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Response characteristics of physiological and biochemical indices and
gene expression analysis of sesame during seedling stage under drought

LIU Wenping, LIU Xiaxia, HAN Junmei, WEN Fei, LV Wei, WANG Ruopeng
(Industrial Crop Research Institute, Shanxi Agricultural University, Taiyuan, Shanxi 030031, China)

Abstract ; To establish a drought resistance identification system for sesame and screen drought resistant varie-
ties, a pot repeated drought method was used, with normal water content ( CK) and drought stress (DS) treatments
set up. 31 sesame materials were subjected to super physiological and biochemical indicators determination and
comprehensive evaluation, and the expression level of SOD synthesis related genes was detected using qRT-PCR.
Results of the analysis showed that O, , SS, Pro contents, SOD, and POD activities under drought stress were ob-
viously increased compared with the control group. The highest coefficient of variation of drought resistance coeffi-
cient and drought resistance index were SOD(98.64% ) and O, (154.01% ). The drought resistance index was sig-
nificantly positively correlated with O, content and SOD activity, which could be used as important indicators for
drought resistance identification of sesame seedlings. 31 sesame materials were divided into 5 categories by cluste-
ring analysis: high drought-resistance, medium drought-resistance, low drought-resistance, low drought-sensitive
and high drought-sensitive. Using a comprehensive evaluation method, 2 high drought resistance materials ( ‘ Fenzhi
10° and ‘Yu-11-12") , 4 medium drought-resistance materials, 9 low drought-resistance materials, 10 drought-
sensitivity materials, and 5 highly drought-sensitivity materials were selected. The content of O, and the activity of
SOD can be used as the indexes for rapid identification of drought resistance of sesame.

Keywords: Sesamum indicum L. ; physiological indicators of drought resistance; drought resistance identifica-

tion; SOD synthesis related gene expression
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2R ( Sesamum indicum L.) FA 35 7 B AK A A
HA R BB E Y 2 —  fE 2Bk iz Fihl, &
SRR Hi A A W SE I A TN Y BRGHE | I ARG
U H S 2 bR A 7 Y B R AT R
Al3A 180 J t, M 4F 7= 54X 65 J7 t, LI
SRR, B 2R AT AR A
SRR RAEY), 2R T 515t 15 4 AR A 4 3 5
B, TFREE WA R FEERE Y, B
K, TRIF K, 7 H 0 2R A K TR 5 2R
R R, JUHOE BT 5 2 2 Al i 17 22 1 30
g NS8O 8 N R, #EAr P
FE 2R BT S 0 5 3k R O 3 B 5 R R 22 JRR
A HAHEBERE YL,

VEY BTS2 t Z2 L L ] e 1, I 5
AN AT 5 DA R X A A 0 3 o J 9% U LA
B, TEMPL RS AR R AR SRR
KEFAR et hst A LR AR RS T
BhR S HATA 52 RRPTEE LG AR 5T 1 A8
FEArtT L AR R B RR T S a0 A
it MDA FL2R, Pro & &8 /0, [A] i) 2 5 300 9 il
SOD il CAT 7P F g, Fazeli %7 & BLHT R M
FhAR A F (94T % AL B ( SOD . POD , CAT Al PPO)
TR, PNVEEAES R, TR e IS S R B
5 g ik B AR E Y5 (MDA 1 H,0, ) 7 5L 1Al
KRR, G BB MY PRG0S &
FR G (SOD |, CAT) W PE R IEAH X C R, T
IR b BRAARDT ST A BN 2R AT
BRIAEAT 43 F AR 30 19 DS B 50 M7 5 Dossa ™ 3 3 H 4%
ANTRIPT R FE R B2 R Ak () 11 25 S5 R BE I 3R A5
61 /N1t S e JE [, I & B8 AP2/ERF 3 K 58 5 %t
5 W e N R TR ER . H T2 B SR H 248 bR
CEA TN T 2 R R DL R i e S B U, A
WFFEFE T AR 2 R B IR A T A DG A B A Ak
FEARIG R , R B0 5 38 R R SOD AH 56 3k
( LOC105160768 . LOC105171443 . LOCI05164171 .
LOCI105160801 ) FyZRIR Tt , T4 38 12 00 7 iy 101 24 2
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WFFE I S sl A ], AL 24 PR A SR LR 1,
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Table 1 The number,name and source of tested materials
s e MEHATR

No. Source Name

1 It Hebei 7[4t~1-3 Henbei-1-3

2 It Hebei 4t-3 Hebei-3

3 LLI7PG Shanxi 12 10 %5 Fenzhil0

4 4t Hebei 1E—9 Hebei—9

5 K Chongqing Cq013

6 K Chongqing Cq014

7 K Chongqing Cq016

8 K Chongqing Cq017

9 PEPEIEZ Yan’ an,Shaanxi HE-20 Yan—20

10 BRPEAES Yan® an,Shaanxi FE-21 Yan-21

11 [%VE Shaanxi [~ H1—-8 Shan—Hanzhong—8
12 B Shaanxi Ble— -9 Shan—-Hanzhong—9
13 L7 Liaoning H-04 Yu-04

14 1L Liaoning #-10-1 Yu-10-1

15 i1 Liaoning #H-11-1 Yu-11-1

16 K Jilin #%-23-1 Yu-23-1

17 L7 Shanxi W2 135 Feizhil3

18 #HIX Wuhan #H-27 Wu-27

19 I Wuhan #H-38-1-1 Wu-38-1
20 I Wuhan #H-39 Wu-39

21 LI Shanxi H2 10 Jinzhil0

2 VL7 Jiangxi 1T-5 Jiang—5

23 YLV Jiangxi 7L-1 Jiang-1

24 1IPY Shanxi ABEZFK Qixian sesame
25 1I7PH Shanxi KEZIK Taigu sesame
26 1P Shanxi IFEZ R Linkian sesame
27 LL7Y Shanxi SUKZJHR Wenshui sesame
28 WPy Shaanxi THRIZRR Weinan sesame
29 117G Shanxi DWLEZ R Jianxi sesame
30 11174 Shanxi “ZLZ IR Sanjiao sesame
31 1P Shanxi 2 HL R Jiangxian sesame

1.2 LG 4bIE

R R FH AR TS, 78 1L PG ARl K 24 22 B VE M b
FERT N T AR N AT K it FE 10 15 1 2 R D
FeAh THR 2 (AR 10 em, 535 10 em) N, TR}
T4 DS FX 4] CK, A e, T 54k
PRAT AR BRI 50 mL, XF BR4H A5 T A0 H
99 1E] IEH Bk, BRR 50 mL; 2 RRER 2~ 3 X E M RIT
R R T 5k A BT R AR 3 TR
b B A2 KR, B 5 2 AT R ZEL A R A7 B A [ A
IRemt by, SEAT Az AR A 0 2 F0AH G JE D 3R 3k i 4y
Bro REetaE 21 d, % 3 EH
1.3 WEERSFE

PR (MDA) 5 R AR 2 BE 22 R v I 2
BRI BT (057) & R F R e A ARk U 2 5 I 2
%2 (Pro) 1 1 R FH A 3 K A 1R 4 B W1 PR AR (SS)
R B Lo 2,32 00 5 5 8 481k P B AL T (SOD)
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T PSR 00 Y s 2 T 5 5 ot AR i ( POD) ) 1 1
SR A BIAER 35 DU 2 ) T MR 1 (SP) & R
FH BCA 3 2 e AR & 0 A RER 4D
BHEAF,
1.4 RNA BB S

FH Trizol VAR HL 2 BRIt Fr 9 RNA , 38 i:F Bt B Al
EERCHL VKN RNA etk g Bk Rl
1.5 qRT-PCR &1

RNA [/ %% 534 i HiSciptllOne Step RT-PCR
Kit 303 iR & (ra mtvaMERE E I RHE A BR A FD) o
DABTpPRL  SUSORET 5 A 3 2 2 S Y e DNA
sk, fi ] ChamQ SYBR qPCR Master Mix ( B 5T
MERE A MR TR ) L 7E QuantStudio™ 3 HIZE G E
it PCR {38 il T BRI Fak i o pr 1k 3 M EW e
5. DIZRREHER A SiH3 (SIN-1004293) VE NS
R SR 27 R H BRI (LOC105160768
LOC105171443 LOC105164171 .LOC105160801 ) ) AH X
ik (£2),

x2 EREMSIMFT
Table 2 Primers of the genes

HEH Em5 14 JIwy 14
Gene Forward primer(5’-3") Reverse primer(5°-3")
SiH3 GTTGGTCTCTTTGAGGAC CAGCTGGATGTCTTTTGG

LOCIO5160768  AAAGGTCAGTCTACTTGCG  ATTACACCCTTAACAGCTTTCC
LOCI05171443  GAAGGAGATGGTCCCACAA  TCTTTGCCAGCAGGATTGAA
LOCIO5164171 ' TCGGCAATGGCTCTACGAA  TAACATGACCTCCGCCATTGA

LOCI0516080] CTGGAAATATGCTAGTGAAGT  CAGTAAATAGCCCACTATGA

1.6 HIFEDH

1.6.1 Z3AFNRFAKE R FHKHA>H D31
T 22 JBR %) A BAE AL R A AR T, % 2% D (B 47
P(E 25 5 WA  AEEs A A

X,

DC=C—];i (i=1,2,,n) (1)
Xi

DI=—DC (i=1,2,-,n) (2)
X

A1, DC R TE FERRAHT T R DI I £ b
PURREG X, 0 T R M A0 T R 2 {8 CK,
S TE BRSO SRR E ;X R a
HAEIRIE B9 F-HI{H
1.6.2 2R BT LR A hE 1R

F(X) = a,X, +a, X, ++a, X, (i=1,2,,
ny j=1,2,-,n) (3)
AT, FOX) 8 j AL B PR E s 0, 2R 45 20— 3R bR

AR LA S IO B AR I 18] B 5 X, O 4% B — 1R AR IO AR
HEAL AL FRAE

W= P TRG=1.2, ) (4)
R, W RS | DS RIERIRE ; P F R &R
55 AN TR RRIN T 2 TR
D= [F(X)xW] (j=12,-,n) (5)
A, D AP R R B T S T,
F SPSS 20.0 #AFXHA I £ 4 47 LA 3 AT
GEHIIHT BRI () 402 (5) FR o

2 R 5500

2.1 FTEBETZRHHERIERERSN

Xof 1 Ah T R S A B AH A AN ) 2 JRR AL RE 7
AEFAL AR bR IEAT I A, S5 SRR, 5 IE A PR
HAHH, B MDA (SP 4k, HoAth 5 454576 T 5 ihia
TR EEIE I BT A X MDA (SP 5 e 8¢
INF3) , BERK DC 5 DI T E A 2E AR K
(O B&4N) ,SOD T ) DC {5 F DI {55 %, SP
SN DC{HA DIEEAR, & PEIR DC F1 DI Y
S ZBVE R 14.77% ~ 98.64% il 23.53%
~ 154.01% ,H:H, SOD {EPEK) DC 28 5 R E K,
05 1 POD JEMER Z ; 05 1) DI 78 5 R B0, Hk
J& SOD %A POD {54 ;SP & & /9 DC F1 DI 28 5+
FE N, BT UL, 07 & SOD M POD i
X 5 3 5 UK YR & MDA 5 f R Pro T
P, SS FI SP E 5 X - T e A fgak
22 TEBETZHREHSIERSREEREHE

KIS

SRR S PR AR BB AR S A Fr 45 SR R B, 05
it SOD WE M 5L AP R AR5 DI [A) AR O
HHFIEFR, FH K RS0 0 0.530 F110.583 (4 4) ,
VEITZET 554 F , 0 & il , SOD i By , 25
HPURIR B R, Bz o BT 8 R,
ALK O 1 SOD AE 2 iR 1 3 0 521 25 7 Y o %2
EiEL A
23 TEBETZERHHSERERS S0

SR B T8 4348 7 AN [R) 22 R i B 45 B AR AR AR
Z AN 2 B AR FIBLD , 6 3R 40 524 O i A 2
eV AT ERUT T, AR S ATLLE Y, F R 1,
2.3, 4 P 548 B BT ik 3 4 Wi R 25.234%
19.814% . 14. 564% F1 12. 605% , 2 L 57 #ik % N
72.217% , Ut HIIX 4 A~ W5 w5 T RE 4 IR IR AL
PEE B
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Table 3 DC and DI of each index

— = = =N e L = . — A 153 SR RIR/

. WomAR  BENETAR mameR  WEmem  SaCoin Rl FE

Eist 7 MDA o _ . } q s g e

content O3 content SS content Pro content .. .

Index /( L) o /( -1y /( L1 SOD activity POD activity SP content

umo /(pmol + g7) mg - g pumo /(U-g) /(U-g) /(mg g™

FEMEAREZE DS 19.69+5.81a 0.55£0.49 23.13+5.18a 44.17+16.83a  156.59+112.86a  581.22+346.94a  39.77+4.49a

(as) CK 19.54+6.87a 0.23+0.08b 13.73+2.29b 29.40+8.99b 61.64+40.8b  571.35+592.32b  39.78+4.29a
A L Z ok DS 29.51 89.09 2240 38.10 72.07 59.69 11.29
CV/% CK 35.16 3478 16.68 30.58 66.19 103.67 10.78
i P34 Mean 1.15 2.53 1.73 1.63 3.93 1.56 1.01

BLRRE R
DC SITAR 50.45 88.73 28.53 4797 98.64 86.98 1477
CV/ %
, ; 44 Mean 125 424 1.81 1.85 4.90 1.97 1.02
EA L . S _—
DI ch;//f% 71.20 154.01 50.28 95.68 132.86 129.44 2353
0

DS T4 B CK: IER KM B[RS AN RN P 3R A [ 2R BRE] 22 5245 P<0.05 KPR35,

Note : DS drought stress, CK: normal irrigation. Different lowercase letters in the same column indicate significant differences between different treat-

ments at P<0.05 level.
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Table 4  Correlation analysis of drought resistance coefficient of each trait in seeding stage

izt EiEEEicr WomE O BEAET Ao MiEmR BRI SRR TTATEEA
Index DI MDA 05 Ss Pro 1k SOD POD SP
YR8 %L DI 1.000
9 & MDA 0.215 1.000
HBEBE T 0y 0.530**  -0.173 1.000
nl A HERE SS 0.063 0.190 -0.103 1.000
IR Pro 0.217 -0.023 -0.108 0.182 1.000
ALY LRE SOD 0.583** 0.253 -0.026 0.141 -0.035 1.000
LY POD 0.171 0.139 -0.151 0.172 0.241 0.067 1.000
[ PER A SP -0.043 -0.024 0.001 -0.245 -0.037 -0.172 -0.262 1.000
e+ o FORTE P<0.0l K PERBE,
Note; * * indicate significant differences (P<0.01).
x5 EZEREPRERREREERS ST
Table 5 Principal component analysis of drought resistance coefficient of each trait in seeding stage
TG OBR e B HER AR TR ol dRE R IEE
Principal iR MBA FH s e P AR Yyt hd=| E'¢ ) | Contribution buti
component DI 07 SS o SOD POD sp genvalie - tesgp  commibution
rate/ %
PCl1 0.774 0.461 0.156 0.449 0.320 0.704 0.471  -0.403 2.019 25.234 25.234
PC2 0.559  -0.188 0.796  -0.436  -0.282 0.210  -0.444 0.305 1.585 19.814 45.048
PC3 0.106 -0.613 0.358 0.029 0.599  -0.399 0.308  —0.189 1.165 14.564 59.612
PC4 0.165 0.256 -0.205 -0.169 0.545  -0.047 0.037 0.737 1.008 12.605 72.217

FEEBY 1.2.3 4 PLEA PR BN RRIE [ 2
PIRIEE, BREGPURIEEON, TR 1.2.4 Pk
farfie i PR F-43-31 Sk SOD 05 Al SP, HARAE [ - {H
YINIEM (K 5), PiH SOD & 4E 07 Al SP & &K
BInA R 2 RRbT R
24 FEMETERSGEHERERSESEN D E

S -E

RIS E B2 2 5 E A (D ) IF
XF 31 AR THEY , o 15 SR D iR, &
HZAT R AT 52750513 S Mk D {5/, W% M
REABUSRAL, I3k 6 FrR, H K—FYER LN D

(TR0, vl 31 A Z AT R4y R 5 25, HE
2N EPLREAE(D>0.31) 445 3 SR U
21057 )15 Sk (CB-11-17) 32 7,
BT KL 6.45% ;11 250 hHT S 41K (0.31 =D >
0.26) ,fUf5 4E-21" W2 13 5 CImEZ R
SHEZRR 3 4 Gy AR 12.91% 5 1T 201K
PR E(0.26=D>0.20) , 135 W db-1-3" | ¢ 4E-
207 ‘H-10-1" 453k 9 iy, SR 8H29.03% 5 IV
KN URA B (0.20=D>0.15) , 4 4% W dt-3" |
‘Cq013” ,“ Cq016” Z53L 10 3, i itk okl 32.26% ;
V2N AR AL ¢ Cq014° | Be-10h -9 YT
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-1 43k 6 1y, AR 19.35%
2.5 ARE#E SOD EREXEENRIEIENH

SRS UE SOD T M %58 22 R &) 1 1 e 52k i o
Wik, AW 5T i e A R P2 FE B A 6 k(3,15
SAEPUMEL, 31 1 SRR R, 613 5 Rk
ERE) R e T 5 55 14 T AN [ it 5 1 A ek i 1
J T SOD FHOCIEA [ Fe 3k 2, X 4 /> SOD & i AH ¢
FEHHETT qRT-PCR 43Hr (1) . Z5RFRM, 5l
PR EE, 1 BRI R B A RE S SOD A OG 2
LOC105160768 .LOC105164171 .LOC105160801 113
N E RN, B — DR PR LG SOD PR T]
VER 2 BRI AT S 2 1 F8 45 .

®6 3 MERREUZENE

Table 6 The drought-resistance distribution of 31 sesame varieties

N . D {E D value B ELpE
KR DR ST el
Group ID of variety =t ~ o8
Range Mean resistance
ERES [
Type 1 3,15 D>0.31 0.36 High resistance

EAIES it

Type 11 10,17,26,28 0.31=D>0.26 0.29 Medium resistance
e Ny e
fyiﬂf légjéjjigﬁ?, 0.26=0>0.20  0.23 Low 15::'};%(36
PRE R
Dol Ty 02050015 o1 HEE
il% ?é%gifzé b<0.15 0.14 High Irj::filivity

= IS

T 1
\’m

IE N

zZ

)

=

oo
T

AH 6 3% it Relative expression

2F b

b cc ¢
©
0 me=d.d cced T

LOCI105160768 LOCI105171443 LOCI105164171 LOCI105160801
SOD# il ¢ £ [A SOD-related genes

T AN E/NE FRER IR AR BRI 22 5778 P<0.05 /KPR 3%

Note ; Different lowercase letters indicate significant differences be-

tween different treatments at P<0.05 level.
1 FTREEHTARZR&M SOD
A RIEXEREM qRT-PCR 547
Fig.1 SOD-related genes analysis of sesame
during seedling drought by qRT-PCR
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TR0 R AL PR N AR B A AR A 2 R A
AR FEE N R EUE AR AR KRGS, MR RS A, R

TP Z RN R R A AR i R
FEIE B MDA 480 7 H S8 3 M4 2 M 5 it
HUEAL RS (SOD ,POD | CAT Z5ht e ALl ) o A
BRZe AT P ) I e A 238 0 A 4
(SS.SP . Pro) ¥ 775 4 Jfd & Wk i, S5 2% e 5 21 ML /K
ARDBLIP200 S 2R B RRT R | kR
EAEYE T R A R, 55 B AR, MDA  Pro & 2
DL K SOD (CAT W& P A B e . AR IE T
AR 22 RR B 5 i 30 5 a8 T AR B A AR AR
Ak, SRR PR AR R, MDA Pro \SP | SS I
0; W& L) & POD SOD  CAT G & i, %
5 NI Ss RIA—2,
32 EHREHREELETERE

TREWHARMEWERNEERNEZ — KT
U it AP B B = VR 7 e AR 5 DX R A
RIBERELEER, EYHCFEER 8 E NS % E
FRPR R BY] B A 10 1Y %0 7 B R RIS 2R
HERR PR BB, HTE A 248 s 2 ik
FHEE A P RIELE A VP He e T 5 | B4 450 A
FERS 500 SRR REBCFELR A TEM T IEXT 10 7 2
AR ZE BT R AT PR, Tk 4 (i
FARE s 0 S A TR T S T BRAIAE X 100 43 B
PRI 0% 2 JRR T B GE IR A T 25 G VAN T 1 12 e
P F0T ; ZE BLIG 252 X6 120 44 P b i X H s A3
SR 8 AR FRAR PR AP R BN AR G T4
FE A T 6 1 38 B AE T 52 b DX A 4 F T
PR s AR TR AR X 30 3 KA ol o W R A
ATV T ) 5 iy R R Ak, R, P15
PELEGTEME D IPEW T R R IFM 4845, vl
XA A M R WA T R B B R RE ), AR ST
31 3 2 RRAR ORI A BT R P A T 2 5 A AT, AR
DAEMG R R 5 25 Hop 2 1055 B -11-
U W) D AE S, pra i , i B e g ARdb e
b EEX BB A M, 0T UE N Z R R
3.3 ERSHHEHAMEBEEEENIERNIIE

XA AR AT B S R A AR 24 FE A 2
B DA S PR AR E R AR T AR
R MELE R S AN AR SGE AT 31 6
IR 7 AP0 A TR bR R AT 0 1 | 25 R SR
SOD {EPEFN O S b R 5 5 R, 5
SOD 1 O, H f 2 IEAR G ; 70 Hr W1, SOD Al
O, EBRPUF AR AR 2k M7 7 f s I FE A, 7EIE W
AT AR N 0 PR AL T B AT
T REIEAEY I T SRS KE ™4, 07 &
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RIS Z —, FIL T 5 Mraa T~ =5 i e
FEEE IR AW i, KRR, o 1 L
et Y H & B bR L RS, SoD AR it
AL EAE O RAEAL I B i 0, F1 H, 0, , 1
XA AT AR B AT EE FEAE R H, 0,8 POD F1 CAT 35
B TRMNA T, PrE L EEE M2 BT, B S5 Pi5aE
FREMEKERT ) kGRS B —8, Hik
AW, BEAE T 5 a0 B S TR, P4
PR P S T R S R R R A Xl e S5 1R
FORNE I A B R RS ) A R 7 A

ARHEFEXT SOD A HiAH S 3k R A T ik = E
25 AR TP T 1 SR 1) 2 R Rl A X e 3 e
B P, TESCPRERVE TR R SOD A O Sk 2
FEBRIEAT 002 0 1, il DL H At 38 bR PE AT 50 00E, DA
e 7 156 B RCR AR T AR

4 zt B

MRS 31 43 2 R BB IR A PR T 2 E
AT, MY R BT ER G P, T e ¥ 2
10 57 M B-11-1" e de 5 ZRRAHEL, Al T4t
M AR kTR T SOD A1 O Al A
DNHERE 2R BP0 R B9 AR PR bR @ g x4
SOD L5 G LI N HEAT qRT-PCR 7347, 2 — Ik
SEHTAALRE SOD i 1 Al 10 2 6k i P A A E
5w,

S % X k.
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