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WHRE, BED, FHELT

(HErg Va4 R4 0, ) 510631 )

WE: TR UV-B &L E T (Arabidopsis thaliana)ii 2 14 f) A AL, K 2 J& 4 I BT A RYAL B FF(WT) A sto SRAZAR 4y
A7 UV-B FiAbEE 1 8, 7 30% PEG il TR ALHE 24 h, XHEMRIORMBET ST, JEIER M. HZ A MDA
B G5 R, A UV-B TR H RE 0 B2 = 0L FE T+ (0 S, R PR 1) S I 45 i 2B 5 1 2 U 17 T 20% ~ 40% 1 50% ~
65%, MR SZ BRI AR, MTTHR S T AR YE. (RAIE UV-B SR E LR T S VL RS AE sto AR 2, TE I IX Fhak
RLLESrF-HLE] BT RES STO B AM XK.

KGR WEETT; PEG; UV-BIAES; sto A 28 Xtk

doi: 10.11926/jtsb.4104

UV-B-induced Drought Tolerance Improvement in Arabidopsis thaliana

LIN Li-mei, LU Gui-zhen, LI Shao-shan”

(School of Life Sciences, South China Normal University, Guangzhou 510631, China)

Abstract: In order to understand the physiological mechanism of UV-B to improve drought resistance of
Arabidopsis thaliana, the wild type (Columbia-0, WT) and sto mutant seedlings at 2-week-old were treated with
UV-B for one week, and then the seedlings were treated with 30%PEG for 24 hours, the phenotypes of the plants
were counted, and the contents of flavonoids, proline and MDA were determined. The results showed that low
doses of UV-B pretreatment could enhance drought resistance of A. thaliana, the contents of proline and
flavonoids increased for 20%—-40% and 50%—65%, respectively, and the cell membrane damage reduced, the
water retention was improved. The effect of low dose UV-B in enhancing A. thaliana drought tolerance
disappeared in sto mutants, indicating the effect might be related to STO protein in the molecular mechanism.

Key words: Arabidopsis thaliana; PEG; UV-B radiation; sto mutant; Cross-tolerance
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VoG AR R P ARSI AE A, 2Rk (F] ) R AR
UV-B FIF 5 e, XHEYIGA 1 5 R0 22
JnJEIel, Wijewardana SEU7H4R 1 £ K (Zea mays) [A] i}
TR AT REAE R E UV-B ] DUE T A< fLAE
R BIK 28 R . BB B SR B T S ok
AR I S 2 P 8 R COR 8] 2 1 87 1 59 4 FH AR A 77
2 UV-B XHEY) 15200 B, 244 % (Vitis vinifera) 2 $
A 52 2] UV-B A1 S i iy, 5 S pl o 1y i (] 4E
IR7 28d, FHECT 20 mli#EAT UV-B -5 A0 BN 4E
IR 11 F013.d, SRS R [R) 2 2 R R Y. SR,
FEABA R XU B A FH T 6 2 4 D RE 2 A UV-B -5
FRK B AR ' B AH G R 40 T RN N Bt 28U Ak Bl 1)
HRLL, Kovas U AL R ] UV-B i 7 T 5
X /NZE (Triticum aestivum)id % M 25355 . B r,
X UV-B 5 - 5B i) BARA U4 £ AN ] (1) 45
TEM&R, XaJae5 T2 RMHe R UV-B 43
IR EA K. AR FEAT 2 FPAbBER, 25 1 AMAbsE
Al REAEREAR T P A B — B AR R, ATTAE
PRBE S U o SE X2 2 N AREE s M, RIS IEAT 2 4
A P AT e T B0 T R T RELRR IV 197 4 BB 0 AT
ToJEl T s, K, UV-B ) EAT 5
MR 25 RO . eAh, AFHRIS R RIFFE R E
H UV-B 5T REHAEREAL R UV-B 1] DL fi#
T 52 5] E MR FE (Nicotiana  tabacum) A1k 2 I (Rumex
japonicas) CO2 [ & 1 FH )9k 55 , 1B A Ho A ) B 20
T 7 X R R IR, UV-B A5 R B A
9% 3% W38 75 5 1 UVRS 3 5% 8 /KT 32 i 14,
TRiEE T HEFAR RSN EZRE, FE0 FE
S e R, (2 UV-B 3ESHHE TR 5
FE BT, mP L, ASFERREE R S0 UV-B 5+ 5 5
E BRI AN [ o

STO HHJE T BBX KIEEH, X4 BBX24,
ZE ARG R EIREMN R T, ERF
b 58 EAH K, 7E4UL RS Tt (Arabidopsis thaliana)
HHOGE SR B A e 41T, G HRE TR HH, STO JER 2
5UE S 3@, ROt R M 1) s
K7, STO & H 7E MR I Hh &> 1 COPL iR [ fig 261,
AR S = T AR 78 45 AR S STO 2[R 2 UV-B (5 5
BT — MR, £ UV-B @42 STO 1Y
FIEZF| UV-B W45, fit5 COP1 Ml HY5 HAE,
R HYS BZRIE TS UV-B (5 5@l

Bl E B UV-B 155 18 BE AT 7T IR, (KT &=
UV-B A[{ER— NEE IS T, IR G Y

SEM. ERAETFMEIRTURZERFTRT,
H AR 1 UV-B A5 HAR A K] A LA 52 21 FAY,
B UV-B 5 HABPA G A 5 BLAR i Y peidi vk e
BUHI B AR IH B = o AHF 5T FZE R T UV-B Til
Kb 30T DL A2 B (WT) A sto SRAR AR 51 2%
RO PR AR O AE A, it — 20 7 1K1 b
UV-B FiLAk 242 i 10 e i 522 B AT U S A

1 BRI %

1.1 WEITETREM

L5 7+ (Arabidopsis thaliana) #4 k£, 45 B7 4= 7Y
Columbia-0 (Heynh., Col-0)#1LL Col AT 5] sto &
AR URE SRR TN 700 uL #BLEK I BT 4CHE
EEA 3 d, HIRE RN K AR SR BN AR AR b
F(3 1 7)HEEREFE S GM Bi 375 (pH=5.8)F1 BS
B (pH=5.8) /KR B rh A K 2 J, Ri R oAt
N 22°C, gy 16 h/8 ho

1.2 UV-B fl PEG ##lF R Ab3

% H PhilipsTL20W/01RS % 3t B UV-B 4] 4
(UV-B Y&+l 5E 2] 0.6 W/m?, International Light,
USA), FEFIn 10 pmol/(m? s))'a-& a5 1 1 5% (Philips
TLD30W/865 ] &, KM ™ WOt GEE tHillE, Inter-
national Light, USA). UV-B T &4 Mylar
film JEMLIS U8, Z U8 AL B K@ Y8 v, 315 nm
PLUR B BO#ER:, UV-B #d i€, N-UV-B 4k
FH, UV-B /T4 0t Cellulose diacetate Ji ki
U8, ZIEBEEOEAKIE IR, 292 nm LR B
R UERR, UV-B feiid, A+UV-B abBE. 2 i
IPLRETF KBS LN 0 BIAE+/-UV-B N b3 1 B, #
HEsrH, —8aERAKCETR), 55— KH
78N 30% PEG 6000 FE4l+ F AL 2. ILiEE 4 Fhsk
. -UV-B. +UV-B. ~-UV-B+PEG F1+UV-B+PEG.

1.3 E7KERNE

SRR UOI Tk, SERRE e T4l i (k)
5T 2 (FW), SREEMFE T, I &
(DW). 457K (%)= (FW-DW)/FW x100%.

1.4 REFHEENE
K FH AT W6 4 56 6 B 2 1 1 28 5 i A 4
2k, DL T NS IR S ERRUE B 28, TEERES N B R,
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1F 510 nm K AR E 2 B 2 O AR HE 4R C=
0.1097X-0.0003 (X AMWIGAE). FEMHIE: BURE
0.02~0.1 g, W2 FRRREEMHE, H1mLH 1%
R R £ TV W FH R o DR ) 4% R G T B o 5 A
W, F 30°C 100 r/min 1E G55 75 R 7 4% HIREL 2 h,
13 523>y B0 5 min. K AHEREN-H R A5 L (i
I 2K R 2, B 0.9 mL AR ER 1%EER 21 (5
FIXTRE)E T 10 mL B0, BN 5% AH BN
03 mL, #E2EFFE 6 min; JIN 10%6HERE %
W 0.3mL, $E5)JEHE 6 min; FIIA 4% &L
W, PRAEHHE 15 min, 510 nm b3 E RORAE,
K & (mg/lg FW)=CVi/mV,, R, C N
M & & (mg/mL), MARAERMZ IR Vo REEEUR
SEBMERL mL): Vo RIIEAEFR(0.9 mL); m A
fh B (Mg) -

15 MERSENE

SRR U Ty v Sl ) 46 I U R b 1 T 28
R K M BRI HUE 25 B 2 IR o B A AR
BTl S % RGh TR, I 1 mL 3% K
TRV, & N6 BRI ER, T 100°C 48 iz i
10 min, HUHB O, AHBERE, WEER
1mL, i 1mLUKZERF 3 mL &, FKitEn
HE K 40 mine BUHURE, BEAERFREMA
25 mL HRAREG, DERLON. H#ES R
JE R 282 DL 0 58 XS ELE 520 nm i AR
JRi 2R & B (uglg FW)=CV/AW, C AR &8 (ug)
(PS), HibriERIZL y=(x+0.0067)/0.0457 3K45; V N
FRPGRLEAFR (ML) A WA FR (ML) W N FE
(). 0 58 M A, Ik 1mL, K&
B2 1 mL, & 3 mL, 2K 2.5 mL, #7K ¥ 40 min.

1.6 MDA & EE

SRR TSI 7% . FREUH SR P FE i 20~
100 mg (ic FEEASEE BB E), A 1 mL Fii72 10%
TCA (=H W), B P # 55 (FastPrep-24,
M.PB lomedicals, USA)fill %Wt R, 4C R 1 664>g
2.0 10 min, WREC 0.9 mL BT 10 mL Bt
B, XHEHN 0.9 mL 10% TCA, A 0.9 mL 0.6%
TBA VA, 1B, @ haagE, WK 15 min, Gk
PN, AR AN AT WA e 6 v il E 532 A1 450 nm
TR IEAE, MDA 7 & (C, umol/L)=6.450Ds3—
0.560Dus0, 14 MDA JE /K Jig & 46 5 Rl it & b 5 &

(u9/g FW).

1.7 AR T

S B4 SR SigmaPlot 12.5 i 5 & 45 bR
(T3ME, briezE DL R AR, HoE B V2 R
KH SPSS19.0, #1T One-Way ANOVA 73 #fr, 1875
LSD #54, Tukey’s 734 ELEE A [F] b 22 R] 1) 22 57 4
EE, AN TR, BB SRR EREE, P<
0.05; % il 8.3, P<0.01. & N FH %4 Photoshop
CC 2018 LA}z Nlustrator CS6 #E47AbHE

2 R

2.1 UV-B TRALEEXT LR I 52 14 T R e

UV-B &b F 5 B A 78 (W)L ST 4l i A1 sto 58438
W EKETLRE D, HECETYHmES, Bk
BRI R UV-B TiAR B WT 7E¥8 i 30%
PEG BLfl T Fpia i b R4, TEEIR: L
WHIE UV-B FilAbHE, 751 30% PEG B+ 25,
sto RAZRRIM Fr# R HZE . v 6 ih S s
BROK IR (& 1: A), ] IL UV-B AL B - A Rede
T sto AR FI PR E . UV-B FiAL A8 15 17 1 4
AT R R PE AT RES STO B AR

LT R B I, sto SR RAE I K EAR AL
s WT RUANH . PEG AbFE 5% EAIEL, WT [
FIKEFET 7.97%, sto AR FF% T 9.95%, 1
LR FHEER +UV-B+PEG A¥ 5 UV-B 4LFRAH EL,
WT &K 2T EE D1, sto RARN R T
14.1% (A 1: B, P<0.05), XM UV-B 1] LI &
AR R (WT) Pt R 1%, (E7E sto AR il
UV-B TiAL B A= BT AR 2%« +UV-B+PEG 4k
R, WT 87K B8 sto RAMA R 17.1% (& 1: B,
P<0.05), BRFEER. REMRES S/KELULH
UV-B FilAb FEAE — 52 FE R b 42 B AR L R T O 1R
K STO EAMIE, STO &AM I £k
BT RE R —N IEREE T

2.2 UV-B TALEEXT U s I SR AR B F R AR R

PEG AbEE sto RAZ AR T & 2= 0 3%
BT RN PEG 4bFE, +UV-B+PEG AbFE[K WT 24
P & 2 LAY PEG LB M T 38.2%, sto RAL
TR T 24.3% (18] 2: A). 3 2% B R IR A5 i 15 T 5
i iE R R S it m, H UV-B FbEA FIF



174 T A ) 22 4R 08 4%

sto

UV-B = = +
PEG - + _
100 . -~
B aa a.a a COWT
W sio
b b
. 80 C
D
2 60f
S
5
= 40t
o
&
20+
0
% i Control  UV-B PEG  UV-B+PEG

Jb P Treatment
1 I RR (A EKEB). HE EAFFRRR %R 23 (P<0.05). FEM.
Fig. 1 Phenotype (A) and water content (B) in WT and sto of Arabidopsis thaliana seedlings. Different letters upon bars indicate significant differences at 0.05

level.
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KA R . fE+UV-B+PEG ALFEI, WT L sto
SRAFR IR T IR 2 & ey 28.6% (B 2: A, P<0.05). 7
AT RIS, WT HEPZOERR R & T sto
RAFA, B STO & 7] R A AR M4 P 2R B R A AR
AR,

PEG ALFEIY) sto RASARIEAK I 2 R 7 & 10 3%
BT AN PEG Ab3; +UV-B+PEG ALHE ) WT Jifi
IR &= Y PEG A I$E R T 55.6%, sto AR
iR T 64.7% (18 2: B, P<0.05), 7 W48 Kk 7E 1
LT 5 ie i ER R v T A A AR B, UV-B il
ACEER T I A R AR R - fE+UV-B+PEG AL, WT
LU sto TRARAIRII i 202 & 11K 53.6% (P<0.05), %
B sto SRR TEARAE N IR & B S, X hlfesS
sto FABRLE H AR A N G 2R & B H0m A K.

PEG ALBH[) sto RAZKAEILI) MDA & & i3
AN PEG 40 ; +UV-B+PEG AL EE ) WT 14
TS HAY PEG AL B RIS T 78.3% (P<0.05),
sto RAAYER T 12.8% (& 2: C), R T FHhia
AR R P 4 LR 52 21 T — 8 AR 4345, UV-B T
Wb PR — B FE R R R T XA, (HnRE TR
Xf sto FRAFRFIIX R . X R UV-B T EEXT
WT 4 A B 2 i R 4R

3 ZEiR TR

Hui Z a5t %8, UV-B (2.75. 3.08. 3.25 All
3.41 WIm?)F1-F- 2[RI AF H T et A, HAHHE
I 2R R TR I B L B AL FE I vy, T MDA
B B B A R N BRI, Nogués 25T 7t K1, (%
FIE M UV-B (0.62 W/m?)4bFH i & (Pisum sativum),
FERIE IS D Rk e, AL S BRI B THAR AT
X F R BUBRMERT, BIEGIT4E UV-B AT i
IR AL, AR X A2 KR (RGR) # [FI{L R (NAR)
T J5 BRI T AR A8 2 0 R A B AR FRAG, AR AE
WEIEHAKE, DA RGR F1 NAR
b PR L, AN BUAE L (40 R T T A B T ZE
K21, UV-B kB EIRRES A /N E | PEG S
2SRRI B AEE, X2 UV-B b
P 5 R G H i A SR B & B8, Bandurska
MR FR, UV-B A3 5 LR T KR (SA)
7S SR e A N (Th: L X A

MERBIRIEKERE, IGHE UV-B Tk E 5,
LR T & 1 E DL 0 T 5 i 2 B A IR A g 2R R AT

BRI PRoKIE . AREFAERN], HRRAE UV-B 515
WIS AR, AT Rgd b it Fr A, B oL
TRE, s A AR IR, R R PUA
W SRPEEAT AR, R IR SRS
P24, X AW AT RIEA . FERZ, UV-B
AL BE 7 g B A AU R I A A 2R I 2
AR UL VEVI TSI & 2, BRI 52
REFE, $RmIRAKMERSEHL. AEBFZ, UV-B fitm
LR T i 5 (Y RUREAE sto SRAR AR v 55, B
UV-B 7 T MR Fri P E SR R ] S STO 2 A
K, IXN UV-B F2 =40 R I i 54 1 201 HLA F 7T
AL B BT IS 1 . AL AR IS A A,
IR E UV-B 19— FA SR 17 D7 A % &
BOHERESE R T I PLE, BV R
REAE Ay — /> SEAI A 1) I Ak 380 484 55 A P 0 G At 05 45
N7
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