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Analysis of a variety of abiotic stresses in Nicotiana benthamiana transformed BnTR1

CAO Hao-Hao » WANG Zhong-Hao, FAN Zhi-Yong , FAN Li-Juan,
CHEN Cai-Li, ZHU Xu-Hui , WANG Jian-Mei
(Key Laboratory of Bio-resources and Eco-Environmentof Ministry of Education,College of Life Sciences,

Sichuan University,Chengdu 610064 ,China)

Abstract: BnTR1 was transformed into Nicotiana benthamiana. Compared with the control, this trans-
genic plant shows a better resistance to mannitol and PEG, especially in growth status and accumulation
of biomass under PEG stress. After 20 days under drought treatment, plants were rewatered and then
cultivated for 2 weeks, and all transgenic Nicotiana benthamiana were recovered from wilting, and all
wild type Nicotiana benthamiana died. These results indicated that Nicotiana benthamiana can be re-
sistant to drought with BnTR1. When leaves were treated with hydrosaline solution, transgenic Nicoti-
ana benthamiana could maintain green even as salt concentration was above 600mM, while control plants
became albino. This result suggested that chloroplast and chlorophyll in transgenic Nicotiana benthami-
ana can be more stable under salt stress, and transgenic Nicotiana benthamiana can be more resistant to
salt stress. After heat shock, the expression of HSP90 and HSP70 in transgenic Nicotiana benthami-
ana and controls were all up-regulated, and there were no significant difference in increment between
transgenic plants and controls. The expression of HSF30 and sHSP17. 6 were also induced which can’t
be detected in normal condition, HSF30 increasing 50% and sHSP17. 6 increasing 30%.
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(1 35 AL T S B 45 T 25 45 4 043 F KT I 3 i
BaTR1 276 H AL 58 b & B0 A & AL T 240 i I 1
9 ES 3 . JT B9 0T 58 R B d R GE BaTR1
B DAL il S A A 12 R DR ) 900 R T 7K e S R Bk
VIR TR 32 1 L T HL B TR B % 38 15 48 4 40 i 45
0 T

AT AME B AE S B 5861 e e i A A T A
(5% FE N H AK B TR J [R5 B A A= 0 o, 3R 45
112 A A AR A B R ST bR AR ER B L PEG
BT 52 A28 X 2 i DR) AR R R 3 2 i DA A R (LA
N TRTARO B HEAT TR 38 AR PR [R] I, 6 224 e ik
PR BRI IR E AT 525 LAB 5K Br TR FE A
T A IR T TR AR ). S 2 HOR fE E a
I £ R T A% i B IR T AR 1 7 VR L TR T
BT B LD R A TR 3R RE ). RS O R R SR

PCR 738 1 fiff 1 %% DA 5 A 3 18 A LA B2 22119
IR 5 B D A 5 S K R 1 B0 I 9F 5 LA
X G BT 2 Ml g i 38 L R Ba TR 3 [H W
TR A BT R S BESE Br TR JE DY A 2 fig 4
LT 22 1 B iR BR Al

2 MBS

2.1 ##

T W)L < A 2R SR 2 fR o [ R 2 B B A )
JIT b Jik o 2 Uil S 6 4 At

Tag DNA Polymerase, f6 %) & RNA $2 i
F G T 36 5 RAR A ) 5 B sk iR & T Taka-
ra 3 ) 5 519 H AR R DR A ks Al Ak 2 37 R
7Ry M Al MR AR AT B (Agrobacterium tume fa-
ciens ) EHATL05 TR Ak (7% 85 8 2 M A 48 F Bt ) A
#H K pCAMBIA2301 H 4% 52 5 28 {77
2.2 EWAHE
2.2.1 #HARWMEHE TR BnTRI AR &K F
M 3 A AR FE A T B AR R 3R U 3
PRUAR 5, 8 JBCIE A5 4R R (28°C, 16h S IR, 8h
VR 70 00 15 3% ) A At 1% % ik DR R R R A
FE PRV L CLLF ) FR 6 BB HE AR, CTAB 2% 32 Bt
Fr3E I 4 5 DNA, DLk pPCAMBIA2301G-Bn-
TR £ % BA¥E % B8, J§ BaTR1-F il BaTR1-R &
F1E4T PCR 4738, S 4% 14 2 94°C BUAE Pk 5
min; SR J5 #EAJEFR . 94°C A5 M 30 s.57°CiB k 30 s,
72°C 4EfH 1 min, 3L 30 ME. fxJ5 72°C L 10
min J5 o B VKRN 4 38 7 4. T B 45 B R AE B i
F 3 RNA, | # 5% 1, ¢cDNA, J§ BnTR1-F #1 Bn-
TR1-R J5| 447 PCR ##4, Ll 18S rRNA A
YER WS OB 558 - 94°C WS P 5 min; #&
J5 i AJERR : 94°C A8 PE 30 s.57°CiB k 30 s.72°C 4
fiff 1 min, 3t 30 MEIR. fJ5 72°CEEH 10 min f5 .
L VKR I 38 = . 51 LR L
2.2.2 HEBEDT I B R E R
FUGT HEA% P fE MS 35 52 5 1, S5 Fh - TR 7K B Ak W 11
# I R S A 400mM H EEBER) MS B 57 5L
kg & A K, 10d A WEREE K IE BL JR IR S

TFBT A R W K B B A 30 B B ) D' T A% AT 2 A
IR R R BE SR S0

2.2.3 PEG20000 A& F L it 84 5 JE D B
T =7 F0F B A AR MS BE SR B & AR K 30d
Ji s K J B4 1 e B B A 526 PEG20000 1y 1/
2MS MR s 3R Fep B 5%, 30d g WER R A AR AL, 3T
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2.2.4 T F i ARG B D R Rl R0 RE
HEEEMAREGER LD, EW & TRR. &
B 3d B — WK, 50d G4 IEBEK T R AL HE 20d, 1
(i) W25 10 5 0 B 0 A8 AL A 0. T 54 B 20d JE R R
PR L KR AR SE I R B 3R 14d.

2.2.5 NaCl pria 4 22k B 6 5 56 DA &
FUGT BRAE AR FHAT L A% At R B BB s 4% B 8 A
B 5 JBCAAS ) 9 5 R %5 W (0 mM, 200 mM, 400
mM., 600 mM,800mM) 7 i1, kb B 3d J5 4% 3 A
1) % 25 i 23 6, 55

2.2.6 BHAX R e KK oA KT R R
Tt 7 UG BR T 9% Rl A MS 85 3508 b I T
(28°C,16h JEfit, 8h HAWY 1B JE 7020 8537, K 9% 10d
S s A 5 DR R R ORI G R R Al T R RS & 45°C
f A K 28 BT B AL B Th, SR 4R B R A i A
S RNA, R 5 i cDNA, JH % 1t i HSPY0,
HSP70,HSF30,sHSP17. 6 3£ 8|4y, 17 PCR ¥~
39, LA NDI25 AR N 2L K] HL kR DN 4 18 72 4.

x1 SIMERREFT

EIE/ER S Sl (5'—3")
BnTR1F ATTTCATTTGGAGAGAACACGG
BnTRIR TCAGACTGGTGTTGGGTTGGATATTG
18S F AGCCGATGGAAGTTTGAG
18S R CCCAGCACGACAGAGTTT
Nbhsp70F GCTGAGGACAAGACCACAGGGC
Nbhsp70R CTTAGGGCCTGCACCGCCAC
Nbhsp9OF CCTTGCTGCTTGGTTACCGGGG
Nbhsp90R GGTGGCATGTCAGCTTCCGCA
Nbshspl7. 6F  CCTTATGGACGCCGCCGGTG

Nbshspl7. 6R TGGGCTCAGGAGGAGGCAACT

Nbhsf30F GGGCTGCATGACGTGGGTCC

Nbhsf30R ACGGCCCGGATCCTTGTTGG

NbL25F CCTTATGGACGCCGCCGGTG

NbL25R AGCCCGGGGGACACATCCTC
3 #£R

3.1 #HERBEWEER BnTR1 HIRIEENH

I gt o 79 A R AR bR . CTAB 35 2 BU &
DNA. U O B M 2 17 26 IR 24 PCR 7 39 L A6 25
R 1A FroR .6 /4> 5 B DI RR & v #8315 [
P B /NAR [ (4 B 2% BT H A 6 D 2 28 g
Ty Be N 52 ARRE R i DR 20 D[] i i BB £k > 114 A R

R Fr s RNALHEAT SO s PCR U7 1Y Bir A 5% 2
Pk R AR BrnTR1 JE D 1 5% sg oK 1 323K 18 I
T R B R B LA R R AT P B

A M - + 4 6

17 18 157 167

750 bp=

18S
B 1 # BnTR1 AR MWEL T BZIMEF BnTR]
R A FKF AW
A. ¥ BnTR1 PR LR 40 PCR ¥ 5E 45 5 M. DL2000;-.
X+ ok 4,6,17,18,157, 167 A [6) B9 %% 3t A Bk
2B IR T Bn TR K A 56 55 7K S K i 4% CK:
SHBAHE 1,7.11.17 A [E Ry 5 SR kR &

Fig. 1 Identification of the transgenic N. benthami-

ana and detection of the BnTR1 transcription-

al level in N. benthamiana

3.2 HRERMBEXNHEEM PEG EH T 28
BEEEBENRE

PG R AE MS B33 b, MR85 & #8 1Y)
MHREFp - 5 R 85 400mM H #8 BERY MS B 57
B B RE 3R 10d 5 WA R NG L. 45 0 R B R
F 14 XoF R R o - AR R P AL HR B I
MR 80 % Lh L ABYK 2 K IF AR K, L2 1,4,
11 =AML bR R 48w & Cn sl 2A0. #7E MS
B srp A K T 30d MM A R B & 5%
PEG20000 f 1/2MS i85 95 3 4= K. 30d J5 W
BRI MBI AR R FIE O 45 R R 3 A5 5L
R Z2 A0 R EE G B A5 G Cln 18] 2C A DL A
PR v A K R B A 1 = MR e ORI AT LR B 3
Itk R A B A B AR 355 2 0 A 7
X HE KR 2 CUNE 2E f1 F).

3.3 RERRENTRELERIHRENE
b GRS e e W A o S L O R U S
AR 50d, 1R PEUK 20d, 8K JE K L IE B 3R 14d,
PR~ (8l B R B L1 T S e 1 3 Ol N 2 ST
A ) HE AR R A — B Can B 3AD.L 45 1k BE K
12d B % IR B TR G tH L E R 4, 2800 /&
KR A B R = AN T I R bR R AN 1-2
M B BE K Can T8 3B 482 1k ek 20d B i
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A 2 # BnTR1 A W ¢y ¥ &+ & 8 #= PEG20000
Mt T ey AT 9 R R R A E AL

AL ¥ BnTR1 JE[H 0 5 AE 400mM 1 88 B 38 T 89 Fh i
RGO B AEE A 150mM HEEBERY MS Fi R Heh A K 7d /Y
JH R W7 % %5 C. B 3R 7E & 5% PEG20000 /K ¥ # T 30d
FMRES AR EBTBO:D. B A P AR REN=
B E. B3R 4E 5 5% PEG20000 1 K 7 W 30d 19 R [l 4
LM EREF. B3R 16 % 5% PEG20000 7K % 30d 1Y
ANIFREFE L) efE CK. % AR R, 1,4,11,17,18,157,
167 : A [a] ) & i PR ik 2%
Fig. 2 The seed germination and the phenotype vari-
ation of transgenic N. benthamiana under the

stress of Mannitol and PEG20000
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AR AELR X BRI BT TE R K O 48 B2 TF 85 AR 14d,
SR B ARy e R R — e i B R
TEACSE S 17 XF BRE 24 TR AL FE Can &l 3D).
3.4 HERMENZEFM G EX NaCl il E
X AR R = A e FE DR bR R R B AT L
[ 7 45 B 8 AN I8 Fr it A &R 81 R Wk BE (0,200,400,
600,800mM) K #E ¥ iz i Ab 1 3d, 25 3 L I ER Wk
FEFE 400mM DL i, X6 0 R 0 A 5 R0 R g
FBE R EESMB6 E%A RK2ER. (A, E
600mM K v, 0 BEE Bt (B ] R A2 0 30 45
P T R B R IR g T RRURE X AN S T =4
e B DR PR 2 A2 400 0 T B /DN AR AR [ e D AR
FEXF 8 A, 2 Wk BE ZE 800mM I, Xt FE 4 BT 1 - 5
Sk B R L&A g, T — A5 S R R —
SRS ES § SuNN A SR 4 D VSR (V0]

W RS R R W Bn TR 3 T 0 55 -
XF NaCl 30 8 570 1 o 45 76 35 B 3a 26 15 7 56 2k
PRI B o I S (AR I 2 3R T AR E L R
TREIE B & 3K P T IE R AR E R O e bR AR
(Il 4.

LA AN |
CK 1 4 157

CK 1 4 157
A3 #BnTRIAHGMELEFFAEFaHAR TR
LIEH &1F F A 50d BRE B, 2403 12d () 48 5 C.
T R4 FE 20d FMR B D R KE R IR 14d 1900 5 CK. %t #]

TR 51,4, 157 AN [) A 5 2 TR Bk 3=
Fig. 3 The phenotype variation of transgenic N.

benthamiana under the stress of drought
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B4 % BnTRIAWGMFErr F EFRF K E LR
T o9 TALH L
CK: X HRMAH 51,11, 15 7 [A] B9 5% L D9 bk &

Fig. 4 The variation of transgenic N. benthamiana blade

under the stress of NaCl
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g T HE R R R = A B R DR AR R bR R A A5°C R
PR FE Th, R 5 BURE S BURL RNA, )2 §% 5% PCR 4y
T 0 2 v A AR G R 1 R ) B S KO 1 2
SKTE O RIS, L NDbI25 FE gy 2 3 R 9 8 A5 i
R R, AL BT T R SR
HSPY0 fl HSP70 £ — & & 1Y &35 B2, X WA~
FE DR 3 3K 8 7 X BRI A L DRI R 2 ) O T 22 5
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Wi S T HSF30 Fl/h i #4388 11 sHSP17. 6
TEIE W B 95 440 F %A mRNA £k (HE, 1E
POMALH 1h 5, PG E T HSPYO il HSP70 7 fit
A F R GR AR T N Y R R X BB R
AR MR Rt 225, (HR IS . 28Tk i
KAy HSF30 fl sHSP17. 6. — 75 T » P85 % 18
=N ANk R, HSF30 f1 sHSP17.6 #A
T IRy — T O R R &R b A A
P 2 38 & G 38 m b IR 2 B By B OUR
HSF30 KM in 1T 50% L &, sHSP17. 6 f 3 Jin
T 30% L B 5).

HSP30
sHSP17.6

Nb125

1 2 3 4 5 6 738
H5 R#HFPCROMIANETZGRHAAALRGEEF
1,2,3,4: AETAY CK,1,11,17;5,6,7,8: MG #Y CK, 1,

11,17 CKXFBRUHED 1. 11,17 AN [ f) 4 5k PRk 3R
Fig. 5 Transcriptional analysis on several heat shock

related genes
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IRBE oK S r 3 i i 3% B 38 . J O ok 28 gL A
FEXT T 1B 35 W i P rE KR Bk g R
A3 Ui R IR T IM S 1 BnTR1 PR 7E 40 B b iy %
IR o Rl 5 B PRE R N2 O 8 A T Ptk KRR
R PR R B X R 9 B 21 SR B R SRR

R K 50d J 15 1 PEok , 12d 5 X B 0 2 22 ot
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1-2 B it 0 IR B e 7K L 20d 5 FIE A (4 08 B 0 okt
BT K I R T R IR BEK 20d JR LR
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e UEBH BnTR1 JE R % 6 PR 3 3R A5 17 % T
Ly SIEN TR

) 30 2 56 P ASFL S D/ I 2R T R Db K
G3EI B A5 W) J5T A — AR A N IR it F PRI H
TET 5561 N 08 A= K I 78 7™ B K A9 1 00 T £
IEHEEREHFERBREARZHF. T
BT BaTR1 S KA 1 g 38 o 8 15 <AL %
PAT DT 9 2 7K 4 £ 32 Ok 3 6 3l el A 8 3 ) Tl
FE W) AE SR BT 2 /K 53, By 1k 38 33 ik aE 2540 T 40
I8 7K A

S WORAB A S L R v % 2 R Ay i 4%
AR R 09 T3 vk L AT B T I R DR (Y T R
AE 7. DOGE R B R = A S PR R R i R T FLER
[ s 4% B8 AN [ 7 il A 22 970 6 v o /K I W v iR 3t
AR 3d, 7R L ik BEAE 400mM LA BF, % A8 4E 5 0
LR R R B 5 R TR A R B A KK
225 M ER U FE i 600mM B, X R B i R [R]
e Ji B A2 3 A A AR R L R R B £ T AR
AN ST = A B DR bR 2R A2 B T AR AR EE AR 1R
(0, T AUAH X A K. AR VR AR 800mM i, Xif IR A
B oA A, B LT g i = A
Hdk R R R $E S, DA DR RS
L R XF R 3 2 5 R 38 43 1 7R Bn TR1 3 I 7
FA R 5%k NaCl 360 (0 50 foff 52 35 DR 00 5
Hh I AR I 2 R AR E
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Ay F AR FRAE LA 7 R HE BT B0 5 L b
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B 0 AT PR LY BT AE B aE R R T B
PAT L AT O A0 S AR K A, ) A i A R R i R
W4 Na ™ 932§ 00 26 W0 op A A Al 4 IR Ry
535 B AN K 4 TR kA T 2 i A TC AL S
TR 1 4

K X BRI B = AN LD R R 45°C $ Ak B
J5 5 45 R TR R RO b B B8R B HSP9O
HSP70 # A — & & 1 7% sk Rk, OF Rk
e E T ORI R PR R B 2 ) 9 6 25 5 T i SR
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HSF30 Fl/ W #0384 % 19 sHSP17. 6 75 1E % % 75 4
N mRNA 1R K m ARG, FA LRI, #0
A3 HSPIO Fil HSP70 75 BT A 41 2 v i) 3R 35 1t
HIE T $8 0 A A BEORE RN 3 PR AR &R RO
T2 5. PUHJE . HSF30 il sHSP17. 6 76X A1 =
A B R PR R TR AR RO T B R bR R by R
R O IR 2. AR AR & B SE T BnTR1 3%
KA mRNA Z #1453 K35, 1M H BnTR1 B 7E
R I B SRR SR B N TR B T Az M L
FP Y 22> PRORH DG TR A R — S BB R R R
FHTFIE Rk Ba TR B H g3l 3¢ b ay £ 35
BEEMRZL H Bn TR 5K 5 7K R 76 5 18 W0 2L
Je s 7 Y B AR ) AE T 5 R R a5 4 R AT
DA A5 4 4% PN 19 465 85— 3 VR M R L DA T S A
B BT 1 R O6 3 A% ok K B X W 38 4% 1R 1 T 32
PERO . Tk Kk BaTR1 JEHJE . IR 37 Ca*
55 38 8 W& MR, #ED BanTR1 JE A 7] 6 38 i
Ca® " {55 2k WO PO SR TR o 8 458 30 0 28 I
V7. ASHIF 5% 45 51 LU R 0 58 4 R — 45 S0k T %
S50 AR BRI HLENAT R R AR SE.
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