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Cloning and expression analysis of antioxidant enzymes
in Lathyrus sativus L.

WANG Hui', LIU Xiaoning' , XU Quanle®

(1 School of Medicine , Huanghe S& T University » Zhengzhou, Henan 450063, China
2 College of Life Sciences , Northwest A& F University ,Yangling Shaanxi 712100, China)

Abstract: [Objective] The antioxidant enzyme genes of Lathyrus sativus L. were cloned and the bioin-
formatics and gene expression patterns were analyzed to provide basis for exploring the drought resistance
mechanism of antioxidant enzymes. [Method)] Seven days after germination, the leaves,roots and stems of
Lathyrus sativus 1. were selected. The coding sequences of antioxidant enzyme genes were cloned by RT-
PCR,and tissue expression patterns were investigated by qPCR. ExPASy ProtParam, SignalP 4. 1, TM-
HMM V. 2.0,and TargetP 1.1 were used for analyzing protein physicochemical properties, protein signal

peptide, protein transmembrane region and subcellular localization. Conserved Domain and SOPMA were
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used for predicting the conserved domain and secondary structure. The phylogenetic trees were constructed
by MEGA 6. 0,and qRT-PCR was used for analyzing relative gene expression at different points in La-
thyrus sativus treated by 20% PEG 6000. [Result] The coding sequences of the antioxidant enzyme genes
APX,CAT,MnSOD,FeSOD and Cu/ZnSOD with sizes of 864,1 485,723,1 005,and 942 bp were ampli-
fied. Bioinformatics analysis indicated that APX,CAT,MnSOD,FeSOD and Cu/ZnSOD were acidic and un-
stable protein consisted of a-helix, extended strand,f-turn and random coil. Cluster analysis showed that
APX,CAT,MnSOD,FeSOD and Cu/ZnSOD with highly conserved domain had high similarity as well as
close genetic relationship and genetic distance with Medicaga truncatula ,Vicia faba ., Pisum sativum , Pi-
sum sativum and Caragana jubata.Gene expression profiles revealed that APX,CAT,MnSOD, FeSOD and
Cu/ZnSOD were expressed in roots, stems and leaves. APX, CAT, and MnSOD responded to drought
stress. The expression levels of APX and CAT increased fast after drought stress,and their peaks after 3
hours were 5 and 4. 3 times of that at 0 h. [Conclusion) Antioxidant enzyme genes APX,CAT,MnSOD,
FeSOD and Cu/ZnSOD from Lathyrus sativus were successfully cloned,and it is speculated that they could

scavenge ROS induced by drought stress.

Key words: Lathyrus sativus L. jantioxidant enzymes genes;gene cloning;bioinformatics
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PO R — AR RN, WEY RG2S
T 5 B30 AH IS B AT A RRAE , an g £t Lk Gk
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oAl s QUE SRR S =i R S E i
YT UG A BTN 1L B AR A B R G b s RS B
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S5 B PCR(qRT-PCRYFH AR X APX . MnSOD ., Fe-
SOD Cu/ZnSOD Fl CAT i & Ak il 3 K 78 1L B &
AN TR 2H b i SR B SR AT 23 B L Dy E S Bt SR AL T
HE PR TE LB o B B 5L B RR A o HoAth Ak
YED ol BB A0 R % 66 PR 9% 0 2
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L1 {5

L1.1 oh®e 560 ] B 2 i 78 Je bk
FHEOR AR Bl f o Be iR a2 SR R o S it . ¥ 1l &
UM TRT R A BRE(REL 1
Ls 1) AR AR T v 25 I D DR R X

L1.2 X #  Trizol, Wy T HE A2 EYFHLA
FE 2y 7] 5 TransScript® [I All-in-One First-Strand
cDNA Synthesis SuperMix for PCR kit, Trans-
Start® FastPfu DNA & 4 Jiff . TransStart® FastPfu
ZZ W . ANTP, Easy Pure PCR Purification kit,
pEASY®-Blunt Fapedfk AN EHR . WAt
2 & EYHARH KA A SYBR® Premix Ex
Taq™ I KA &0 T EEY LROKEARAHA,
L2 REWHE

1.2.1 L& Z-t A RNA 2R A& L R AL & B
a5 R Trizol BRI K 7 d B G
A S RNAL (G FTE U 20 606 BE TR I RNA B %
JE AR SR T 100 5 VN 97 Tk e 968 Jke rl Dk A RNA
JF &, ¥ 4 4 TransScript® [ All-in-One First-
Strand cDNA Synthesis SuperMix for PCR kit x5
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G A cDNA(RT-PCR Jz bW & % : & RNA 8 uL,
5X Master mix 4 pL,Nuclease-free H,O 8 L ; ¥ 3%
¥ .25 CiB k 10 min,42 °C #Ef# 50 min, 85 C4%
I 5 min) , ARYEHT A AL A B AR y 40 7R 1L
L SR 2H Bl b R AT R R R ) 48 R Tl g Y
5 (CDS) i il 44 3| APX. MnSOD. FeSOD,
Cu/ZnSOD 1 CAT >} ) cDNA JF 3. # H
Primer Premier 5. 0 #4519 (3 1) . DL e % 5
FHEIH) cDNA g #5A X HT %0 AL Bk B AT 9 .
PCR 4" 3§ 2 B 1K 2 A« B B J5 19 cDNA 1 pL,
TransStart® FastPfu DNA 4 i (2. 5 U/pl)0.5

pl, 5X TransStart® FastPfu & wf il 4 pl. 2.5
mmol/L dNTP 2 uL. [ Fif8 % 1 uL.ddH,0
10.5 pL, PCR Y AT .95 CHIAEYE 1 min; 95 °C
ASPE 20 52 0B KGR 20 5,72 CEEAH 1 min. 40 D E
372 ‘CHEMH 5 min, FI1. 2 Y0 B W 05 JC Hi 9k G
PCR 724 , Fi{#i F§ Easy Pure PCR Purification iz 5
G, slifb = P % % 3] pEASY®-Blunt 5 F 4%
T 2 R AL B R AT I Trans T1 852 25 240
MR T EAEATEER LD ERRE I3 i ik
BH 1 T e ik 2 e 0 R R 22 B 0 v )

®1 LWEERSXBEEYERASY

Table 1 Primers used for amplifying antioxidant enzyme genes of Lathyrus sativus L.
L4 R 519731 FEYIR N/ bp 1B ok i/ °C

Gene name Primer sequence Fragment size Annealing temperature

APX F.5'-ATGGCGTTACCGGTGGTGGTAGA-3' 861 .

R:5'-CTACTTCCCTCTTTTGGAATGTTCATAC-3' oY

CAT F:5'-ATGGATCCATACAAGCATCGACC-3' 1 485 60

) R:5-TTAAATGCTAGGCCTCATGTTCAG-3 K

MnSOD F:5'-ATGGCCGCTCGAACCCTACTCTGC-3' 793 e

" R:5'-TTAAGAGCTCTCTTTCTCATATAC-3' ‘ o0

FeSOD F:5-ATGAAATTGCTATCTCCTTCCGC-3' 1005 e

¢ R:5'-CTAGTCGTCACTATCACTATCTTC-3' ° o0

Cu/ ZnSOD F:5-ATGGCATTTCTAAGGTCCGTAGTCG-3 012 o

R:5-TCAGAACTTGCTAGTAACAAAATCTG-3'

.22 LWRaRAAABmYAWELEFHN Wit
e 2 % 4 ExPASy ProtParam Chttp://www. ex-
pasy. org/tools/protparam. html) X} 11| # & 1 A fb
Tit £14) B A AL R BT R AT 20 A s R A SignalP 4. 1 3
fF TMHMM V. 2.0 #ff f1 NCBI 4 7 1)
Conserved Domain T. 543 5| 43 #7 1L 8 5 4710 & 1L
L EE IR B X R S 25 4 35 R SOPMA
(https://npsa-prabi. ibcp. fr/cgi-bin/npsa _ auto-
mat. pl? page=npsa_sopma. html) 7F £k T. B 1l 25
FIUB 250 5 Bl TargetP 1. 1 B4 B0 4 3 Bt

43I0 240 J 52 057 5 R F NCBI 08 % 1L 8 55 Hoflh
P #h bt A A B§ 2 &R B ¥ 4 i 17 BLASTn Ml
BLASTp Lbxt, DLAR A5 AH 0L PE 4 e A 4 38 1 ) il 5
FIF MEGA 6.0 B4 X5 A [7] 9 Fir 470 480 il ) 2 35
B2 )y 5 #1472 3 WX, #4 @ Neighbor-joining & 4t
LA, I B Bootstrap (4 1 000,

1.2.3 LWEZaRBMABERGEAEASH ILEG
PTG R PR 938 e 1 2¢O € 7 PCR 51940 5% 2
FE7s

x2 LEERSUBEERYERAANEKLEE PCRIY

Table 2 qPCR primers used for amplifying antioxidant enzyme genes of Lathyrus sativus L.

LN 4 R R/l FEPIR N/ bp 1B ok i/ °C
Gene name Primer sequence Fragment size Annealing temperature
APX F.5-TGCAGGTGTTGTTGCAGTTG-3' 336 60
R:5-ACTAAAGCCCTGTCCGTTGG -3’ o
CAT F.5-TCTGGACTACGAACTCCGGT-3' 210 60
- R:5-GGGTCCCTCAAGGTTTCAGG-3' :
. F.5-TTGGAGCCTGTCATTAGCGG-3'
MnSOD R:5'-ATCCAGACCCCTGAAGAGCT-3' 337 60
. F:5-TGGATGGACATGGCTTGCAT-3'
FeSOD R.5 TCCCTCTCTGCAATTACGGC 3! 297 60
. F:5-GTGGGCTATCACCAGGGAAG-3'
Cu/ZnSOD R:5'-CACCCACTGCTGCACTTCTA-3' 297 60
188 *RNA F:5-GGTGATGATGCTCCTAGGGC-3 250 60

R:5-TGTTGGCCTTTGGGTTGAGT-3'

EWAMTREFINEE 7 d )5 REMR ZE 0,
PRAF a8 T AR 3R Dy 9000 1 45 6 it 9 e 5E

PCR 314#1(3 2), % H SYBR® Premix Ex Tag™ |
£, L 18S rRNA Iy 23 H . 78 Applied Bio-
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systems 7500 Fast Real-time PCR System H1 £ Jill
APX .CAT.,MnSOD, FeSOD F Cu/ZnSOD %
Ik AR NCIEEEARLIVE SV S ATk ASR LSy
TR AR A R 14 d g g A
ANVDEBUE K ERE T h DI BR AR . R
LB G A AR R TE 2026 PEG 6000 o, 4351
B 0,1,3,6,12 F1 24 h J5 il B G 4 # A
Ao L APX (CAT Fl MnSOD 3 [H g £ 2, 46 91 R
(7] 47 A il P57 T 5 30 Ak T2 1 AR X 3R ik
i, qRT-PCR & N & & . #i B J5 cDNA 1 pL,
SYBR® Premix Ex Taq™ [[ i 5] & 10 el oG E
B PCRKER R 0.4 uL, [ FHESI % 0.8 L,
ddH,O 7 pL. &8 3 MEE R 2 k0 Hr
ESEEDRERO . Sr o

2 HR5M

LWEZESnatBEEFRNTE
DL Gt i cDNA S AR #E1T PCR &3 , 4
WEPEY 2 1. 2 Vo B R W VR I HL UK R T L A5 B B — R
S 4. APX, CAT, MaSOD, FeSOD Hi
Cu/ZnSOD 3 A F Bf K /N4 3 29 4 864, 1 485,
723,1 005 1 942 bp (& 1), &M FE 0. 53 &4

2.1

SEHE TP AR R CDS 5.

M

1 2 3 4

5000 bp
3000 bp
2000 bp

1000 bp
750 bp
500 bp
250 bp

100 bp
M. DNA #5348 F 451, APX ;2. CAT;3. MaSOD;
4. FeSOD;5. Cu/ZnSOD
M. DNA Marker;1. APX;2. CAT;3. MuSOD;
4. FeSOD;5. Cu/ZnSOD
#E G APX.CAT . MnSOD ,FeSOD,
Cu/ZnSOD F:H [f) PCR ¥ ¥ 7=
Fig. 1 PCR amplification products of APX.CAT.MnSOD,
FeSOD ,and Cu/ZnSOD genes in Lathyrus sativus L.

A 1

2.2 WWEE SOD . APX.CAT ERHKBEARD
EYMERF
2.2.1 =®murKx  H H ExPASy ProtParam X}

SOD.APX .CAT & [F 4n 15 85 B i 78 17 B 4k PE BT 43
M. 4558 (32 3) i 7%, APX. CAT . MnSOD, FeSOD
Cu/ZnSOD ¥ H R AR & 1 i, HA Bk

3 WEEREAHERFLDEARNELER
Table 3 Physicochemical properties of amino acid encoded by antioxidant enzyme genes in Lathyrus sativus L.

HHB 43 F i/ ku 53 ¥ RN TRE R SRR

Protein Relative molecular mass Molecular formula pl Instable index Average hydrophilicity
APX 70 Cass2 Hugoz Nsgs O1087 Siss 5.11 45.61 0.715
CAT 125 Cysss Hress Niags O1908 Sss2 4.98 48. 87 0.783
MnSOD 59 Ca179 Hies7 N72g Ogo0 Si71 5.12 50. 42 0. 852
FeSOD 82 Cs037 Hs071 Nioos O1269 Sis6 5.11 40. 95 0.748
CU/ZHS()D 78 ngs_g H,1736N0,1z()|1q1 Sz]z 5 08 50 30 0. 792

2.2.2 =M FIH SOPMA Xf SODAPX,  Z“HZ5 W K 3 3 RO 4 Rk, 4351 H IR

CAT HH B A5 M BEAT B0 25 R ANk 4 PR
12 4 n L IR S 5 e A Tl I A D 4 A 1) 2 1 o

e s (o BRHE 1) 50 . EGEMIEE ) %M. TR,
O COERM M .o .

R4 LWEERSNUHEERASBEARN _REMAK
Table 4  Secondary structure of antioxidant enzymes in Lathyrus sativus L. %
HH o B2 E SE A i To LI 2 ith B A
Protein ohelix Extended strand Random coil f-turn
APX 42.16 12.54 37.98 7.32
CAT 25.91 14.78 53.85 5.47
MnSOD 48.75 12. 50 31.67 7.08
FeSOD 44,91 13.17 36. 23 5.69
Cu/ZnSOD 26. 20 22.04 41. 85 41. 85

2.2.3 BEERBERREAZETEHRTN  FH
SignalP 4. 1 B4t & Bt APX, CAT . MnSOD, Fe-
SOD #1 Cu/ZnSOD & H & )% 5 #) mean-s {8 ¥ /N T
0.5, YW IS AAEAEAE 5 IKF 51 . g TargetP 1.1
BRAEFUM AT A1, APX I CAT 2 457 T 20 g &+, M-

SOD 5 fii T 26 ki 4 1, FeSOD il Cu/ZnSOD 5 i F
M-k, B TMHMM V. 2.0 {45001 B3, B
APX S 1 ANES RRE5EH X, 43 A T4 258 — 280 fii &
Hig, 8 B E [ R (B 2); CAT . MnSOD, FeSOD
Cu/ ZnSOD FE R 9 i 1) IR 4% 57 T B Ab o AN £7 76 15 iR
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X B Tl PR F . ARSFAS BT R APX
CAT .MnSOD ., FeSOD H1 Cu/ZnSOD % K % it 11 25
HEH S A RFIFS]. Hh APX & T o H kW
B & 3 AEA 0L ROV 2K I 21 % 45 A 45 IR
Was G AL K 8550050 CAT J8 TRV AL

Wl R 5 MR 58 45 6 O R DU SR R 1T Min-
SOD. FeSOD FiI Cu/ZnSOD J& F 1 4y 8 8.4k ¥ B Ak 1ty
K s Cu/ZnSOD [R]85 30 7 sl L Cu® " 45 4 (o7 A0
RS .

5 X
HE A Transmembrane
Outside the cell membrane l i Py
1.0p / Inside the cell membrane
0.8
iy
= 0.6}
23
&S 0.4}
~
0.2}
0 1 i ‘mllmﬁ L n s
50 100 150 200 250 287

Amino acid position

B2 BT APX S5 [ B A A4 T

Fig. 2 Transmembrane region of APX in Lathyrus sativus 1.

2.2.4 RARBIFIIRAT A ARG E
NCBI ¥ % , Xt 111 # & APX, CAT . MnSOD, FeSOD
F1 Cu/ZnSOD #t17 BLASTh Fil BLASTp b X, k15
58T (Medicago truncatula) ) BE# & (Mucu-
na pruriens) . K 5. (Glycine max) \&¢ 5. (Vigna radiata
var. radiata) R 5. (Cajanus cajan) %% 5 (Vicia fa-
ba) B 5. (Pisum sativum) . A AR (Lotus japonicus) |
5 (Phaseolus vulgaris) AL 28 (Tri folium prat-
ense) B K & (Glycine soja) 2 B 8 (Medicago sati-
va) LA R BL 5 (Vigna unguiculata ) 558 ¥ PE B8 55 B4R
YA, FIH MEGA 6. 0 84 rh ) Clustal W #£47
AR IERR Y 5 2 AT 45 R R APX JE R 4
(CEARIIE= SRS S A-F N IEEE S-SR NISIN
S0 R RVEL L A AR 43 i 916,854,860,
85085 V01 8406 s CAT JEPH 25 i85 3 11 52 ) R S IR

7S

PS5 G Wi E T E BT PR R R
KT B BT RN 3 T 0 A AR BE 43 Bl 9805,
97%, 96%, 92%., 89% ., 88% . 88% ., 87% . 88%
87 % s MnSOD J& X 4 i 26 11 Jot 1Y) 2 S R )7 5 S 9 0
(iR EACARAR R AN £ e K N Y AR/ NIAS - 351
FA G AR BLEE 43 591 A 98 %0,98%0,93%,91%,87 %,
86 %6 ,85 % Hl 85 % 3 FeSOD K& [H 4 i 4K 1 JF ) 42 5L R
POl S8 E S BT A B E R E R
YR 0T L L A A RURE 23 7804, T7 Vs
70%,93%,76 % ,77% ,75% .67 % F1 90 % ; Cu/ ZnSOD
eSS T RN IE R S R TEST, £ A K N NLSAN |
BEE LA GRSk G AL EE 4 R 86 %0 .
81%.,78%,79% ,84 % 1 85 %,

FIFH MEGA 6. 0 {4 #4 g 1L B 5 41 00 i 5k B
St 25 11 BT R G HEAA 45 R ] 3~7 R .

K5 Glycine max NP_001238361.1

A& Cajanus cajan XP_020214349.1

% ¥ Vignaradiata var.radiata XP_014494210.1
BL 5 Vigna unguiculata AAS46016.1
KBS Mucuna pruriens RDX62297.1

99
|

& L E G Lathyrus sativus GBSS01001446.1

BEHEAE Medicago truncatula XP_003607199.1

| B Arachis duranensis XP_015951876.1
100 16 E Arachis ipaensis XP_016186857.1

% B Kactyca satuvys XP_023736344.1

3 WWE S APX 1Y R G LR
Fig. 3 Phylogenetic tree analysis of APX in Lathyrus sativus L.
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HIE 3~7 A AL APX REHHEW T ILE G 55 b LB S 550 REER —0 3 b sfE e
BT AEAEE —  FLESLREECAT RS 42814 0.013 1 0. 061, 3545 &% ; Cu/ZnSOD %
PR I G S R G RELER —0 X EaRfelE Gk 0B G S8 LR EER — X L
BIRO. 021 38456 R B s MnSOD Rl FeSOD R 4EiE BRI N 0. 404 R R R .

79 K& Glycine max NP_001235974.1
100 £k 5 Vigna radiata var.radiata XP_014504956.1
A E Cajanus cajan XP_020216439.1

93

H WKAR Lotus japonicus AAR84578.1
60 il & # . Mucuna pruriens RDX75044.1
_' &
71 K5 Phaseolus vulgaris AGV54297.1

BHE T Medicago truncatula XP_013452277.1
& I E G Lathyrus sativus GBSS01000234.1

Wi 5. Pisum sativum BAH37035.1
7% © Vicia faba AFD29285.1
0.01 96 HEBIE Vicia sativa AOX47691.1

100

K4 1EE CAT By RGEHEALR
Fig. 4 4 Phylogenetic tree analysis of CAT in Lathyrus sativus L.

58 I: & LB E Lathyrus sativus GBSS01001236.1
98 Wi . Pisum sativum CAA42737.1

?l L $i B T Vicia sativa AOX49975.1

(D P H FE Medicago truncatula XP_013461533.1

A ZEHE Trifolium pratense PNY07018.1

R EH G Mucuna pruriens RDX07032.1

K5 Cajanus cajan XP_020210734.1

46 K& Glycine max NP_001235066.2
39

0.02 %k . Vigna radiata var.radiata XP_014490014.1

B 5 1h# &5 MnSOD fY & 48 gt b
Fig.5 Phylogenetic tree analysis of MnSOD in Lathyrus sativus L.

B ETE Medicago sativa AAL32441.1

a7
59 FEHEIE Medicago truncatula XP_013467307.1

99 —————— A E W Trifolium repens AKU47316.1
S E S Lathyrus sativus GBSS01005502.1

90 Bi & Pisum sativum CAD42655.1
H Bk #R Lotus japonicus AAS92464 1

55 AKX Cajanus cajan XP_020229177.1
_' %k §. Vigna radiata var.radiata XP_014512158.1
99 |j{§ Glycine max XP_006574831.1
0.02 100 gk g Glycine soja KHN47222.1

K6 1Lh#E FeSOD i R G kLB
Fig. 6 Phylogenetic tree analysis of FeSOD in Lathyrus sativus L.
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100 —— K& Glycine max NP_001235441 .1

49

R B # 5 Mucuna pruriens RDX77507.1

A& Cajanus cajan XP_020224925.1

PEHE T Medicago truncatula XP_003608775.1

%k & Vigna radiata var.radiata XP_014509793.1

& \LE 5 Lathyrus sativus GBSS01001624.1

0.20

B 7

100

35 )L Caragana jubata ACU52585.1

11 5 Cu/ZnSOD i 2 48 {1k A

Fig. 7 Phylogenetic tree analysis of Cu/ZnSOD in Lathyrus sativus L.

2.3 WEEREUBERMNRIESHT

2.3.1 RAABARERBAL P L FIHR
s PCR RGN £ 5o b 11 B8 540 AL i 3 T4 1 41 41
FIR N S5 R (& 8) R B HL A AL ik A A 1L B
MR ZEFNI B R G8 H R BB AR A, APX Fe-

SOD $&R7E 111 B 525 v 1 22358 o o ey o AR P 658 o e
M T Re S 5 22 M A K kit B2 . CAT (Cu/
ZnSOD . MnSOD 3[R 7 111 B 50 v 1 2235 o di ey »
ARES S T 1L KT R,

20 -
O Leaf; 248 Root; @ 2% Stem T
o 15F
=
m&{i&j *x
;% % l O B —
®2 ~ — .
£ — "
2 0.5f —
0 —
APX CAT MnSOD FeSOD Cu/ZnSOD
YA AL B

Antioxidant enzyme genes

* F % x 3 B FIR [ — & R AR [A] 21 40 22 ) 22 5 1 3 (P<<0. 05) BRZE S A g 2 (P<C0. 01D

* and * * indicate significant difference (P<Z0.05) and extremely

significant difference (P<Z0.01) among tissues. respectively
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Fig. 8 Relative expression analysis of APX,CAT ,MnSOD,FeSOD,and Cu/ZnSOD genes in different tissues of Lathyrus sativus L.
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