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Abstract: The aquaporin (AQP) gene plays an important role in plants adapting to abiotic stresses. To predict
the AQP gene function and provide basal data for mechanism of Pinus massoniana’s drought resistance, the se-
quence characteristics of the AQP gene from P. massoniana were analyzed and its expression profiling was
studied after drought-stress treatment. The AQP gene was cloned using reverse transcription-polymerase chain
reaction (RT-PCR) and rapid-amplification of complementary deoxyribonucleic acid (¢DNA) ends (RACE).
The expression of the AQP gene was then performed using quantitative reverse transcriptase-polymerase chain
reaction (qRT-PCR). The full-length ¢cDNA of the AQP gene from P. massoniana, designated PmPIP1 with a
registered number in GenBank KF582038, was obtained. Results of the sequence analysis showed that the size

Woks B B9 2015-04-10; & H . 2015-05-18

HEWH: BEARPFES I H(31260183);  “ H” EZKFPHE 5 H (2015BAD09B0102) 5 [#
K BARWI L TR (“863” 4] ) 3 H (2011AA10020301) ; 5% N 44 8 K & 5l (B FH& &K T 07
[2012]6001 5 ); StIH& A A b A i35 H (5 A 40 % [2009]9 %)

EF R 230, MWSEMARRAMARS S FAY %05 . E-mail: dukecq@sina.com, #F/E#H . THRA
Bz, AT, MM E A LM S5 . E-mail: gjdinggzu@126.com



192 TN 3 N = o= R 2016 4= 4 H 20 H

of PmPIP1 was 1 301 bp, containing an 867 bp open reading frame that encoded 288 amino acid residues with
30.86 kDa molecular weight and an 8.48 isoelectric point, a 99 bp 5" terminal untranslated regions (UTR),
and a 335 bp 3’ terminal UTR. The PmPIP1 3D structure had a strong similarity to Spinacia oleracea (2b5fA).
PmPIP1 exhibited a typical structure with six transmembrane domains, and had the consensus sequence HIN-
PAVTFG of membrane intrinsic protein (MIP) family and two highly conserved peptides Asn-Pro-Ala (NPA).
The evolutionary analysis revealed that PmPIP1 shared a 95% identity with Picea abies and belonged to PIPs.
The PmPIP1 expression patterns with drought conditions showed that drought did induce PmPIP1. In conclu-
sion, cloning of the PmPIP1 gene from P. massoniana enriched the plant aquaporin gene database, and the
qRT-PCR analysis indicated that the PmPIP1 gene may be involved in the response related to drought stress.
[Ch, 8 fig. 1 tab. 39 ref.]
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JKGH T AR (AQP) J2 45 40 IR - 58 PE PRk Hh = 85U 18 K o F R G i2 B E . B 1993 4F Maurel 45
WAL FG It Arabidopsis thaliana W53 #8155 1 MHEYIKALE R y-TIP Dok, CEME . AR . 2@, 3)
YRR S LT BT £ i R AQPR R, AR ST O FIKAE Oryza sativa™55 AQP JE[H] ) B 5%
BORNTERE . MARAGHE R A WA AL, 5GP SRR 4 FhEAY . BN AESR A (PIP), W
BENAERR 1 (TIP), 4598 8 F1 (NIP) K /NgaerE IR P 2 1 (STP) 0 AQIP Ji 5 R T8 (¥ I P £ 2 11 (MITP)
K, BAREEK . Wl ANy B SIRE, AR X K 3 AN 2 0 e i AL ol 2 AR, B
Fe¥A Pinus massoniana P& A RE ol . A L 7 LEE AR @SR 0 RARRE, Ok B R O e 3R
MR R Z 2 DR SCF 5 B AA MBI IE 2 248 P AEMRACRIE BOR ™ L B AL 2 RS R S
AR AR AR T N TMRA KR A D, I AR W A SRR A A T R R S
MARIEFE AR KB — N REENSIEHE T 5wl SR PU RS P LR LR R s, e R 5
AT FHLHIRA o m 8 & 3, Hrb, /KliE & 8 PIPs WA 5L K AEAEY) T 50y T IR pL i o
SN EEM R, A A RA A, i H s v SRR AR Y, S 5 AR Y ihaa i
N o CUI Z5PVR Bt F 3k VIPIPL (400 g IT 3% 5 T AR BT 5268 01 . ZHOU 48 2 52 3R B /INZE Triticum
aestivum TaA QPT(PIP2) 13 & [ (PEG) b G ik & 1, TEF R Solanum lycopersicum Wi & 32 ik
[ RESE SR T HP M. HAT, DR K E A PIPs 3L B M e 24K WHFFEHGE . Wik,
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ARG RN R KR VALY AR, & 17.2 em, HE R4 B R
(27 em x 18 cm x 25 cm), % V(HHE):V (WHP)=9 : 2 RGN, B B (LR IEAHX & K52 70% + 5%)
A B8 (- SEARXT S 7K iy 40% + 5% )2 ASAE PR B R GE ok FR i R 4R AR E K B AR R T
N . T 5E s 0, 3, 5, 10, 15, 20, 25 d 70 25 mHGlAr, TG BIIE 2 BR gl - A A
Y, WRR TR, A T80 C, 1E Ny SEm 2t E i 5 A Wik =X 5 (qRT-PCR) 1 i3 44 L
1.2 FHik
1.2.1 E a4 (RNA)G IR 2 M Plant RNA Reagent 5 RNAprep pure Plant Kit 35 B 43 47 .
122 B#AR L ARG E A Y AR B A0 (NCBD B h CARIE 1 AQP JEH T 41, Bl Jf
I M1 5 M2(5% 1), 3k45 PmPIP1 JEF e v B R4 R4k =X S (PCR) S & % (25.0 pl): B4R
L0 L, 5144 1.0 pL, MasterMix 12.5 pL, F#K 9.5 pL, PCR B &M HZEYE 94 °C 3 min, 2EHE
94 °C 30s, Bk 48.7C30s, ZEM 72 °C 1 min, 35 MEH, JG2EM 72 °C 10 min, 70 A BIEM |,
it 5'-RACE $: %1514 GSP1, GSP2 #il GSP3(3 1), £ I8 5'-RACE system for rapid amplification of
cDNA ends BB, 47484 H 5L 5 0 77 41 o it 3'-RACE Fe 5 tE5 9 M3 5 M4 (£ 1), 28 3'-Full
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RACE core set with prime Script™ RTase UiH], § 3 H A 3E 3/ 550 . wildE S rEg|9 M5 5 Mo (3%
1), Bk PmPIP1 3% R B A0 A% B A% 2 (cDNA) 2K 551 . PCR =) B le W BEIC ik, RAMT T )
TAHRE 4, #% DNA Purification Kit 37 £ 358 W JE4T I 010k, 5 pMD18-T Vector 4%, 4k K Jn ik
% 8 Escherichia coli DHSou JFAZ AN UM, i PR se e 1, 3% bt il FESL AW 58 b A IR Bl A7
Wy

x1 PoPIP EERERREERNSY

Table 1 PCR primers used to the cloning and expression of PmPIP1

519 1975 5'—3' TEH

M1 GGNGGNCAYATAAAYCCNGC R RIS e

M2 GGNCCNACCCARAADATCCA

GSP1 CTCCCAAGCACTGACA

GSpP2 CAGCCCGGGGCAGAGACAGA 5'-RACE ¥" 1% 5" K ¥ J5 5]
GSP3 GCCAAGAACAGCCCAAAGGT

M3 CATCACTGGAACTGGCATCAACCCTG 3'-RACE ¥ 7 3" K ¥ 5 41
M4 GCTGCCATCATCTACAACAAGTCTCG

M5 ATGGAAGGAAAAGAAGAAGACG 4K cDNA §7 34

M6 CTAGGAGCGAGTTTTGAAGGGAATG

185-F TTAGGCCATGGAGGTTTGAG 1 N bR

18S-R GAGTTGATGACACGCGCTTA

UBC-F AGGATCATCAGGATTTGGGT

UBC-R GATTTATTTCATTGGCAGGC

M7 TAACCCAGCAGTGACCTTT Kzl PmPIP1

M8 TCCCACAATCTCAGCACCC

123 Faladr W45 R R DNAStar #E47 9F 45, I 5 6 B B R A Y EOR{E 2 b0 (NCBID £ 4 it
17 R ¥R 51 b X HE A 2 T H (BLAST) Hexf, # ] ProtScale Sever #0473 41 £ 11 26 K /g K ¥ 5 FIH] Ex-
PASy ProtParam tool 7153 85 [ 4 45 AL s #1701~ 4 5 A A TMHMM 000 5 [ DX 5 ] Signal P 000455 ik 5
F ] SWISS-MODEL il = 2% 454 ; F] 1] DNAMAN R4 3EA47 285 1 53T 51 1 22 15 LG I 4 6 PR ) 3R 456
HEAEH

124 AR KZE M BRI M7 F1 M8(E 1)1EN RT-qPCR 514, M 18SHIZ K (UBC) (5
DRy AR EE B, 4T RT-qPCR e, #4533 i PCR KW AR 5 S 25l B TR 128 77 31 52
iz (super real premix plus)10.0 wL, 1E. 514458 0.6 nl, ¢DNA #ifg 0.5 pl., HEHZE/K 8.3 pl, &{k
1120.0 pL, #HFF 95 C 1 min, 95 C 10s, 60 C32s, I35 AJFH, BRI X RIA &R R
28T LB R SPSS16.0 F A # AT BAR Ge it o3 b, U5 2253 (ANOVA) BEHR 4317 25 55 b 38k

2 HERGAH

21 LSE# PmPIP1 &£[F cDNA £ KT E

LA cDNA Jg#id , FH 5198817 PCR 9784, K45 1 4> 458 bp [ h(a] i BL (B 1A) . FEdLIE a1,
AT 5' 0 5 3"y PCR 4744 . 250 R . 5'-RACE 7 520 bp Z45 345 1 455874 (18 1B), 3'-RACE 7£ 460
bp 4 3A% 1 %554 (B 1C), PCR =W &l . 8. 54 WP & PiE:, k15 PmPIP1 3L H 75 .
R AE PmPIPL R A0 HERYE, #E17 3R 2K PCR Y731, 76 867 bp Zi 45 3k4% 1 45y, K/NSPHES 21
PmPIP1 3 5 1) 52 4 TF B R /N—30 (B 1D) o FEAME S B 2 7 E SE 4 38 ) 9 5 pF Bt SR — 3k, B3k
B %% 5 GenBank, %5524 KF582038, X PmPIP1 3 4= KB 9143 BT 228 . 4K ¢DNA 24 1 301 bp,
& 1 AR IR EHE 867 bp, 5/ A AERIIEIX 99 bp, 3" AKuGIEFEEX 335 bp, 7E 100 bp 4b % 3k bk
T ATG, 964 bp b % B4 1 % 1% F TAG, #4if% 288 >4 5 (&l 2)., FJH NCBI {1y BLAST %}
PmPIP #4786 R SF I (B 3), 455 7R : PmPIPL 4 1 4> MIP {57 X . PmPIP1 {14 % 522 5% B 7E
MIP VEE X P 5 MIP 25 (4R 57 X7 510 56 42—, AT LAHEN PmPIP1 3 PR 2 /Kl i 85 (3L KR — B .
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A. A B M: DL2000; 1, 2: e B vk K .

B.5" -RACE Hi3k "l M: DL2000; 1: 5’ -RACE/™* ).

C.3’ -RACE H1yk & M: DL2000; 1: 3’ -RACE "%,

D. ¢cDNA 4 K3 M: DL2000; 1, 2: PmPIP1cDNA 4K ¥.

B 1 sigtiticdicsg R
Figure 1 Agarose gel electrophoresis results
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ProtParam /3 H7 2 H] PmPIP1 45 |94 T4 0 30.86 kD, FEiS 4 5k 8.48, Ik ([ AR & i i &
)2 FE R e H &R Gly (G)FIN AR Ala(A), 439k 36 f134 4~ AR ARSI 3091, J& TRE
EH ., 4 Signal P oM, BAAESIKUIEN S, BB ME A WIES I E M . ProtScale 3 B IV #5128 8 (1 4F
AR A EE, BRI AKM: . Predictprotein 75 PmPIP1 & &4 1 MKH T cAMP and cGMP
FE B A S 2 DN ER AR C BERRIL O o5 . 3 K AR vk I B 1L 1 5 10 A~ A 8 e Ak 17
Mo M C V215 S E B DB 5 R4S G % DIAE G, N-S S I Ak — R A 2 — A 2l vk 1 ik
FEFI— AR AE B, I AE R X7 5 AT 585 PmPIP1 845 X R % V),

iz H TMHMM Server 4%} PmPIP1 #E 47 25 I X 3, 82 Hh 22 ik i 109 280 = 1k 127.431 43, H
HAG /Kl 8 8 Y 6 A B IX (TMT~TM6) , BRI i) 5 4~ %K 3 (Loop A, B, C, D, E)i##z,
A, CHEARTEAMMMESS, B, DN, CoRun#E AL T 41 ML B (181 4), TM2 A TM3 Z [], TMS &
TM6 Z[H], A& A 1A KT BNl 2 BR- N Z B2 Asn-Pro-Ala(NPA) fR<F45#4 4k, NPA &R, JL
SFRTA  MIP 2 B 4544k, PmPIP1 BLAT 57 /K G JE 2 1 C 3R F1 E BRI RHE T 51 (GGGANXXXXGY
1 TG/TNPARSL/FGAAT/NI/VEF/YN) DL KK 3 38 B BA 5% 14 15 BE P ~F (1) EXXXTXXF/L #Lot, X 5040
W LA 7K B 2 DI RE Y APIPL D)6 XY 2 1R 7 41 g B — 3. N R 53 2R, C R 9 P2
W2, TG HY)KIE A 1 PIPLE R B 0L 1) N-sid< . C-3i i A Re 2, B, 40N PmPIP1 55X J& F PIPL
R

¥ PmPIP1 5 O 0 HoAth RS 47 /K 38 38 28 (AT L IR 7 91 2 J L Xt o0 i, S50 . PmPIP1 540
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TTGATCACACATTCATTCATTCTGCAT TTGCTGCACTATTT TGGCT TTGTT TCGACTGAGT TCAGACAGTCTCGGAATCCTCTGGTTCTTTGTGTTGAA
100 ATG GAA GGA AAA GAA GAA GAC GTT AAG CTC GGG GCG AAC AAG TAT TCC GAG AGG CAG CCG CTG GGG ACT GCG GCA
M E G K E E D vV K L G A N K Y S E R Q P L G T A A
Niij(1~53aa)
175 CAG ACG AGG GAA AAG GAT TAC AAG GAG CCG GGT CCC GCG CCA CTG TTC GAA CCC GGG GAG TTG GCG TCA TGG TCC
26 Q T R E K D Y K E P G P A P L F E P G E L A S W S
250 TTC TGG AGG GCG GGT ATT GCA GAG TTC ATG GCG ACT TTC TTG TTT CTT TAC ATC ACG ATC CTC ACG GTC ATG GGT
51 F W R A G I A E F M A T F L F L Y I T I L T VvV M G
TM1(54~76aa)
325 GTC AAG AGG GCC GAC AAT GTT TGC ACT GGA TCT GTT GGA ATT CAG GGG ATT GCA TGG GCC TTT GGG GGA ATG ATC
76 v KINEESINCTNCEITNEIENG ¢ T A W A F G G M I
AIR(77~90aa)
40() TTC TGT CTC GTC TAT TGC ACA GCC GGT ATT TCA GGT GGT CAT ATT AAC CCA GCA GTG ACC TTT GGG CTG TTC TTG
101 = ¢ 1 vy c v a6 1 s ¢ c [iIEEENNEEIGEE——

TM2(91~113aa) BI(114~133aa)
475 GCC AGA BAG CTG TCT CTG CCC CGG GCT GTG TTC TAC ATG ATA TGT CAG TGC TTG GGA GCC ATC TGT GGC GCT GGT

126 IENNENENENSINENNEINE 2 v F Y M I Cc Q € L G A I C G A G

550 GTT GTG AAG GGC TTC ATG GAA GGC GAG TAC CAA GCG GAC GGT GGA GGT GCT AAC TCT GTG GCT CAT GGC TAC ACC

151 v v x ¢ r u ECEENENGESEEE e
TM3(134~156aa) CIN(157~178aa)

625 BAG GGA GAT GGC TTG GGT GCT GAG ATT GTG GGA ACC TTC GTT CTG GTC TAC ACC GTT TTC TCT GCT ACC GAT GCC
170 NGNS ¢ . G a E 1 v 6 T F v L v y T v r s [HIEEESEE
TM4(179~196aa) D¥£(197~208aa)

700 AAA CGA AGC GCC CGG GAT TCT CAC GTT CCT CTG CTA GCA CCA CTT CCA ATA GGG TTT GCA GTT TTT CTG GTT CAC

200 EONENSINEEINSINSINE v P L L A P L P I G F A V F L V H

775 CTT GCC ACA ATT CCT ATC ACT GGA ACT GGC ATC AAC CCT GCC CGA AGC TCG GGA GCT GCC ATC ATC TAC AAC AAG

26 1 At 1 ¢ 1 S
TM5(209~231aa) E¥(232~256aa)

850 TCT CGT GTT TGG GAT GAC CAT TGG ATT TTC TGG GTC GGT CCA TTC TTG GGC GCT GGC TTG GCA GCT ATT TAC CAC

251 ENMNRNINSNDINS] 2 2w 1 F W V G P F L G A G L A A I Y H

925 CAG ATG ATC ATT CGT GCC ATT CCC TTC AAA ACT CGC TCC TAG AAACAGCCCAGCCTAGCCCAGCATATTGGAGAGGGGGGCTTAAA
276 @ ™M I I R A I P F K T R S %

Sl

TM6(257~279aa) Cuii(280~288aa)
1 011 CTTTAAGGCTGAGAGGTCTGTTAACGCATGTGTATT TGTCGTCTGATAAATGGTTT TACAGGATGGATGATATCCATATATTATGTTT TAAGTGTGATTTA
1111 GGCCAGCGGAAGCCTCTGGCAGATTCTGCTCTCGTGGGCT TCAGTGGAGTGTATTAT TCCTC TGTGTAAAATAATGGACTCT TTGGCTGTTGCACTCAGT
1 211 GGGTCTGTCTGTAAATTTCGTCTTTATCTTCTTTTTTAATGGAAGTTATAGCCAGTGTGGTT!

RN BB s R 2 D SR K OB B A SOK HEIE Y 85 U5 HE B2 i NPA box;
BI5% 8 0 RR 38 ks 7l “*” brid.

B 2 PmPIPl 3 P43 82 55 B 3w o9 5 4L 8 5 7

Figure 2 Nucleotide sequence and amino acid sequence of the PmPIP1 gene
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Figure 3 Conserved domains of nucleic acid sequences of PmPIP1
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T EA & B REAE B4 PmPIPl & ¥ K 6 Fnl

){% PmPIP1 ﬁ% iR JJ? il Ej ;H\:ﬁﬁ H Y AQP phs Figure 4 Prediction model for transmenbrane domain of PmPIP1 protein
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¥ I+ Arabidopsis thaliana 93
i % Vitis vinifera 93

JCHE ALKk Quercus petraea 92
5 XM Camellia sinensis 92
/N BT U Musa acuminata 92
W& Nicotiana tabacum 94
HALREN Tamarix albiflonum B 94
?ﬂﬁlﬁfa 2 K2 Picea abies 93
Ly 2 K2 Pinus massoniana 93
Consensus
PR ¥ Arabidopsis thaliana 165
11 7% Vitis vinifera 165
Fili b A% 46 Gossypium hirsutum ) 164
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JH ¥ Nicotiana tabacum 166
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T HAE KR Quercus petraea LI GAGY VKGIg8 Y GGAN ¥ TKGGLIG AETRK YIVFE L TIDAKRINARDS \ 236
W28 Camellia sinensis GAGV VKGR GGANY eI\ Vi s (6, 4R N 236
NS S Musa acuminata GAGY VKGId Yid GGAN Nl v YIVFEL ] \ 236
Wl % Nicotiana tabacum GAGY VKGIJ8 GGAN g LEIRE S ILTID \R| 3y 238
H AL Tamarix albiflonum GAGY VKGI8 GGAN { LETRK JYTVE A TDAKREAR| \ 238
)& 25 ¥ Picea abies GAGV VKG 8 ARG AN Nadil V) YIVFEA LR A 238
I, B A Pinus massoniana LIRCIGAGY VKG 8 GGAN ¥ TKC Nl v YIVFE L TDAKREJARDS \ 238
Consensus icgagvvkg ggan v gytkg glgael gtf lvytvfsatdakr ards
YL/ IT Arabidopsis thaliana 309
1 7% Vitis vinifera 308
[ifi Mo K A6 Gossypium hirsutum 309
T AL #k Quercus petraea 308
B AW Camellia sinensis 308
/NR BT W Musa acuminata 308
WA & Nicotiana tabacum 308
1AL M Tamarix albiflonum 309
?ﬂﬁﬁiﬁz&b Picea abies 310
Ly R KA Pinus massoniana b, ) 310
Consensus 1gfavflvhlatxpltgtglnpars gaall n w dhwi fwrgpf za 1raxpfk

AQPIE K] [ K Y5 Fl GenBank 2 il %5 :
B IF NM_116268; i %] DQ834694; [ii k4t DQ402075; AL Bk 1Q846271; M A # KC008722;
N FE KC969669; JH I AF440271; HA6AHI DQ 660891; I ja = 42 283830; 1 B 4 KF582038.

H5 PmPIPl & &8 F5] 5 L tetish AQP AR ey B LB 7] % & i)

Figure 5 Multi-comparison in amino acid sequence of AQP gene between Pinus massoniana and other plant species

AT 2B 20 0 (] 6) . 4500 . PmPIPl 5@ =4 £ % 6 R, 1 H W Gl LIE H
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PIPs 2 [ iF b B2 PR SF 1

2 SWISS-MODEL #£ 7!, >R A] H 248 R B0 PmPIP1 2 5L 2 EAUEAT TN . SER R . AR
B HE N 44~278 bp, =G L5 TN 4 AR 2 3 S Spinacia oleracea(ZbeA), TWIJIEJ?JET&F 77.872% , %
Rasmol & F , KB E ML o HAL(E 7).,
23 PmPIPl EEESERSHLATHRERTEPETHRIESH

AL AR . ZERI cDNA At , #E47 PmPIP1 JEH ) RT-PCR B, 18S fE NS,
G5 NIE 8A PR, PmPIP1 TEMR . 25 mMrp 3Rk, MRk, HUOEEMM . I T 56
X PmPIP1 3Rk )52, (] qRT-PCR $ARAFIE D RBAMR . 25t Rk, E TR T, U
18S N2 (Bl 8B), PmPIP1 JERTEMR | ZErp KRR Z TG, HAES 10 RFEEFEE i
U, WG RS, Rk EZES AR, L UBC RS0 (K 8C), TEM . 25, MRk KFE#H
HAGUL18S NS MEERIEA —5, Bk RIEE/R, PmPIPl 3L Y ik 5 T 2 Wi AH 5
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0.05 —

RIAH Jatropha curcas EF030420

WK K 4 Populus trichocarpa XM_002322841

Wl ¥ Nicotiana tabacum AF440271
Ik Juglans regia F1971055
— i % Vitis vinifera EF364433
_E 202 Chenopodium rubrum AJ699398
U I+ Arabidopsis thaliana NM_ 116268
4 A Pinus massoniana KF582038
1 I 5 2 42 Picea abies 783830
—— AL WD Tamarix albiflonum DQ660891
_’j%ﬁlﬁ Prunus persica AB303644
JII £ Morus notabilis XP_010095072
—— B 8 Fraxinus excelsior AY663794
— [ W KB Gossypium hirsutum GU998828
—— B 2B Camellia sinensis KC008722
K7 Hordeum vulgare AB286964
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Figure 6  Phylogenetic analysis of PmPIP1 and other plant species
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