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Abstract: Drought and land salinization are inhibiting factors for the sustainable development of forestry, and the plants
will release volatile substances such as terpenoids during biological or non-biological stress. The 1-hydroxy-2-methyl-2-
(E) -buteny-4-pyrophosphate reductase is the terminal active enzyme of the MEP pathway, which provides precursor

terpenoids and has the main rate-limiting effect. In order to investigate whether HDR gene of Pinus massoniana is
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involved in stress response under drought and salt stress, the open reading frame of PmHDR gene was cloned, and

bioinformation, tissue specific expression and preliminary function were analyzed. The results were as follows: (1) The

coding region length of PmHDR gene is 1 458 bp, encoding 485 amino acids, and its encoded protein contains the core

sequence of LytB/IspH gene superfamily and PLN02821 multifunctional structural domain, which belongs to the HDR

family. (2) The PmHDR codon use preference was weak, with a preference for codons ending in A/U. Nicotiana

tabacum, Arabidopsis thaliana and Saccharomyces cerevisiae were more suitable as its heterologous expression

receptors. (3) Results of qRT-PCR showed that the PmHDR gene was most highly expressed in old needles of Pinus

massoniana, followed by young needles, young stem and old stem and least expressed in root. (4) The gene expression

vector pBI121-PmHDR was constructed and transformed into Arabidopsis thaliana. The transgenic A. thaliana showed

greater resistance to drought and salt stress. These results indicate that PmHDR is involved in plant response and

regulation to drought and salt stress, and provide some theoretical supports for Pinus massoniana stress-resistance

breeding.
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DNAMAN #k 4 & 3 PmHDR ¢ 5 £ 519, 43 51 R
PmHDR-F (5'-ATGCCTTCGAGCCTCAGCTTTGC-3")
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DL i Sy 345 19 S B A1 ¢DNA 2F — 55 M B AR i A7
PCR SR, 938 A R BBl 50 L, 40455 & O
it 20 pL, FIEFITIES 145 1 pl, cDNA 2.5 pL,
ddH,0 25.5 L, PCR JZ W #2 )% .95 °C Tl 45 % 3
min;95 CZF 1 15 5,60 CiB Kk 45 5,72 CIiEAH 1
min, 3£ 35 MEH ;72 CHEH 5 min, PCR $7 3=
Yy 2 35 A A BE S VK R U, ] Gel DNA
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Table 1  Online softwares and websites of
bioinformatics analysis
2 1
REATE gy ik
Online Websit Applicati
software ebsite pplication
BLAST https://blast. ncbi. nlm. nih. gov/ ¥4I HLXT
Blast.cgi Sequence alignment
ExPASy-  https://web.expasy.org/ protparam AT BT
ProtParam Physicochemical
property analysis
ExPasy- https ://web.expasy.org/ protscale SRBLAKAE S BT
ProtScale Hydrophilic
analysis
NCBI-CD  https://www. ncbi. nlm. nih. gov/  PR5FESHPIRAAT

Conservative
domain analysis

Structure/ edd/ wrpsb.cgi

Cell-PLoc 2.0 http://www. csbio. sjtu. edu. en/ W 20 8 & fiL
bioinf/ Cell-PLoc-2 T
Prediction of
subcellular
localization
SOPMA https ; //npsa-prabi.ibep. fr/cgi-bin/ 2R &5HI TN
npsa _ automat. pl? page = npsa _  Secondary
sopma.html structure
prediction
Phyre 2 http://www. sbg. bio. ic. ac. uk/ — =Z&EHITM
phyre2 Tertiary structure
prediction
TMHMM 2.0  http://www.chs.dtu.dk/services/ s A
TMHMM Transmembrane
structure analysis
SignalP 5.0  http://www.cbs.dtu.dk/services/ &5 KT
SignalP-5.0 Signal peptide
analysis
NetPhos 3.1 http://www.cbs.dtu.dk/services/ WAL T

NetPhos Phosphorylation

site analysis

YinOYang 1.2 http://www.cbs.dtu.dk/services/ O-H 1 Ak 7 45
YinOYang AT
0-glycosylation
site analysis

NetNGlye 1.0 http://www.cbs.dtu.dk/services/ N 3 Ak 37 A5
NetNGlyc 53t
N-glycosylation
site analysis
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W ORI S PmHDR S F5) 4§ Fl Primier
5.0 it 9t %% E i PCR (qPCR) 519 q-
PmHDR-F(5'-AGAAATCGCAGAGCAGAA-3") F1 ¢-
PmHDR-R ( 5'-CAACGCCTCCTCATCCTT-3"), LA
TUA ( GenBank: KM496535. 1) i N & 3 [H, H
SYBR Green #47 5L 98 Y0 Rk 7 #r . S by 44
ZIL 10 wL, 4 cDNA B 1 pL, b FiFs1 ¥4
0.2 pL, SYBR Green Real-time PCR Master Mix
(2x)5 pL, L H /K 3.6 wL, qPCR 52 W fE ABI
StepOne Plus 7652 it PCR X _E i AT , 521N A% 74l
W25 75 195 CTUEME 30 5595 CAEME S5 5,60 C
B KFEAH 30 5,40 YAGIR, 70 5B E 3 W/EY) %
RN 3 WH AR E &, PCR I 45 o 5 3547 465 ik il
ZeorHr . ffEH] SPSS 26 B AF AT EUE 3 B IFAE K
KB E ZEIWRES T EHNRLIZEEZR T
FE
1.2.5 AR &K HAME  [HH pBI121-GUS kL
VB BAZRIB AR AR U 5 753 2 1) PmHDR 3
75, 1k £E BamH 1 Fl Sac T PAANEEIIA 45, 1T 2=
BRE 1% 65 7 B A U 8 5 5 B B 519
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ATGCCTTCGAGCCTCAGCTT-3') F1 PmHDR-Sacl-R
(5'-CGATCGGGGAAATTCGAGCTCCCGTCTGCAACGC
CTCCT-3"), DL L ¥y cDNA & — i Jy 54 ok 47
PCR 34 | 38 1o By g W 458 Ji Hha A 00 7 4y I & A
KN, YT DA 21 5 B VAL 551 PmHDR 5 [
ORF F B,

FHFR ] % 2 @& N Y] i BamH T H1 Sac I Xf
pBI121-GUS Bk #E 47 X EG U1, K il U1 I 1 B ki 1)
WIS , 5 PmHDR 3 R BE i #2, IF 5r BV §4 1k
Trelief " 5o KIGHTFIE, T & RABEE R 1Y LB [& {455
Ik BRI, YRR T VR #E1T PCR FHPEAG I
W PHE A sE B B 5 2% 2 R o R E R Ay
AR A AT, IF i H R 8 2 K BT R
pBI121-PmHDR
1.2.6 A5 # A0 ok iy I o phaa 4 32 FH H 4 R
VR AR AT, B R B SR B M B %, AE P 1R
YUk AL R I . WO g I A IR 75%
CEEFN 20% R S TR B1H 28, ¥ SRR R E & F7 50
mg + mL” Kana HA F A9 MS EARE 53 F 740
PR, KB RIF WP T iR 2
I LRSI R o i) R A BT AR AL R DR 4D R
SRR VR A e e A W R
A R 2N w4 77 19 FastPure® Plant DNA Isolation
PEHC I K4 DNA, I DL H S B A, ] PmHDR-
BamHI-F il PmHDR-Sacl-R (5| %), #17 PCR ¥~
Wkt PmHDR ¥ B PL RS O, HE O 1
W, RERFE IR T,

A3 S BE 2 50 mmol - L NaCl F145 5.10,50
100 mmol - L' D-mannitol ) MS [ 1455 35 5 | ¥ 57
A PRI A 5 TR AU P T T 3 S 0 ol SRR A G AR A
b B R FR IR R 20 DR, BEFR 10 d A, W
FAUF AT K 2F S AR KRB, MRS 3% 37 3 o Bk ke
10 2 & ZF LR I, D 6 O i s LR AR 4 il
FH RStudio #A4 X AR £ G 474397

2 XRS50

2.1 PmHDR & E 5 & X FF 51 bk 34

P HGERTS PmHDR LR th[a] Fr BOF A, KN
1 458 bp, 5N HEEER Ik 25 AR (B 1)

i 73 NCBI f9 Blastn 7828 4K 4, % PmHDR &
P55 HoAth oy Fp 47 Hexd o 25 2% o, 3
H 5 R I F5 5 PmHDR A E & T 85%,

M X% DNA Marker, 1 12 {03 PmHDR £,
M represents DNA Marker, 1 and 2 represent PmHDR genes.

B 1 PmHDR w8 5 EZ kN R
Fig. 1

Electrophoresis results of intermediate
fragment of PmHDR

ﬁ%”y{ljﬂ‘?ﬁ&(Pinus densiflora) \J(iEWA(P taeda)
Mz A2 ( Picea glauca) (L 3E =42 ( P. sitchensis) Fl
H A P& 48 ( Larix kaempferi) , v o5 # F1KCHE
(¥ IDS1 FE K 5 PmHDR JE P 51 A 8L B2 7€ 98%
[

i 3 NCBI Y Blastp £ Z8 54X PmHDR H)%,
B IT AT X, 45 5 WoR PmHDR 5 83 F | K
FE A B 28 B e S AR B i, 72 97 % LA |, 5t
Kokl HAREH ARAE IS (Morus notabilis) |
YN & IR ( Macadamia integrifolia) . 5 Bk ( Juglans
regia) JAAL (Ananas comosus) 25 ¥ Fh 0 A7 DL
BIE T 78% , Bl HDR PR 7E i Ak ik 2 v dse hy I
5o Y PmHDR 5 R T 5 AR AL B 45 v 1 L
AW, d i DNAMAN #PF BEA T 2 25 W 7 91 e
(F2), 4558 % PmHDR & IER T 5 5 HAbY)
T —B0, 25 A 4 AR AT Y 2 D 20 R 5% B 1 1 7
AU, Lu 45 (2008 ) WF 58 K B X 2L 3% YA S AT RES 5
PEAL I R B B T A
2.2 PmHDR BJEWEBF S
2.2.1 BO—BEMBEEWR S PmHDR 4
A F B F 2N ChpsHig Nesy 04,8y, FRIR 41 F
itk 54.55 kD, B AL RN 5.98, 1 485 DR
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BRHS Pinus massoniana (UIBO19LLY) ... .. ... ... .............. MPSSLSFAAVCRPEAVGPRTLSNGRGSLY TADSSATLS TRLTRAMQPDVCRNLKLRRT 58
ZAh P..densiflora (ACC54560.1) ., s s v 5 s smones siws 5t wovie 35 MHSSLSFAAVCRPEAVGPRTLSNGRGSSV TADSSATLS TRLTRAMQPDVCRNLKLRRT 58
KHAEAD P. taeda (ABO26587.1) ... .. ... ........ ..., MHSSLSFAAACRPEAAGPRTLSNGHGSSV TADSSATLSTRLTRAMQPDVCRNLKLRRT 58
JL3EZEAS Piceassitchensis (ACNA0284.1) . ... ... .................. MSFSLSFAVVCRPEALRPRALSNGHGNSA TWDSSAMLGTRLTRAMEADVCRNLQLRRT 58
HAHEIAR Larix kaempferi (AHA44832.1) ... ... ... ...ocoooeeeii... MSSSVSFAVVCRPEAVGPRALSNGHGNSVVWDSSATLG IRSTRAVQADVCRKLKLGRT 58
A Ginkgo biloba (ABB78088.1) .. ... ... ceveveevnee.. ... MACSCSFAVVCSSEPAASRPVSNGQGNPVKRDSSATLGTKLPCGLRTEGWRRLKVRQG 58
REL Ananas comosus (OAY 84506.1) .. ... ... . ... ... ... ..l MAFSTQLARFSP. . GLLVPGAGTGP. . . . RARPGARTPVSVRCAAAP. AGAGDG 47
JIIZ& Morus notabilis (XP 010096225.1) MAHNYLALSSTLGIKYAPLPSLASVHHSLLSCAPPPMATAFQLCRIPTRTDLELPETES. . . ... ... [ERCRKPLSVRCS....... GDS 74
WU Macadamia integrifolia (XP_042478976.1) ... ... ..cooiiiiiiiiiiiii i, MATSLQFSRESIRTDIFE. PENGTVE. . . . Q§. ERCRKPFSVRCS DS 41
Witk Juglans regia (XP_O18836948.1) .. ....unssecvvs cvns amnmsme v vos o VMATSLQLCRIPTRTDLFSPESLSGP. . . . RA. LNSRRPLSVRCV. . ... .. DS 42
Consensus m s sfa verpea pr lsng gs v dssa 1 rlpravr dver lklgrt
RS Pinus massoniana (UIBO1911.1) QVRSDABRPSAVDSHTG. . K| ITLH 146
#AR P. densiflora (ACC54560.1) QVRSDAAPSAVGSHTG. . TENYNRIG I(III\I ETLERMNYEY 146
KAt P. taeda (ABO26587.1) QVRCDAAPSAVDSHTG. . K \&\R!(xl"(I{I\HETIE D E\' ) 146
L3 £ Picea sitchensis (ACN40284.1) QVRCDAAPSAVDSATG. . K ¢ ) 146
HAHEIAS Larix kaempferi (AHA44832.1) KVRCDAAPSAVDSATG. . E KE 146
3 Ginkgo biloba (ABB78088. 1) TVRCDAAPSTVDSATDAE K 148
WAL Ananas comosus (OAY 84506.1) SAAAAAAAAAATALDS. . B SHK] 135
JIIZ& Morus notabilis (XP010096225.1) S. ... SASSPFVAVES. . {GFGHKSETLEBMYAE 158
W IR Macadamia integrifolia (XP_042478976.1) SV. .. QAAAAAGAVES. . RIGF .HI\HLTLL N 126
Bk Juglans regia (XP_018836948.1) SS. .. TSSSSSVAVDS. . “GHKBE 127
Consensus  vr daapsavds tg
K Pinus massoniana (UIB01911.1) [ OF TNEIRIHNPTVNARLECMAREE 1 Pl / i SEQ I CPWVS 236
HAR P. densiflora (ACC54560.1) [N\ {QF ITNEIRIHN IQTEDIREVM ) TADTTCPWVS 236
KIAA P. taeda (ABO26587.1) (QFP ITNEARIH) QT EDIBFVMEE SID ¢ MDTT( PV S AT
L35 A2 Picea sitchensis (ACN40284.1) [N(INGINONY I ) QTEDIFVMEE / SO TIDEISS| V 5 236
HAHMAS Larix kaempferi (AHA44832.1) A (QFPRIEIWIITNE PTVNERLEGMAIEDD 1 Pl ; 00 [IDENG v 236
A Ginkgo biloba (ABB78088. 1) 'EARKQF I\YTNEIRIHN QIBKDIK T EDY 3 ; MARIL) v 5 238
AL Ananas comosus (OAY 84506.1) 'EARKQF WITNEARIHNP TV IEVK: V - .IVDTTLPW 5 225
JI|Z& Morus notabilis (XP 010096225.1) {QFP I SARIHNPTV 7 D B K M NKNVET\DTTCPWVS 248
RN Macadamia integrifolia (XP_ 042478976.1) CQFPIY I ) ) S g 216
Wbk Juglans regia (XP_018836948.1) | 217
Consensus
LM Pinus massoniana (UIBO1911.1) 326
A P. densiflora (ACC54560.1) 326
KHEAA P. taeda (ABO26587.1) 326
b ZAS Picea sitchensis (ACN40284.1) 3926
HAHEMAS Larix kaempferi (AHA44832.1) 326
A Ginkgo biloba (ABB78088. 1) 398
&L Ananas comosus (OAY 84506.1) 315
NIl Morus notabilis (XP 010096225.1) 338
M IE S Macadamia integrifolia (XP_ 042478976.1) 306
IRk Juglans regia (XP_018836948.1) 307
Consensus
RN Pinus massoniana (UIBO1911.1) 416
AR P. densiflora (ACC54560.1) 416
KAEAS P. taeda (ABO26587.1) 116
b ZzA2 Picea sitchensis (ACN40284.1) 416
HAH M Larix kaempferi (AHA44832.1) 416
A Ginkgo biloba (ABB78088. 1) 418
&L Ananas comosus (OAY 84506.1) 405
JII 2 Morus notabilis (XP 010096225.1) 428
TR Macadamia integrifolia (XP_042478976.1) 396
Bk Juglans regia (XP_018836948.1) 397
Consensus
LM Pinus massoniana (UIBO1911.1) [IR GPG GELVEBKIENWLPHG £ ' JK VERKMTADBEAMRTY. . . .. 485
HAR P. densiflora (ACC54560.1) | ¢ SELVEK ¢ ¢ ( . 485
JHiRA P taeda (ABO26587.1) ] 485
L3 Z45 Picea sitchensis (ACN40284.1) | 485
HAHMHS Larix kaempferi (AHA44832.1) | 485
A Ginkgo biloba (ABB78088. 1) 487
AL Ananas comosus (OAY 84506.1) [ ¢ \ ( 2 A s 474
JI|Z& Morus notabilis (XP 010096225.1) | ARIGPG Y /RKIINWLPRGPIBI 1 G STPDKR ADLIRBEAIRNLA. . . .. 497
R F Macadamia integrifolia (XP_042478976.1) | : /BKIINWLPRIG q KIRD TIGRBEAIRNLY. . . . . 465
Wbk Juglans regia (XP_018836948.1) [ ( F ( | 466
Consensus \\1d§9kr1gpp,nr]ayklqhgelvekem\lptgplklgltﬁgaxtpdklledx lkvvfkmkdeealq v

B 6 XTI LA Rb Y SRR 7 91 58 2 — B0, B 6 KR R EUHE IR e 91 g BE AR 7 IR R 0 5 1 68 X I RR R R 7 971 22
BR, ARFEPEABRIRSEIR T A5,
The dark blue regions represent complete amino acid sequence identity for several species, the pink regions represent highly conserved amino acid

sequences, and the light blue and white regions represent highly divergent amino acid sequences. A represents conserved cysteine residues.

B 2 PmHDR EESEDR 55 Hith ey BRI e 33

Fig. 2 Amino acid homology alignment of PmHDR gene from Pinus massoniana and other species

FEFR AL B, AL 71 A 1 Ha for  FE PR BRI AN 65 > IR (Lys) , i MEIEFRAY 9.3% ; &2 i /D)
IEH AR R, ZEAP ST ERZ AR B ERR (Cys) AU 1.4% (K 3:A) . FHHENE
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Fig. 3 Amino acid compositions of protein encoded by PmHDR
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Fig. 4 Bioinformatics analysis of protein encoded by PmHDR
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Fig. 5 Prediction of secondary structure of protein encoded by PmHDR
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&2 PmHDR ERMEXNEXEZERTERE
Table 2 RSCU of PmHDR gene

IR T peoy  TEC BUE Hel AR T ooy T IS He
Amino acid Codon Number Frequency  Fraction Amino acid  Codon Number Frequency Fraction
HER Ala GCA 1.87 14 28.807 0.467 % Pro CCA 2.25 9 18.519  0.562

GCC 0.53 4 8.230 0.133 cce 0.00 0 0.000  0.000
GCG 0.27 2 4.115 0.067 CCG 0.00 0 0.000  0.000
GCU 1.33 10 20.576 0.333 cCu 1.75 7 14.403  0.438
LR Cys UGCe 0.86 3 6.173 0.429 BB Gln - CAA 0.93 7 14.403  0.467
UGU 1.14 4 8.230 0.571 CAG 1.07 8 16.461  0.533
KA Asp GAC 0.37 5 10.288 0.185 K2 Arg AGA 2.70 9 18.519  0.450
GAU 1.63 22 45.267 0.815 AGG 1.80 6 12.346  0.300
A Glu GAA 1.27 28 57.613 0.636 CGA 0.30 1 2.058  0.050
GAG 0.73 16 32.922 0.364 CGC 0.60 2 4.115  0.100
HKNERR Phe  UUC 0.44 4 8.230 0.222 CGG 0.00 0 0.000  0.000
uuu 1.56 14 28.807 0.778 CGU 0.60 2 4.115  0.100
H R Cly GGA 2.06 16 32.922 0.516 225 Ser AGC 1.16 6 12.346  0.194
GGC 0.13 1 2.058 0.032 AGU 1.74 9 18.519  0.290
GGG 0.65 5 10.288 0.161 UCA 1.94 10 20.576  0.323
GGU 1.16 9 18.519 0.290 uce 0.39 2 4.115  0.065
2R His CAC 0.67 3 6.173 0.333 UucG 0.19 1 2.058  0.032
CAU 1.33 6 12.346 0.667 ucu 0.58 3 6.173  0.097
SESEIR Lle AUA 0.75 8 16.461 0.250 JR %R Thr ACA 1.11 10 20.576  0.278
AUC 0.56 6 12.346 0.188 ACC 0.22 2 4.115  0.056
AUU 1.69 18 37.037 0.562 ACG 0.56 5 10.288  0.139
AR Met  AUG 1.00 12 24.691 1.000 ACU 2.11 19 39.095  0.528
TR Lys AAA 1.02 23 47.325 0.511 GER Trp UGG 1.00 8 16.461  1.000
AAG 0.98 22 45.267 0.489 M Val  GUA 1.03 9 18.519  0.257
SR Leu CUA 0.34 2 4.115 0.057 GUC 0.23 2 4.115  0.057
cuc 0.51 3 6.173 0.086 GUG 1.26 11 22.634  0.314
CUG 0.86 5 10.288 0.143 GUU 1.49 13 26.749  0.371
CUU 2.06 12 24.691 0.343 4%/ Tyr  UAC 0.55 3 6.173  0.273
UUA 0.34 2 4.115 0.057 UAU 1.45 8 16.461  0.727
uuG 1.89 11 22.634 0.314 * UAA 0.00 0 0.000  0.000
RABEE Asn - AAC 0.87 10 20.576 0.435 UAG 1.00 1 2.058  1.000
AAU 1.13 13 26.749 0.565 UGA 0.00 0 0.000  0.000
o TRILFERXBH T RSCU>1; « FRLIEEMT,
Note: The underline indicates that the RSCU of the condon>1; #* indicates the stop codon.
2.5 BB AME TR 4 K T SEIX 6 MAHE IR IR T, TR S 42580
P 5 DR 0L O T B A AR % Kana $TAE R | D-mannitol FII NaCl 43 51 XF 8 55 7+ 47 T

() MS AR IR 3L BTk, R e O P e R A Fbaa AR Mran b R F B AR RURT PmHDR 55
KEF WO E R EE R P aksisi gz 2~3 SR ITF 720 B S 76 & A A D-mannitol
JAJE AT F U (B 9) A5 R WoR P B 8 #%  FI NaCl 19 MS &35 57 56 B35 5% 10 d, WAL IF il
IR T A 6 RRAC DN ZS oM BHPE, IR SR P IR T AR A F RO (K 10)
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&3 PmHDR 5HHEXYMERAZBTEREFELR

Table 3 Comparison of codon usage preference between PmHDR and other model organisms

IR IT o0 RSP 1 KIGFFA
AHEER EILER AR A A4 WAL b DR PmHDR  PmHDR  PmHDR
Aminn aoid Codon  PmHDR  Arabidopsis Nicotiana  Saccharomyces  Escherichia A N s e
thaliana tabacum cerevisiae coli
(Ar) (M) (Sc) (Ec)

KNEM Phe  UUU 28.81 21.80 25.10 26.10 22.20 1.32 1.15 1.10 1.30
uuc 8.23 20.70 18.00 18.40 15.90 0.40 0.46 0.45 0.52

SLE W Leu UUA 4.12 12.70 13.40 26.20 13.80 0.32 0.31 0.16 0.30
uuG 22.63 20.90 22.30 27.20 13.00 1.08 1.01 0.83 1.74

CUU 24.69 24.10 24.00 12.30 11.40 1.02 1.03 2.01 2.17

cuc 6.17 16.10 12.30 5.40 10.50 0.38 0.50 1.14 0.59

CUA 4.12 9.90 9.40 13.40 3.90 0.42 0.44 0.31 1.06

CcuG 10.29 9.80 10.20 10.50 51.10 1.05 1.01 0.98 0.20

SRR lle AUU 37.04 21.50 27.80 30.10 29.70 1.72 1.33 1.23 1.25
AUC 12.35 18.50 13.90 17.20 23.90 0.67 0.89 0.72 0.52

AUA 16.46 12.60 14.00 17.80 5.50 1.31 1.18 0.92 2.99

B2 R Met AUG 24.69 24.50 25.00 20.90 27.20 1.01 0.99 1.18 0.91
B RN Gln CAA 14.40 19.40 20.70 27.30 14.70 0.74 0.70 0.53 0.98
CAG 16.46 15.20 15.00 12.10 29.40 1.08 1.10 1.36 0.56

{6 53R Trp UGG 16.46 12.50 12.20 10.40 15.30 1.32 1.35 1.58 1.08
i W2 Val GUU 26.75 27.20 26.80 22.10 18.10 0.98 1.00 1.21 1.48
Guc 4.12 12.80 11.10 11.80 14.80 0.32 0.37 0.35 0.28

GUA 18.52 9.90 11.40 11.80 10.90 1.87 1.62 1.57 1.70

GUG 22.63 17.40 16.70 10.80 26.20 1.30 1.36 2.10 0.86

225 R Ser AGU 18.52 14.00 13.30 14.20 9.40 1.32 1.39 1.30 1.97
AGC 12.35 11.30 10.00 9.80 16.00 1.09 1.23 1.26 0.77

ucu 6.17 25.20 20.00 23.50 8.70 0.24 0.31 0.26 0.71

uce 4.12 11.20 10.20 14.20 8.90 0.37 0.40 0.29 0.46

UCA 20.58 18.30 17.60 18.70 8.10 1.12 1.17 1.10 2.54

UcG 2.06 9.30 5.30 8.60 8.80 0.22 0.39 0.24 0.23

I Z MR Pro CCU 14.40 18.70 18.70 13.50 7.20 0.77 0.77 1.07 2.00
cce 0.00 5.30 6.60 6.80 5.60 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

CCA 18.52 16.10 19.80 18.30 8.40 1.15 0.94 1.01 2.20

CCG 0.00 8.60 5.00 5.30 22.40 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

PR Thr ACU 39.10 17.50 20.30 20.30 9.10 2.23 1.93 1.93 4.30
ACC 4.12 10.30 9.70 12.70 22.80 0.40 0.42 0.32 0.18

ACA 20.58 15.70 17.40 17.80 8.10 1.31 1.18 1.16 2.54

ACG 10.29 7.70 4.50 8.00 15.00 1.34 2.29 1.29 0.69

AR Ala GCU 20.58 28.30 31.20 21.20 15.40 0.73 0.66 0.97 1.34
GCC 8.23 10.30 12.50 12.60 25.20 0.80 0.66 0.65 0.33

GCA 28.81 17.50 23.10 16.20 20.70 1.65 1.25 1.78 1.39
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gx3
IR IT o8 AP T B KIGFFH
IR T LA XA ek WA b DR PmHDR  PmHDR  PmiDR
Amino aoid Codon  PmHDR  Arabidopsis Nicotiana  Saccharomyces  Escherichia A N s e
thaliana tabacum cerevisiae coli
(Ar) () (Sc) (Ec)
GCG 4.12 9.00 5.80 6.20 32.30 0.46 0.71 0.66 0.13
SR Tyr UAU 16.46 14.60 17.80 18.80 16.50 1.13 0.92 0.88 1.00
UAC 6.17 13.70 13.50 14.80 12.30 0.45 0.46 0.42 0.50
HE R His CAU 12.35 13.80 13.40 13.60 12.80 0.89 0.92 0.91 0.96
CAC 6.17 8.70 8.70 7.80 9.40 0.71 0.71 0.79 0.66
RAEWERE Asn AAU 26.75 22.30 28.00 35.70 19.20 1.20 0.96 0.75 1.39
AAC 20.58 20.90 17.90 24.80 21.70 0.98 1.15 0.83 0.95
MR Lys AAA 47.33 30.80 32.60 41.90 34.00 1.54 1.45 1.13 1.39
AAG 45.27 32.70 33.50 30.80 11.00 1.38 1.35 1.47 4.12
KA Asp GAU 45.27 36.60 36.90 37.60 32.80 1.24 1.23 1.20 1.38
GAC 10.29 17.20 16.90 20.20 19.20 0.60 0.61 0.51 0.54
A A Glu GAA 57.61 34.30 36.00 45.60 39.30 1.68 1.60 1.26 1.47
GAG 32.92 32.20 29.40 19.20 18.70 1.02 1.12 1.71 1.76
FPEER Cys UGU 8.23 10.50 9.80 8.10 5.20 0.78 0.84 1.02 1.58
UGC 6.17 7.20 7.20 4.80 6.40 0.86 0.86 1.29 0.96
HEM Gly GGU 18.52 22.20 22.30 23.90 24.20 0.83 0.83 0.77 0.77
GGC 2.06 9.20 11.20 9.80 28.10 0.22 0.18 0.21 0.07
GGA 32.92 24.20 23.20 10.90 8.90 1.36 1.42 3.02 3.70
GGG 10.29 10.20 10.50 6.00 11.80 1.01 0.98 1.71 0.87
K2R Arg CGU 4.12 9.00 7.50 6.40 20.20 0.46 0.55 0.64 0.20
CGC 4.12 3.80 3.90 2.60 20.80 1.08 1.06 1.58 0.20
CGA 2.06 6.30 5.30 3.00 3.80 0.33 0.39 0.69 0.54
CGG 0.00 4.90 3.70 1.70 6.20 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
AGA 18.52 19.00 16.00 21.30 2.90 0.97 1.16 0.87 6.39
AGG 12.35 11.00 12.20 9.20 1.80 1.12 1.01 1.34 6.86
* UAA 0.00 0.90 1.10 1.10 2.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
UAG 2.06 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.30 4.12 4.12 4.12 6.86
UGA 0.00 1.20 1.00 0.70 1.10 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

I FTRIGFREWETHAPELZRER,; « FREILFED T,

Note; The underline indicates that the codon usage frequency is quite different; * indicates the stop codon.

GESRBW FEIEW R SR A (A kb ) R 5L 77.06% , 55 5L R B w9 OF B IR AR K 4
LRI B IR AR K R F B AR R o7, B2 5% 11.03%.7.40% .21.88% .59.09% .20.10% , TE D-
AN, 52 MI, % 5.10.50 100 mmol - L' D-  mannitol Fl NaCl 31 4b B F | %% 5£ R 400 1 77 4 iR
mannitol F1 50 mmol - L' NaCl &b 3 5 L 5g I+ 4= K FRA I 35 R T B A AU R 7, o BH 7 5 TR 400 R ST
RN FEEE (3 ), Hoh B AR BRI ES JF S R 52 D-mannitol F1 NaCl 138 52 0w /N | X6 52 Fi 3k il
AR AF B8/ 35.49% 39.26% 53.59% . 77.08% . BRI E R BT (B 1)
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Fig. 8 Tissue specific expression of PmHDR gene
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WT. Wild Arabidopsis thaliana; 1-8. Transgenic A. thaliana.

3 W54 ®

R RME R AR Y REE .
St ZRE AL — 2 AE R A KR R
Bl e f ok 8 b B0 AR, 1R 21 AR
(E)-T -4 0 W2 4 I i (HDR) 25 5k &
Y& B MEP 38 4% 10 2 v 1% 4 i, 2 AT B2 A i iA
Y A E LR EAEH . MIRF S R T 5
FVER W 36 1) e N, AR SCAFE 5T 9 e B T PmHDR 3
B, mi2E A& W AW & il MEP 38 42 I Ui G 4 il
()i JE P PmDXS F1 PmDXR . 4 5 72 [ Fl 43
Mr KB B —ERE LS5 T 5 RMXE
A WA R R ( ZE5E,2021 5 R R 2021)

PmHDR & [ 7] e 7E — & 2 B b A2 ik 5 B
A & F M B R a #R, A SCF 5 R B
PmHDR RN BE 1 458 bp, 4 485 & K,
H it & & LyeB/IspH 9 X % B0 F

o N el v

B9 FERERIEIT PCR

Fig. 9 PCR detection of transgenic Arabidopsis thaliana

FIF1 PLN02821 ZUJREL5 5, J& T HDR F %, iX
YA PmHDR 1S S 2RI G LD &
W, X7 PmHDR & S T &5 i, A iz &1 &
B o MRS AUl S GRah R R B s,
S AR b % HDR & 145 A AH L5 4 A PR SF Y
I R A% L T RE AL T A I R A A AR

R ST I R 1) A Ak R0 DN T 22 5 A 5 A0 i Y
) S A i s oy (X T 4, 2017)

MR AR Y HDR 31K 32 ik f T et 75 2
R 4l 0 e P G =B B 2 Ak A W ) 28 LR T g
BT X 1 AT A A RN BGSIE L AS WF 9 45 R kR
PmHDR R TE 5 BAA S AN HSUh 48 £k B E
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PmHDR
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PmHDR

5 mmol-L "' D-mannitol

PmHDR
10 mmol-L ' D-mannitol . 1 Y v \f y ; Y
) J

¥

50 mmol-L ™' D-mannitol

100 mmol-L ™' D-mannitol

50 mmol-L™' NaCl

WT. B AR RIIF ; PmHDR. $HERRIF . T,
WT. Wild Arabidopsis thaliana; PmHDR. Transgenic A. thaliana. The same below.

10 AREAETHEFERRKR

Fig. 10  Growth of Arabidopsis thaliana in different treatments
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Root length (cm)
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50 mmol-L™" 100 mmol-L™" 50 mmol-L"
D-mannitol D-mannitol NaCl

a6 Ak

CK 5mmol-L"' 10 mmol-L"
D-mannitol D-mannitol

Stress treatment

sx Ze7n P<0.01, ##% F/R P<0.001,
#% indicates P<0.01, ##+* indicates P<0.001.
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Fig. 11 Root length of Arabidopsis thaliana radicle under different treatments

2k B U T AR AL, R S it 4
ERZE TEMR b Rk g R, X5 8RR
KA 5, 2015) F1H 2 ( Dioscorea esculenta) ( Wang
et al., 2012) " HDR W) IR FRAE R AL, TidE
HoAt AF 58 B 1 AN [l 25 2R 40, AR SR
(Chen et al., 2010) #, HDR R 76 4% 1k B B
5, RLIR Z s FEZETL ( Gentiana macrophylla) ( 4+ 3C
%5,2015) W HDR FEH 7R A6 b Rk K- B & & T
HAZHZ, MIAEARL 25 b 30K 28 5 R W 3 5 TR 4R
15 ( Ginkgo biloba) (Lu et al., 2008) F11% i% ( Hevea
brasiliensis ) ( Sando et al., 2008) &8 ,HDR FRTERR
eIk ) ) 2 TR, XU HDR FEIAE
AN TRIAE ) v 1Y) 2% 36 A8 2 3R 0k i AE AR B K 22
S, X AT RESE N FE AN RIAE Y b AR AR BT 7 2R
(TG A0 G P 288 B VR R (] 3 TS BOH T g
FNE T 22 5, PR T AN [/l ) F e HDR 45 28
A5 AR5 i 1 G B R DY A B 5 R A AN
MR Xt F 28 g0 (& 3C %, 2015) | 30t

(Artemisia argyi) ( X\ P 16 5%, 2017) . P+ 2 (Salvia
miltiorrhiza)) (FEHL PR 5 2013 ) %5 25 I AH 9 3k 0t
il 248 Sl AT A ) e L A A2 LA xt
7] ( Vitis vinifera) (BRRMAE, 2023) K i3,
IR R A RN EE TR AR
B2 T R AR

Xof R i G Ve R AT 3 B, AN A B TR A
Uiee AR B RO, I8 A B TR A 1S 1Y 1
F, $a v AR R IR SRR (R B WIS, 2007) , A
WFFEXT T FE My PmHDR 3 [H] (1) %5 18 1 fi 4 A 2t
17T RGO, 45 9 K B PmHDR H& A1 4 15 55 1
B X} CCA ,AGA .GGA (ACU 1 CUU 5 1% 15 1)
Ptk AR i, T s B I 20 R 7Y CCC L, CCG il 4 i
Arg ) CGG BT FIHEA 2S5 PmHDR 51K 1) #
PRI R, ENC . CAL FOP EZANS 8 WoR, PmHDR
LRI X6 9% i~ 114 356 % Ml 2 P 55, 3 PT RE - BOH: 4
T 2E 28K FBA%, PmHDR 3 [ %5 1% 1 Y
GC 1 GC3s & 43 514 39.92% Ml 34.77% , it W]



232 |1 I G/

44 ¥

HBM TR A/T SR, X — 4R 5E SRR
SR i G AR 3 00 oA AT BB Y 2 65 1 Y
HE(CRIERSE ) 20205 M H S, 2022),

T 15 s [ 8 5 A6 7 & 00 5 8 A7 A M B
AR GE A, Har Y T aE 5L B o A L RE T A
B Ak, AR PmHDR %M 1 % 4 1
T PR3 43 ) 5 00 P O AR R TR % B RN KR
B S AR ) b 0 3 DR AL R AT R B AT, e BRM LR
TR EIRZRBERS, B EERBERGE T
EAVER PmHDR 3R 1) 3Kk RS, 76 PmHDR 3%
TR AT R 50 UE 400 R I AR R 2 AT AR Dy gt
AL 2 X —S5 57 PmDXR 5[5 Hh (0 58
—H(RRZE, 2021), B, 7E#4T PmHDR %
PRI D Re g ik B, A 55 1 00 R o A o st %
SEAbAZ AR 38 3 X B B 3 DR 0L R O R A R R
IRTET AR 38 251 F R AL 22 5 390 %
KR TIRE

FEEH AR BT, B JE R 0L g I 2B ORI
WA PR AE IR T B ERHARE, £ T2
FIUER 30 Ab B A5 AF T, Bt 35 R0 T 2B K A2 1l
7 00 S0 2 55 B A R RS O, R TSR Y B
PE, X 5 H RS R PmDXS (28 %€, 2021) Al
PmDXR( KR ,2021) W5 AHEL, 1T AR C
LRI AEE FAR (Chen et al., 2010) FIEk B A1 it
(RFKEGEE,2015) WP, HDR 3E 1K 1) #3544 % ABA
MR . VB — b8 3 2, ABA FEAH 4 bt i it
BRREEREREEMH,) 258 MYbE it
5 MRS Z2 A i 38 e L FE . ABA B AE A K
FEALKMIRS KR DR IBRWKIER, ES
G LIRS N K i1 F ( Yoshida et al.,
2019) ,MZEHAE b R EH K G W MEP &1 T
Ui, Rk, PmHDR 3 R T 52 R0 £ W36 A i
NARTTRES ABA A ¢ H T REAFTE IR Y, X —
AT DLk O RN DL AP ER 0 1) 43 T B b AL
B I P F1 5% (B PmHDR 5P 845 1 52 F0 £ b
A 1 P LA R B A T Y
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