, X ROS
IR CAT F SOD K K 52 16 ) 51 i A7 o | ik
FAELRBRAF RS2 E B PCR R H AR YIS B FEs
SEF BT T, AT EE ReCAT Fll ReSOD1 11 %
B R IR AR 5 e B W 2% 38 5 T 4 A, 43 S0l a2E A7 18
BEJrA8 43 At A0 0 2 400 e v I RE SCEE v i AR AR
1, DA 78 PG K A6 20 557 0 L TR 25 B 58
N8 43 F- AL

I ARG %

1.1 KIe#F#}

WFIE AR PR AL LT 5K T 2015 45 7 A%
45 [ VHECH DXOK HL 1L ik (V39K 4 868.4 m92.34°
E 29.78° N), ZmH KFERITHFZEE 5K
BEGHME Y KALLL S R, B0 M OB 2 W R VR 5
PRAFT-80 °C ; HAA R LA | A SN A 2R 47 21 21
ARG IO PR T T SR S
1.2 LWHZE
1.2.1 2B B3 ¥ 3  RcCATs . ReSODs Fl RcCCS
FEDR 7 91 o T AR 52 5 & 58 B i Stk A B
JiE 3T de novo BFHEHY unigene ERE(E B, 4391 VA
CAT 1 SOD Ay 2 g 1] Xt #5098 ) 0E 47 46 &K, 3K 15
RcCATs .ReSODs Fl ReCCS J¥ 3, 9% J& #2 Hi& AT 3% 15
R P 9 i T s i 3 a4 LR B AL
SR F cDNA AR #1T PCR ), H PCR 7*
Yot iR & 245 5 pMD19-T vector 4%, 5%

R IHFF 3 DHS o S SZ A5 40 M, 76 2R Pk P ik
AR TR A, 2K PCR AL IR A DU S, PRask FH
SOk bR T

1.2.2 % RNA #2055 cDNA % —F4t 0 &k A
RNA $2 UK Rk R CTAB -5 A B i AT (K 1 9
%, 2017), A AT W6 43 56 6 B 3 NanoDrop
1 000K RNA {14 48 2 Ak 2, I F ) 19% S5 o
T8 JE P DK AGE ) HE 58 BE P . cDNA 5 — 25 1Y & J )
[ % 5% g M—MLV ( Takara, Japan) , k& 50 pL
PRA S RNA 0 5 g RNA K% 71
HITEW dd H,0 Rk 10 £5)5 -20 CIR A7,

123 A%z &F o4 EEdEYERFTEL M
WX AT ReCATs . ReSODs Hil ReCCS & PH 2 3 12
7 5 #4740 At Al FH Blastx ( https://blast. ncbi.
nlm.nih.gov/Blasix) L#ﬁf?ﬁﬂgﬁﬁ,ﬂﬁﬁ ORF Finder
(http ://www. bioinformatics. org/sms2/orf _find. html )
AT G B HE ; A1) BlastP - 4% [7] ¥ 3% A ( hitps ://
blast. ncbi. nlm. nih. gov ); F|l H DNAMAN i} &
RcCATs ReSODs il ReCCS 5 25 F [) 5 & [A] 11 [7] Y
P AE ; I ProtComp 43 BT 3 PRI (1) S 40 At 1 &
( http://linux1. softberry. com/); ] | TMHMM
Server, v. 2.0 73 B 1Y 85 4544 30 TC (http ./
www. cbs. dtu. dk/services/ TMHMM/ ) ; %] /] ExPASy
T 2 1R AR M BT (Chitps ://web. expasy. org/
protparam/ ) ( HKIHEEES, 2021 ; REESE, 2021)
1.2.4 AR RZE 5 ALV RIERIE 0, R
[ — PR B W AR 22 = A8 T BRI
3SR AR5 5, 4 A T (8] — AR K I 3 A 20 5
BT UOKIESY h R a AP 0.3.7 do Y
MR WIS TR (ABA) 5 S, B ] — 2B I 30 Y 21 8%
¥ T A 50 wmol + L™ ABA [ MS WA 55 37 3
R AL 6 .24 36 h, B AL BRI 3 A Y)
P PHALTE BT AR 2 T8 R K Ve
TG T AL, -80 CHANRAAE . Mhia
b BB R I 5 T 4 BCEL RNA (K ) I 4
2019),

1.2.5 %8 E & PCR K Bio-Rad 23 Al 9¢ 6 5E 1
PCR 1% iQ5 #E1F qRT-PCR, #61 B #Y 5 K 78 A [
AR R 8 2500 T RIBIKF . RNIKZR S 20
L, 7% 10 pL SYBRGreen ( Takara, Japan),1 uL
¢DNA,0.5 pL ETU#51%. VL ReGAPDH H N Z
BEPR BRI A W) 77 B 2 (Zhang et
al., 2018) ,
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1.2.6 B Rk Bk Ao phib 47 R JC4% v
SRR AELL 52 K ReCAT #1 ReSOD1 1) pYES2.0
FIRBUR, KIGFF T A 5EFE 28 B PCR T Sanger
TP IE . 4 25 B0 | 31 40 4R K B R 4% ] LiTE/
PEG ¥ 5% AR B £ INVSCI #2351 B INVSCI
(pYES2.0 . pYES2.0-RcCAT . pYES2.0-ReSOD1 ) .5,
FET 20 mL 7% 2% B ZHEY SC/-Ura WAKKE SR 3L
30 C/180 r + min" B335 & 0D600 £ F 0.5~0.8 =
], AR R E B T & 2% F 3B SC/-Ura K
Bk 849 0D600=2.0,30 °C/180 r » min i/
24 h, 5 TR IO PHAE TRAR S R 10 5B SRR RS,
B 6 WL 43503 T AS[F YPDA A 4T iac b 2
Fip 38 S R BRME (37 CALFE 1 d) A HE (-20 C
AbFR 6 h) i AL E WA (YPDA SEAR A 0.8,
1.6 3.2 mmol - L H,0,) ELJHH8 (YPDA ~F-Hhm
A 200,400,600 mmol - L' NaCl) . 5 4> J& Fl 88 30
CEHRIA 5,10 mmol - L' CoCL B 20 mmol - L
Na,CO;) . ¥ R FHRE & T 30 CHEFRA TGS 3
d J5$1# ( Wang et al., 2008) .

1.2.7 RcCAT #= ReSOD1 A& %% 5 & 9
i EERERUZR 28 07 4 #L RS 9T SCPE K Clontech 23 W]
Matchmaker Gold Yeast Two-Hybrid System User
Manual B 547, #4# ReCAT Fl ReSOD1 5 [
(AR 38 5 LITE/PEG %51k Y2H Gold
PR LW PCR 56 F B 18 IR 2517 300 A 1k
SOV, DAHERR 3L R AR B Xof 2% 28 285 5 1 5 i) 5 1147 5C
JE G 8 K5 TR 5 SCPEIR & J5 ¥R A T SD/-Trp-
Leu-His+B-gal 55 77 53847 9] i , Pk 6 18 B 147 7% 4
R IBUTORE A T7/3° AD #EAT 97 54 F0 i) 6, AR
) 5 SR o R 5 o LG S %) BH M s B JE X
1% pGBKT7-53+pGADT7-T, i %t IR pGBKT7- RcCAT
(ReSOD1) +pGADT7 43 4l i# T SD/-Trp-Leu , SD/-
Trp-Leu-His 1 SD/-Trp-Leu+B-gal 5 #3&,30 C 5
7 3 d J5H1 18 ( Zhang et al., 2018)

2 HEREAH

2.1 KL =X RcCATs #1 ReSODs EEREES
EpE

WAL 7 REASHIENAAE B, [ A
NCBI W 3 2N Al f A e 40 5 K Jd 3L K R 51 £ R
DNA IS, I, g e HOE R P 91 ik = A
S FE 0] P SR AR LT e R AT i sk L )y, 38 i

de novo PFEEH R4 unigenes 751 I 317 Dy B 1
Be, AR 2 S gntitid A AL S CAT 1Y 3L 43
Wl 444 ReCAT Fl ReCAT1 i85 3 4% 4 i 4 48 Ak
Yy Ak B SOD 1Y X 43 5l 4y 44 A ReSOD1 |
ReSOD2 ReSOD3 | 1 £ 4 fith iR S 1k 40 365 Ak 1l 11 4] 1
fBARYFEI ReCCS,

Y25 L A unigenes 5 53 5 1 4 , PAK
TELT SR B cDNA SRR AT 38 &1 = 2
1% B N WH 8 e v PRI, 25 SR L E 1, 1 AT
HI,RcCAT F1 ReCAT1 K FEFI N1 479 bp, 4
R 492 NE R, o T 5 A A A, ReCAT
56 701.04 Da,RcCATI & 56 818.29 Da, ReSODI1
F1 ReSOD2 F A 4 i Cu/Zn SOD, K% 1R K/ Ky
471/669 bp, 4 156/222 PR IR, 4 F & N
16 070.12/21 870.7 Da; ReSOD3 & P % i Fe
SOD, BN 804 bp, Al 4 267 M ILIR ,
EH T 430 816.31 Da, ReCCS 3 [H K/
1 008 bp, 4l 335 N IERR .

» DD
i %00 PP &

0% 0% 9

SR SR

Mo ¥

bp
2000

750

Bl 1 KA HKR CAT.SOD . CCS H:H PCR P14 vk [&]

Fig. 1 PCR amplification electrophoresis result of CAT,

SOD, CCS genes of Rhodiola crenulata

2.2 KL E X RcCATs . RcSODs #0 ReCCS EH A
EYERFEST

Y RAELL 5 R ReCATs . ReSODs Fl ReCCS %A
W SRR TN AT 53 Hr, 8 1 TE 2K BlastP L X, 3R
5 NCBI £it#l 2 v 9 [A] 5 38 A, #1) Hf DNAMAN it
A B SR 5 R R S R A AR AR BE , I
ZANTEL Wl 56 T H 2 R P 9 AT oA, 4
R, 6 3k PR 5 L [R]R S A P 81— B AR 60%
PL b, ReCAT JEH 5275 (95.51% ) , ReCCS FEH e fik
(66.37%) , £5 A [a) L K 40 X A6 4, Hoi
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Table 1  RcCATs, ReSODs and ReCCS gene sequence information in Rhodiola crenulata
K]
~ AN 2 RcCAT RcCAT1 RcSOD1 RcSOD2 RcSOD3 RcCCS
Gene name
ORF K & 1479 1479 471 669 804 1 008
ORF length (bp)
[ 5 4y Ao T ] 2R Bk KRFKR FIK B fi
Homologous species Macleaya cordata  Sesamum indicum  Actinidia chinensts Sedum alfredii Cucurbita maxima  Eucalyptus grandis
[i] 5 3 A OVA00608.1 NP_001291326.1 PSS36275.1 All25434.1 XP_022990032.1 XP_010055575.1
Homologous gene
— 3k 94.51 80.89 82.05 84.19 70.22 66.37
Identity (%)
g3 i 56 701.04 56 818.39 16 070.12 21 870.7 30 816.31 35 456.2
Molecular weight (Da)
SEHLA 6.8 7.35 6.74 6.23 8.83 5.7
Isoelectric point
JispeE ki 71.32 74.49 91.86 88.93 76.33 84.69
Aliphatic index
R E N -0.561 -0.541 -0.201 0.085 -0.416 -0.042
Average hydrophilic value
BRI A 39 43 5 17 23 52
Phosphorylation site
240 0 A mEA A EE A 211 L BT 4l 1 5T R TRLN ER RN
Subcellular localization Peroxisome Peroxisome Cytoplasm Cytoplasm Mitochondria Mitochondria
5 B2 ey 3, ¥ ¥ & & ¥ &
Transmembrane domain No No No No No No
TR Theob cacao Bi¥Ek Actinidia chinensis
-I_ JKH¥E Hibiscus syriacus ©® KALLLI K ReSOD1
K Ziziphus jujuba HM:BY4E Rhodamnia simsii
¥ Morella rubra JFOB Pistacia vera
itk Juglans regia K Ziziphus jujuba
FM Camellia sinensis _E #IK Cucumis melo
#i%&y Vitis vinifera @ KAELLE R RcSOD2
® KAELLIRRK ReCAT WAL Nicotiana attenuata
A€ Gossypium hirsutum I‘E FFL 8 Pistacia vera
I S indi ® KAELER ReSOD3
_I R Jatropha curcas IR Momordica charantia
® KIELEFR RcCAT1 Vi#i 5 Cucurbita pepo
— —_—
0.02 0.2

K 2

RcCATs A1 ReSODs FEA 1) N-J i#F

Lgte )

Fig. 2 N-J phylogentic tree of RcCATs and ReSODs

KT ERNFRE SRR ETE), & H
A I 3 BT 485 5 578 ReCAT1 Fll ReSOD3 35 11 i Y
R ET 7.0, HiAy 4 IR R & AR,

ot ReCCS W5 M SRR, 0 5.7, BRIEHE B 1E
70%LAL,,E¢ ReSOD1 F1 ReSOD2 #5543 5 K
91.86 #188.93, BLH H B I WAy IREMER M., &

SEA4 SRR VERR ReSOD2(0.085) A1, HiAth 34 4 11 {8

UL — @ R KE, BEAb, X 25 i 245 44 45k
R $2 AE W 2 T e A0 5 25 0 40 B o7 8 0k 47 4%
Br, 25 R 6 D FE R 3 T 5 B 25 ¥ 35, ReCATs 5
Tt B AL Y 1A ReSOD1 F1 ReSOD2 5E v T4
HiLJ3T , ReSOD3 Fll ReCCS 77 T LA, & 1 Uk
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RcCAT RcCAT1 RcSOD1
3 30 - 3 1.2 5 25 .
i; 2.5 1 -;: 1.0 1 = 2.0 7
@% 2.0 1 mg% 0.8 1 Egé .
’ E i e o i /s o N
RELS R 06 Be o]
5 101 B 4 =5 b
E: * | EE EZ )51
ERER Z 021 * * gz
& 0 & 0 - £ 0-
A B C A B C A B C
A REAL Different parts A FFEAL Different parts A FFEAL Different parts
RcSOD2 RcSOD3 RcCCS
S 4.5 © 8 © 4.5
*
5401 5 7 e 3 4.0 ok
g 3.5 S 6 g 3.5 1
=} =]
Elg'g 3.0 1 @é s ﬂjgg 3.0 1
g 251 ~ O ] RO 2.5
KE50 we 4 ®e o0
BS s B 39 * B2 15
E.Z 1'0- E_Z 2 1 E.E 1.0 ]
s o = i s .
= 0.5 1 = 1 = 0.5 1
< 0 A B C £ 0} B C < 0 A B C
7 [F &4 Different parts AL Different parts AF#EAL Different parts

AR B CL 2K« RORBEMZER (P<0.05); * « FaRBEMZER(P<0.01), T,
A. Root; B. Leaf; C. Stem. * indicates significant differences (P<0.05); * * indicates extremely significant differences (P<0.01). The same

below.

B3 RAGLLFK ReCATs ReSODs Fl ReCCS FE R 41 ZURR S e iR B = &
Fig. 3 Expression pattern graph of RcCATs, ReSODs and ReCCS tissue-specificity

RcCAT RcCAT1 RceSOD1

koK -ﬁiﬂ&tl‘]!

Cold treatment

| ok o
2.0 1 m Rt A
ABA treatment 5 R
. % HZ 0.8 A
1.5 1 3 4 5
® X £ 0.6
10 4 s 37 » * *ok
] " 0.4
0.5 - * 1
s . 0.2
0 0 0 -

A 3K ik
Relative expression level

A R 3k
Relative expression level

AR X 3% dit
Relative expression level

0d 6h 3d24h 7d36h 0d 6h 3d24h 7d36h 0d 6h 3d24h 7d36h
Kb PRI ] Treatment time Kb PR ] Treatment time Kb PRI ] Treatment time
RcSOD2 ReSOD3 ReCCS
1.2 1.2 1.6
kk
2 10 A 2 1.0 1 3 147
1) 2L o
g B *% ERl
=2 08 w5 08 ] HE 10
X3 Q8 XS
R 0.6 ggo.a- * RE 08 1 *
=84 % sk 2o =89 - %
EZ 041 EZ 041 * 22 0
= k| % £ 04 A %
° i z i e}
£ 02 0.2 .
J J 0 -
0 0d 6h 3d24h 7d36h 0 0d 6h 3d24h 7d36h 0d 6h 3d24h 7d36h
Kb P ] Treatment time Kb PR ] Treatment time Kb PRI ] Treatment time

Kl 4 KAELLHFER ReCATs \ReSODs Fl ReCCS FE P M 13y (G I Fl ABA JHp 381 2635 7K 7
Fig. 4 Expression levels of ReCATs, RcSODs and RcCCS genes under cold and ABA treatment conditions by qRT-PCR

BERR AL TS e WoR 6 DN RA R IR (R 1) R MEGA7.0 # £ ReCATs A
A IR 57 5, D0 T B2 ) 2B (IR MR I i ReSODs (19 N-J E AL, 45 5 7R ReCAT 3P 54
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1 10" 102 103 104 1 102 103 104 1 10 102 103 10*

5 mmol-L! CoClz

10 mmol-L! CoCl2

-20°C/6 h

@ olo|

600 mmol-L! NaCl

20 mmol-L' Na2COs3

Kl 5 135235 ReCAT F1 ReSOD1 R () B R R A= 9 i 38 35 5 0 bt

Fig. 5 Yeast abiotic stress induction analysis of RcCAT and ReSOD1 overexpressions

1t ( Gossypium hirsutum ) WY it 1% 5 55 f T, 1
ReCAT1 5T 5 M Fh (¥ CAT 3 PR 33k 1% B9 45 0
RcSOD1 5 Bk M Bk ( Actinidia  chinensis ) % T,
ReSOD2 5l K ( Cucumis melo) 3T , ReSOD3 514
#i 45 ( Cucurbita pepo) 7 JN ( Momordica charantia )
WL R AR (K 2) .
2.3 RcCATs RcSODs 1 ReCCS B B AR 45 R 1%
FRiEEX

PRIAS [ B R i 4% 5 53— D RE A BB A AN ], S A
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TR HE D E R AR 21 57 R A K TR U P9 T 400 3 1) A
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B IR IR 25 AR K A L FAR ALY, ReCAT FEN Fr
hRA R R 2.5 BB EER T RERH
IX, 2920 0.6 Z247 5 1M1 ReCAT1 FEM i FiZErh ik 3
AR AR 1/5, ReSODs H& K it e ik 5 2 -
S ARARL, RIZEAR 55 25 v 2R3k s AR 1 AR i rp
FIKE, W ReSOD1 7EM i Tk E R ZEH 1 2
%, ReSOD2 Wik 4 f5 2247 ; ReSOD3 JER T p
TR 6.7 £i5 2560 3.7 %, ReCCS FEH 31k
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Fig. 7 Validation of interaction proteins for ReCAT
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LRIk — 2 23 M ReCATs  ReSODs Fl ReCCS 3 [H]
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i[RI Bt 5 ol 300 B (] 14 2iE R 3¢ B0 40 B B Y A
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Rz N2 A8 AR S 7R R T AR AR N T
5 LA R 2 v iy 38 it 52 M Oy Tk 4% T AR,

WA 58 22 ) T K AELL 5 K ReCATs  ReSODs Fil
ReCCS JEREARTR] ABA Kb BER [A] R AYF ki, &5
H IR ReCATs 14 W > B Bt 3R 35 A8 4k 58 4 R [l
ReCAT FEJWpE 24 h B R I3 3540 Lb T % B4 R B¢
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ReSODs BEHI 1) 3 S L 5 H, ReSOD1 B ABA Ji 38
BF ] 9 B 4 i T 98 28 3k X S X IR Y 40%,
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S
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AR 6 FhA R, % pYSE2.0 23 4% A0 e B 1R bk A=
KB | B BE /N A A R 1 BRI ReCAT



9 1 MG . VUK AELT 5K ReCATs 5 ReSODs 3K 7ol K g 43 B 1599
% 2 RcCAT 1 RcSOD1 EEAEEEEER
Table 2 Interaction genes function information of RcCAT and ReSOD1
R IF FEP RN
A
EHE  Gene O srpmmng
. . Gene -
Arabidopsis length ) Gene description
gene ID (bp) name
AT3G19860 1014 bHLH121 bHLH ¥% 5% [H F & §t &k {5 5 & 42 A9 3 2 41 5 3 4> bHLH transcription factors are important
components of the iron deficiency signaling pathway ( Lei et al., 2020)
AT2G23070 1299 CPCK2 ABA NS &, MIAR & & A0 FF 46 B (8] 400 i 49 T 8 Functions in ABA mediated suppression of
seed germination, lateral root development and flowering time ( Wang et al., 2014 )
AT5G50750 1095 RGP4 RGP4 ET] Wi 3 AL £ Ik RGP4 is a reversibly glycosylated polypeptide ( Rautengarten et al., 2011)
AT3G08850 4035 RAPTOR\B Y J0 3 40 W A K o 1z 8 57 49 o A Qi 77 17 & #EEEZEVE FH Plays a central role in the stimulation of
cell growth and metabolism in response to nutrients ( Salem et al., 2017)
AT5G11890 864 EMB WEABBLFE 3135 harpin 5% 898 (H fi EMBRYO DEFECTIVE 3135, harpin-induced protein
AT1G52030 1929 MBP2 AT RES 5 A 2 AR 0RO 8 B A8 R S DA B Ok B B 3 ) BE BT May be involved in
metabolizing glucosinolates and forming defense compounds to protect against herbivory
AT4G00660 1518 RHS 2% RNA f# i€ -8 RNA helicase-like 8 ( Huang et al., 2010)

ReSOD1 BRI B FHAPE R AR . RIRAL B 6 h 5, 253k
AR R 2L T AIERE ST, X ReCAT Fl ReSOD1
BREE /N o 8 A S RE % I o B g R K 2
HFEETE 1.6 3.2 mol - L' E BALK £ T 4%
P, (H S FE ReCAT F1 ReSOD1 A BR AT AT A5 48
e A v e L A — 1 AR A BB T 5 X T (R v
EAOEN I SEN ISP ORAE 4k 7 b A U E (¥t N 1P
ReCAT F1 ReSOD1 T kR 5% i /0N 5 R A, 7 43 i@ 0
Na, CO, 38 A5, X5 B 44 P A 52 M 241K
2.6 RcCAT #1 RcSOD1 BEEE ARG %

J T B — ST ReCATs F1 ReSODs M #Y 3
i, 3 XF ReCAT F1 ReSOD1 FL[R HEAT el , I ik
PUREIT SO, B SR 30 E I [ 00 1 R0 40 M B
K 6 Fr s, ¥ 4k pGBKT7-RcCAT Hl pGBKT7-
ReSOD1 (WY 7E SD/-Trp K535 5L FAEIE W
A4 {HTE SD/-Trp-His ¥iF & FIC A X BR
pGBKT7 7t SD/-Trp-His i 775 I 0L AE K, IEXT
7E SD/-Trp-His #5355 F1E % 242 K, % W] ReCAT Hl
ReSOD1 2 AT F 3400 16 M A AR i 24

T 0L T IR R SR O A R X A5 Al 5
UE, S T 4 N5 ReCAT HAEW B A LA | 7 5
} AtbHLH( AT3G19860) \AtCPCK2 ( AT2G23070) .
AtGRP4( AT5G50750) 1 AtRAPTOR1B( AT3G08850)
(E7);3 5 ReSOD1 H AR B0y 3L/, 43 ) J&
AtEMB ( AT5G11890 ) . AtMBP2 ( AT1G52030 ) #il
AtRHS ( ATAG00660) (& 8) . L rg I+ SC 4 $i 48 1 i
SR SE P T BB AR W2 2,

3 Wik 5 4k

T PRV A AR P9 IR 4 F, — 7 TREAE OE &
ST ATl A VR L RIIE IR A b H A 3 B
A 5 — 7 Y AN R B R A e A i S5 AR Y
JE 2R Gt b - 6 4 A B 0, DT 78 & 7 A R o
ROS, X} 40 i v i S Ak 45405, Bk ROS AR 15 5 43
Tl S 5 Y a4 R g, AEs b, 3k
ST ROS WEBRIEA T 2 4 CAT BEEE 3 4%
SOD R A 1 4% SOD #fEAR SN, 2l 3Rk %y
S B T 20 R A7 0 45 SR 6 B ReCATs F
S L W L NG 1B Vg 21 ) UK VAN W=k DA BB
FALYIEEAR Ot Z BRI A S R B RIR X S
FF FaCAT1 SEPR A1 M E 07 T ik A AL W il 4, FE
FEV AL BRI g R 2 T (SRS, 2006)
DA K ek /NAE CAT 2K A /KRG & 1 IR T e
4 2F ( Matsumura et al., 2002) 45 W9 WF 58 45 R —
., R, FaCAT1 J&—Fh 1 25t S 10 S0, A i
HERR 1 A A AR R ERR IS 5
BROGIFEIE H H, 0, 125 55 ( Willekens et al., 1995)
L, ReCATs BRI g dL [ 25 T KALLL 5 K6
WA FH RS A0 B 38 14 2%, BB, ReSOD2 Fil
ReCCS FENFEA LR IRF 7k AR B ABA Jiria
PRI R IR A 43 AT, HEDN ReCCS T BE R
SRR AR B AL 3 45 ReSOD2 ¥ HO A6 A 1
BB 4> ( Yamasaki et al., 2009) , 22 [q] 5 % %)
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HXT, ReSOD1 F1 ReSOD2 81 ¥4 45 1% Cu/Zn SOD,
ReSOD3 %ifith Fe SOD, {H ReSOD1 FEARIR i 3k
5 ReSOD3 #iL, 7 ABA i S F YR XS
ReSOD2 G 22 5 . XN HEMREE NHRIE 1)K FF OsSODs
FEWAETEZE MU A L, B[] — 28 0 35 R 7E ] — 3
Bi T RyFRIR WA A R (X ARSE, 2018) , 1B
ReSODs TERALLL 5¢ K AR Py 24 AT 1 18 S B 5 e A
it EACE AR DI RE LA TR AT

L K HE 3R R AR pYES2. 0, $F ReCAT Fi
ReSOD1 KPR 5 Y5 3k 5 35 T TR 119 8% B 8T A& INVSCI
W IR RS BTORLAE R X B 43 A HLAE S TR Ab BE R
YA KR K-, 85 50T WL ReCAT Fl ReSOD1 Y]
NV A B H, 0, HE 4 JE A A R ), BET
YLEE (2008 ) K5 L AT AEHI MnSOD i [H 55 A FERE |
PR T BB RS AR e I RE T
U ARSI RAELT St RIR N AT RE 552 5
ROS 73 (13 BRI p Bl = 1 X6 52 2% ) o0 5 31 455 ()
f, 9 UESE T CAT F1 SOD N AES ) 255
T B AEA 0 LAAERFA N ROS & 1 (141 ( Bk
LUE5E, 2008; XIFKHMEE, 2018), BLAb, FERE XY
AL R ReCAT 5 K B AEFE R 4N AthHLH121
ZHER S bHLH 2856 st A FE g ou R ik = i Al 5]
FewE AL, 4k M5 5 HLH38/39/100/101 FEH £k,
XUEE SN T gt ke 5 FIT — AL 3K 3) IRT1
FRO2 19 5 DX 1 B 3% DA 3G M2k (9 £ B (Lei et al.,
2020) . B—HAEER AlCPCK2 g [Tk s 25 i s
2, SRR AR U RE S Ser/Thr B R fb fiff , H:
TEPER] 32 BRI AR 5 0R 4 R i) 2 5 ABA JR#E
PR T B 09 85 & R4 A 2B K (Wang et al.,
2014; Kim et al., 2016) , i8] ReCAT 8%, ReSOD1 3,
AT 38 2 8 5 -8 RO B R AR R AR R AR
2% (0 HE ML T — 5T

KA SR A K L& F 5P 35 N 1 R iE %
YIMOG, ARFFRC R KALLL R ROS i 2 4
KA FEH ReCATs 1 ReSODs $E4T 230 B M43 M1, 4%
Mrae ], RAELL B R B ReCATs Hl ReSODs 3[R K
GAE AL B kA T a4k, Iz S SRR
ARKEE W ia oy SR AR, XA R A R
T T A R AR 1 5% R N N v J 00 45 R B 1) 3 P
1 B 5 ORI ZE A A B A i DR R 0 JHE A B 3 7
LRI AT IR AN IE, A B M RO Z RN T
IR AL 7= ML A FP AR, [5] B 32 = R 98 A
SN R AR A A AT AT
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