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ARAELMENEEPCROMTHPT RS EEIEEF

wE, TR,

kBE, B8, BT, #RE, KRS, ek

A R SRR, R RMED AR SR HE SRS, )7 510642

WE NiFiLE# P A (Neolamarckia cadamba)siit & BPCREAE N SIE R, ZAF 7T LR RARIIR . 2E. . T8, B K
TERUE MR, FIFRT-QPCREARXTACT. CAC. CYPHIEF1a2521 /& KRR K IR 43/MB: itk 9 5 2L R AT ik B 404, IF
F|HgeNorm. NormFinderfliBestKeeper k1T N S £ K A2 € 54T . geNorm )43 #r 45 R, UPLIE R (A8 e P & s
(M=0.443), UBQZE A % 5 M K (M=2.859); NormFinderf] /#7145 R E7~, UPLIE R % e M5 =1 (E=0.223), UBQHE[H
(e e M 5 iR (M=4.759); BestKeepers#Tfitir, UPLE: 12 (SD=0.513) i ik . W4 REH, UPLERERNZ
RPRRE R, UBQIEEH I B ik, BILTT DA B UPLEE BRI N B AR FH A HRT-gPCREE S HT N SR H .

K|IF PR, LRTOLEEPCR, WS R

&, R, KB, &R B8, KRRz, KHEW, BB (2018). HEALI 9O E BPCRA T WS ANk

. YR 53, 829-839.

SR 2 5 EPCR (real time quantitative PCR,
RT-qPCR)X A R A MEAF. REE . & B
Jo RS FE R AL AN, C B RNABE BRI Al 8 &
FIRRAE, J2 M e 38 R R I8 /K1 1) e FH 7 ¥ (Gibson
et al.,1996; Bustin, 2000; Ginzinger, 2002; Die et
al., 2016). F|FHRT-qPCR:H73& P (1) HH % 2k =i,
T F G AR BN E 8 K £ (house-
keeping gene)fE N =% [H (reference gene), LATH
R AN [F) ZH 23 400 Ha 1) W) AR A AR o . RNA5 5 K% g S o
L)W % (Vandesompele et al., 2002; 2 CHl
%, 2009; Martins et al., 2017). 14 I, 35185
B & RNA (188 RNA). H i s -3- i BR i & i
(GAPDH). Efi[A T (EF). 7z %4 & (UBCE). a
B 5 (Tub-a) A1 B4k B 28 E1 (Tub-B) 1 & 2K 2k A
BAIHE T2 HERT-gPCR &4 A E 1L Y PY I8 5 TR
R AE A S50 25 N IR E RIA 2 % A AT
AEF4E(Thellin et al., 1999; Vandesompele et al.,
2002; Zhou et al., 2006). Kk, K T 1525 il HEH
LER R, i R E RS E RIS
AN 2 3 R BE AT B IE (0 3R 5F, 2010; ZE B4R,
2015).

W ks H 3H: 2018-01-03; #52 H JH: 2018-04-26

4K (Neolamarckia cadamba), X 4 H1E#E,
s J& v # R (Rubiaceae) 1 )&, W4 KTr AR, |7z
oA TR AR X (Li et al., 2017). HIF 3R
A RGE, FE19724F R T it AR R & |,
e & T 58N “/ER T o SWE L, RIRE
ROMTTHI AR () BEARUURE, 7R AT A D 2T AEAROAN i S G 4R
BEHOB/IEFEE, 2011)0 BEAL, BERARFEHFEENRE
W=, k&Y. B A S YA A P
(Chandel et al., 2016; Pandey and Negi, 2018), A&
AIBIT IR R Gy R IR AN R R I
IS A RZW. R TN B S5 — R 523 D Re
(Pandey and Negi, 2016). T ¥R AR EE L HF
AR S E, X IR 8 7 7R Bk T kR bk 2
(Ho et al., 2014; Ouyang et al., 2014; Zhao et al.,
2014; Lietal., 2017). HH AT K THEANSER M
AR WARE, ¥ )™ H LA T E EPCRI
FERIRIA I ERAYE . AT FE LB R AR H 2L (1
I e Ry REIBRZ )RR, FIRIRT-gPCR
BERXSWLB)E A (ACT). W& & B IEEE S Wi
(CAC). R Z(CYP). #EMFT1a (EF1a). HZLIE
G T (elF). fEREEREEJERE & i1 (FPS1), F-&kt
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HAEHE E(FBK). H il % -3- % 2 )l & 1 (GAPDH) |
GTPLE & 1% FI(RAN). Tl R ) i =X 74 T R F2 AL AT
KIEF1 (PEPKRT). & AWRREE2A (PP2A). K% hEk
H AL (RPL). FEiAEAS (RPS). HHE-1,5- 1
L EE(RUBP) S-RHF i & IR M 2 i (SAMDC)
BRI B 7(TEF). ofillE & H(Tub-a). BB HH
(Tub-B). = &4 &(UBCE). 2 % (UBQ)ANIZ & 1&
FIIER R (UPL) 21 FKR434M ik N 2 2L R 1 R ik
AT 41, FFF)FH geNorm. NormFinder fil Best-
Keeperfk £ AT M 2 Bk R A2 e M v i, BEHRHIE
BHPEARNRAL R ERIEM N SRR, HfEskE
PR E BRI R IE IR TSN S .

1 MHE5ERZE

1.1 8

AW 7 LA # 42 K (Neolamarckia cadamba (Roxb.)
Bosser)fIt. 2. M. f8. B K LEIEE N EL.
ARSI ¥ H T . ARG RN AR
%, BT-80°CUKFfE 4.

1.2 ERNARJIEEL

GEA N ek = L R AL 8 (CTAB) R # RNATR 71
& (Omega, Cat N0.R6827-01)KIEHL T A S RNA
(Ouyang et al., 2014). #A/EPBAN: BUaEMET
WA PR EE ok K, R 5 e B8 A & RNARBE 171.5
mL 20 F, 600 uLFi#k I CTABFI10 uL B-34%
B O BE, 60°CKI105r%h, HEHATEURIRS] . 55
AR AT I (24:1, vivIIANE T, RIGEY
fi 584518 & . 4°C 16 260 xg& 010434, ¥ b
WER R E Y, EE LIRSE. K LGRS SAH
RS T RIRBE MR A, NSRRI K 2B,
FLAP B4 & 1 B 148 E - 55 H140 uLiJDEPC
IKBEMERNA, —80°CHR-AE# H -

1.3 cDNAARKRFEIEPCRY &

R ¥EPrimeScript TM RT Master Mixi®jf & (Takara,
Cat No.RRO47A)UiWI45, #54RNA (0.5 pg) i
NEE1EECDNA. # i cDNAKR B 1545 HE47 % FIPCR
P38, FH 2% 35 5 B 4 e VKR 4 3 R . R
PCREAFI25 pLEI Bk ZU1TR: 12.5 pL 2xEs

Taq Master Mix, 1 uL3#F (5 pmol-L™"), 1 uL3I#IR
(5 umol-L™"), 2 uL cDNA, 8.5 pL ddH,0. J N F5 7 11
N1 94°C3434#; 94°C30%), 58°C30%%, 72°C15F), 35
ANMEFR; 72°C1053%h . 10°CHRAF -

1.4 RSEERNKAEEEPCRIHT

RT-qPCR# % [X.(Roche) LC4805E EPCRIX Fi#t47 .
AFEMIMBEARES, JFBCFHMETHE 5P, L
ddH O B B 1 Ay 5256 (K2 (I 5 B . 5% 52 EPCR
BARFRI20 LA BAR R0 R 10 ub 2xSYBR Pre-
mix Ex Taq I, 1 uL3[#F (5 ymol-L™"), 1 uL3I#IR (5
umol-L™"), 2 L cDNA, 6 pL ddH,O. KFiFEF i F:
95°C30%); 95°C5%p, 56°C30%F, 72°C30%», 401§
IR, 72°C2753 k. 3E4756-95°Cf 4 ik ih 28 23 BT - 40°C
B30,

1.5 BIBALEFSTHR

H FH % 1 geNorm (Vandesompele et al., 2002).
NormFinder (Andersen et al., 2004)#/BestKeeper
(Pfaffl et al., 2004)%5 & 73 Hrfi5ide N 25 2 KIFE AN [ S
WA T RILFEENME . ISR - EHE K HCT
(Cycle Threshold)fi fF Jy %> 3 R AE & B b g R
KPR R R bR AT 30 A 23 b T R Ak
oo X TRAFER, SR BNZEERLE A FE i b b
MCTE (KL &), RB/KFE 1, HHEER
i I CTE I % B ARCTIE, MM RIACTIE, W%k
PRI A2 i O 3 KT B 278CT 0 P 6 e 59 A 8
P53t 47 geNorm flINormFinder 43 #1 . Jl i1 geNorm Al
NormFinderf2 7 1+ 5 &> N 2 5L R A2 e 1 IMAE,
M 328 HH RS 8 PRI B N S L R . MU R ) 235
RIS E PRy, Rz, WA EMBZE . th4h, geNorm
d g A E P R Bod WS HE BRI EH . X ZgeNorm
HINormFinder /3 1 13 21 (¥ £& & 11 4 1) Al 94 Jk K] 1
iTBestKeeper/#7.

2 HRSHE

2.1 RNAHGRRELN

W PRI &L ZURE i S RNAFH 1.5% 55 I W e 2 Fi ik
BEATRIIN . 45 5L (E) E7R, 28SH118S RNAZ Y it
RIS, £IIRNAFE A B A 56T

© 0000 Chinese Bulletin of Botany



(NanoDrop 1000, USA)E 45 S (&) ER, &FF
mit Aggo/Aogo TE1.8—2.2 2 1], AgeolAzefE1.84-2.22 2
I, ZUIRNAIGAGIER, Wt SR SR,
T 2 5 SR SEIR R

2.2 PCR3|4i&it. &Rl

KA T K EE R 7515 CAT 1 31 G R 3 s HHE
(http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/bioproject/PRINA232-
616) (Ouyang et al., 2016)LAE{E 107°#E47 TBlastn
EEXy, 4R AT, JF 72 NCBI U4 & il if
BlastXif 17 #% 52, il € #PCRII Wit 5, #IH
Premier 5.0% 1, Bt oir A ik 9 2 5L K 1) /€ &
PCR5IY, 5IMF 4 N3R2, t LigE TAMBHE
BRA R A . LAt 4 2 cDNA Y B AR, 18 i 7 AL
PCRY 14 % N ZJE K v Bt, 422%350 I 0 ot Je FhL vk A
ME2), FBORANS HIFERE 2, FF20 7€ 7
FIEHE . FIHIRT-qPCRu#E— Al iX L8514, ik fE
e A 1AM S0 (1), B RT-qPCR R B [
Rk, iR %E.

23 RiENSERNREES

2.3.1 TMELARIPASEBACTESH

P 38 s AT 7 A BRI 4 34 M Jdk 1 2 25 (R E T 2 AR
TN FEHL R CTEM VG . NS HEF 1P CT
fH419.4-29.3. g7RiZHATRIEE R MNHNS R
(CFICT=19.4), Mgl ERLERILIINSEF (P
¥1CT=29.36) . & M i fa i€ 1) 2 g42, H CTHA £
27.84-29.90 [f], HCTHEM»MEH . RIEAR
E N g4, HCTE11.88-28.432 1], HCTIH %>
A oy B T — S8 F AR e S A R (i UBQ K&
GAPDH){E 8 AR RILIHFAFLE o

2.3.2 geNorm% i
*'UﬂgeNormﬁfﬁFXﬂS/\f%ﬁﬁélfﬁ PARTAAA
PGP I RIE AR HAT M1 (323) . HHR 3T A, 1543
/\T%ﬁ'm BRI, g25R1g42ffMIE (0.443) &A%, 2
SEVERE . (EA3AMER N SR, 516 ik ik Py
SRR IMAE /N T AR AF R 1.5, #0] L2 RSk
HIEAN SRR,
th4h, geNormid it it 557 i Py 2 21 51 N s
FRAEAL DR T (R e A 28 A (Visner), FEARE BE ELAE SR

FAE HRARIN POLE R PCR 2t WS R HIEHE 831

B SRR FE AL RNA KA I
10 52 20 16 3 JERUZ; 4 1 5 R 6 37 R

Figure 1 Electrophoresis of total RNA extracted from dif-
ferent tissues of Neolamarckia cadamba

1: Bark; 2: Flower; 3: Cambium; 4: Leaf; 5: Root; 6: Bud; 7:
Fruit

1 EREARANFHLSRNAK R =
Table 1 The quality of total RNA extracted from different
tissues of Neolamarckia cadamba

Tissues Az60/A2s0 Aze0/Az30 Yield (ng-uL™")
Root 2.19 2.1 107.5
Bud 212 2.14 410.6
Leaf 213 1.96 258.5
Flower 2.19 2.22 114.8
Fruit 2.1 1.84 156.8
Bark 217 1.89 299.7
Cambium 2.14 2.1 331.8

e NSRRI ERERE . WA IN Vo EH
0.15, WRAE/NT0.15, FHn PN SERN L5
JE, REfHIE AN E R TR, B A+ 1A
NS . WRPER3F M RIE T e E, HEHME
PN 2 3[R (1) 164N 3% J2 [ (M<1.5) I e %o 25 54 .
Kl4J7~, Vs Al }0.14, /N TFEFE HIRI{E0.15,
ULATE B AR M AR AL, 24 NS RN 5 10F
SEME CURE R R, A5 NEEIAN NS IR AT RS
1E. mAE 2NN S H K 53] /2 g25F1g42.

2.3.3 NormFinder53#t

K HINormFinder#i {4 %} # 2 AR AN A 4 23 7 (1 434N ik
NS IR BAT T (R4), 4 RRW, FEARRHALH
BRFE IR £g42, HgeNormairés i —a. HAE
NormFinder/r#r 45 SR, Fase HEHRAE AT 10/ B H S5
geNorm 7 AT HEAE T 100 2L R 94N & — 3, 73l 2
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®2  EENZER G YT

Table 2 Primer sequences of the candidate reference genes

Name UniGene ID Reference F primer (5'-3") Amplicator
gene (Rg) ID R primer (5'-3") length (bp)
Actin comp52737_c0 g1 TGTAGTGGATGAATGCTTCTGTTAT 95
CTTCCTCCTACCAACTTCAAATG
comp79635_c0 g2 CTTCTGAGGTTATGGAGCAATCT 101
CGATAAATCAAAACTTCAAGCC
Clathrin adaptor comp48976_c0 g3 CTCAGAGAACGCTGCTGACTAC 161
complexes medium GAGCCAAGGGAAACAAGATAA
Cyclophilin comp67418_c0 g4 GGGGTCTCACGCTCTTTACT 83
GGATTGGATTGGGTTGGTT
comp75463_c0 g5 CCCCAGCAAGAAGACCACT 213
TTGACCATGAATCCCAACCA
comp77969 c0 g6 ATAGCATCCCAACCGAACA 187
CCCTCTTGCCTCCTGTGTAT
Elongation factor 1a comp87079_c1 g7 ACCAGCATCACCGTTCTTCA 123
GTCCTCGATTGCCACACCT
comp87526_c0 g8 AATCAGACAGAAACCCCTCAA 245
GAACCTCTCAATCACACGCTT
Eukaryotic initiation factor comp6386_c0 g9 GTTGAAACTTCTTGGACATCG 250
CTTGAGACACTGATTTGTATGAGA
Farnesyl pyrophosphate  comp72548_c0 g10 TGATAATCTGGCTTCCACCTT 112
synthase 1 TGGGAGGAACTCAATCTCCTAC
comp75377_c0 g11 TATCAGGCTCAGCATTCCACT 212
TTGCCACAATAACACATCCAT
F-boxkelch-repeat protein comp78454_c0 g12 AAGGCCAATTCTGTTCAAGC 143
CCTAGAGGGAAAGACATGACTG
comp78817_c0 g13 GCAAACGGGGTAAAAGGA 102
AAAGGGTAAGAGTGACGACAGC
GAPDH comp78593_c0 g14 TGTTCCAAGTGGGCATTTAC 247
CGCTCTGAGGTGTTAATAAGTG
comp80828_c1 g15 CTGAGCATTTTTTAGGCTTGTC 151
TCAGATTCATGTGGCAGTCG
GTP-binding nuclear pro- comp85262_c0 g16 TCTCGCAACCTGCCTCTT 257
tein TATCACTCCCATCTTCGCAC
Phosphoenolpyruvate comp75525_c0 g17 CGACCTCACATTCCTCATTAC 291
carboxylase-related ki- ACATAGACCATCCAGAGCCCA
nase 1 comp80613_c0 g18 TACATAGACCATCCAGAGCCA 112
GCAAAAGGGCAAGCAACAG
Protein phosphatase 2A  comp81334_c1 g19 GGGCTTTCCATCCCATACC 128
AGCCTTAGGGGGATTGGAA
comp52412_c0 g20 ATGTTGGATGATATTAGTGGTGTG 161
TCATAGGAAAATAGACCTCTGGTT
Ribosomal protein L comp46755_c0 g21 CTGAGGATTGTTAGCAGTTGAC 119
ACCAGAAAACAGACCACCTAAG
comp52434_c0 g22 AAGGAAGGTAAAGCAGGGAA 177
GCATGGGCAGGGATATAAAC
comp87976_c0 g23 CACGCAGCATAGCCAAAC 157

AGGCAGTTCTCTGATTCTTTTG
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%2 (5:) Table 2 (continued)

Name UniGene ID Reference F primer (5'-3") Amplicator
gene (Rg) ID R primer (5'-3") length (bp)
Ribosomal protein S comp65909_c1 g24 GCTATGGTAGTCTCCCGAAAG 182
GGGGGAACAAGACTAAGGGT
comp67276_c0 g25 TTTTGTTTCCCCTCTTTGC 97
AACCTTGAACAACCTGTGTAGAA
comp71526_c0 g26 CGGTTACACAAGGTTGAATGA 117
AGAGGGTCTGGATTTGAGTGA
Ribulose 1,5-bisphosphate comp47386_c0 927 CAGCACCGTAATCCATAAAAC 226
carboxylase CAAGCAGCCCAGCAAGTC
comp88001_c0 g28 ACAGGATGGGTAGAAAGAGGC 210
AGGATTGAGCCGAATACAACG
S-adenosylmethionine comp44802_c0 g29 TCTTCGTGGCACTTCTCTCC 133
decarboxylase ACAGGGTGTTGACTTGTTTCC
comp71874_c0 g30 ATAAGGTCTCTTCTTGTTCGTGTAG 178
GACTGAACAGCAACAGGAATAAT
comp80075_c0 g31 GCTGCCTGTGGGTCTCCTA 85
GTAAACCCCAATGCTACTCCT
Translation elongation comp65909_c1 g32 GCTATGGTAGTCTCCCGAAAG 184
factor CTGGGGGAACAAGACTAAGG
comp70791_c0 g33 TCAACCAACCGTTCCTACC 195
ACAACAGTCCTTTGCCACC
Tubulin a comp70323_c2 g34 GGTGGTGGAACTGGCTCTG 217
GGCAAATGTCATAGATGGCTT
comp76448 c4 g35 AAGGAGGGAATGAGTGGAG 107
ACTATGGCAAGAAGTCAAAGC
Tubulin B comp66056_c0 g36 GCAAGAAAGCCTTCCTCCTAA 153
TTCCCAACAATGTCAAATCAA
comp79707_c1 g37 TTCAGGAGAGTCAGCGAGC 187
CATCGTCTTCATATTCCCCTT
Ubiquitin conjugating comp79182_c1 g38 TCCTTGCTTGTGGCGTCA 213
enzyme CACGGGTGTCAAATCTGGC
Ubiquitin comp67366_c0 g39 GACGGGAGGACCTTAGCA 298
CTCGGAGACGGAGAACAA
comp82561_c0 g40 GCATTTGTGTCTTGCCTCTTTAT 186
GCGATGAGCAACATTCCTTTA
comp68357_c0 g41 TTTTTCAGCAAAGAACAACCG 135
TGAAGACCCTCACTGGAAAGA
Ubiquitin-protein ligase comp87122_c0 g42 GGTTGGTGGTAGAGTTGTGACTC 182
CGAGCACTACCACGACACG
comp87211_c0 g43 GCCCCTCCGTTAAACTCG 122
GCCATACTCCCACCGAAAT

g1-g437r M E43MEIL N B 5K . g1-g43 represent the 43 candidate reference genes, respectively.

g42. g15. g25. g43. g21. g33. g18. g8MIg29. K (CV)HKIPH A SRR I FaE T, EIAH S R A0 K

P 22 RIS 5 RAGE DN, RN SERARE. b
2.3.4 BestKeepers# T-BestKeeper[Fl i} 5 2 H G853 41104 L K] (1) 4 H. 9%
BestKeeperdt T3¢ R (r) bRl 2= (SD)FIAE 7 & %, A1k Z geNormFINormFinder i AN #4443 #t
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M g1 g2 g3 g4 g5 g6
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100—

M g16 g17 g18 g19 g20 g21
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100—
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M g31 932 933 g34 g35 g36 g37 g38 g39 g40 g41 g42 g43

100—

B2 mRAAMEEANSER T EMPCRY )
M: Marker; g1-g43[[#%2.

- e
- —

Figure 2 PCR products of 43 candidate reference genes in Neolamarckia cadamba

M: Marker; g1—g43 see Table 2.
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Figure 3 CT values of the candidate reference genes in 7 tissues of Neolamarckia cadamba

g1-g43 see Table 2.

A3 A HEERT 10991 2 (K (942 g15. g25.
g43. g21. g33. g18. g8F1g29)itfrfasE tE/r#r.
MBestKeeperf £ 7 #r 45 R (FR5) I i, X9 5
K, g42fbr i 25 (SD=0.513)#x /D, % &2 %(r)
A5 53 2 H(CV) 5 51 80.851F111.804, K Hgd2f )%

kR E MR R . HNg15/i1g25; g18. g8#i1g29iX3
Ak 35 3 DR i b i 22 (SD)E K 1, AN & A E
E=-3558

N VR I N S B AT SR, FRATTR
X 3N HRAF I 53 B 45 AT HEFP, A X 3N B A
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Table 3 Analysis of expression stability of reference genes by geNorm

TR RSN 3 B PCR 70 A 2L KL 835

Rg ID M Rg ID M Rg ID M Rg ID M Rg ID M
925 0.443 923 1.142 936 1.649 a6 2.045 g40 2.365
942 0.443 931 1.183 934 1.693 g4 2.080 g17 2412
921 0.471 924 1.229 928 1.737 2 2.113 g16 2.458
933 0.565 913 1.287 a7 1.789 932 2.148 938 2.503
a15 0.704 922 1.348 g12 1.836 939 2.184 g5 2.566
943 0.862 a14 1.404 g10 1.881 a19 2217 927 2.652
929 0.966 926 1.467 g11 1.927 937 2.251 g41 2.859
g18 1.014 a9 1.533 930 1.967 a1 2.285

a8 1.090 935 1.597 a3 2.007 920 2.321

91-g43[[3k2. g1-g43 see Table 2.
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Figure 4 Analysis of optional number of reference genes by geNorm

4 NormFinder/ it NS 3k R KA O Fa e

Table 4 Stability analysis of reference gene expression by NormFinder
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RgID  Stability value

Rg ID  Stability value

Rg ID  Stability value

RgID  Stability value

RgID  Stability value

g42
g15
g25
g43
g21
g33
g18
g29
g24

0.223
0.298
0.343
0.505
0.517
0.554
0.567
0.590
0.724

g8
g23
g31
g9
g13
g22
g14
g7
926

0.787
0.871
0.951
1.007
1.021
1.108
1.136
1.141
1.160

g28
g35
g10
g12
g36
g3
934
gl
g30

1.249
1.264
1.316
1.354
1.371
1.372
1.384
1.397
1.411

g6
g4
g19
g2
g39
g32
g1

g37
g20

1.441
1.460
1.496
1.518
1.545
1.574
1.657
1.709
1.733

g40
gl7
g38
g16
g5
927
g41

1.937
2.023
2.062
2.099
2.350
2.750
4.759

g1-g43[[3£2. g1-g43 see Table 2.
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£5 BestKeeper it NS K RIA 1 FaE

Table 5 Stability analysis of reference gene expression by BestKeeper

Parameter Genes

g42 g15 g25 g43 g21 g33 g18 g8 g29
SD+CP 0.513 0.736 0.840 0.966 0.692 0.610 1.153 1.477 1.280
CV (% CP) 1.804 3.530 3.522 3.745 3.008 2.091 5.015 6.600 5.474
coeff. of corr. (r) 0.851 0.871 0.833 0.737 0.297 0.520 0.846 0.966 0.849
p-value 0.015 0.011 0.020 0.059 0.515 0.232 0.016 0.001 0.016

g42. g15. g25. g43. g21. g33. g18. g8f1g29%r HICFEMRIE NS ENR .
942,915, g25, g43, g21, g33, g18, g8 and g29 represent the candidate reference genes, respectively.

ST R B AR NS R 6 R R AT HEF, AR
X6/ R AE A B T K HEAL 2 T 20 (1-6), K3
BAFI) 2 BORINAE 9878, AR5 FEAR A i 23 K/ HE
Fro HiR(K6)ER, HHFILR 5 geNorm ¥t
AR B, HIX 3N M 45 R AR A B3 N 3508
942, RNAGAETTRAHEIE G 1E NN S

24 ANEERREMEIE

126 I NCEXPAB8HE D] >k xof i i 1 A2 7€ 1A 2 % BT 1) YE Af
PEHEATIGAE . ASHTE 52 F geNorm i 4 [t P 2 2 K (14~
T RIS N SRR UPL, 2 Fa g RIEI NS 5K
HERPS+UPL, 114 FaE RIS A 25K UBQ) LA
Je R FH B 55 (201 3) 7E 3 2 AR H A i 114N W 2
FPFICYC (HQ832564)k & & NcEXPASE: X ) ik
(K15). 45 R E W, NCEXPASHE R E T BUZ ) Rk &
e [, 7R 1A S2A R e N S 5 R,
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HZh, B H A TE N S EE N, NcEXPA8K:
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25 tig
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®/E6  SF MM S HEP

Table 6 The rank of total score by 3 analysis softwares

Genes G N B (0]
g42 1 1 1
g25 1 3 5 2
g21 3 5 3 3
g33 4 6 2 4
g15 5 2 4 3
g43 6 4 6 5

G. N. BfO%r5lft#*geNorm. NormFinder. BestKeeperfll
SHER; g42. 925, g21. g33. g15M1ga3 4 HICERiE N &
e o

G, N, B and O represent the rank of gene stability in geNorm,
NormFinder, BestKeeper and total score, respectively; g42,
925, g21, g33, g15 and g43 represent the candidate refer-
ence genes, respectively.

1K () N 2 5 TR 5 B0 BT SR AS AR 45 R I B 2R
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F I (1118S RNA. GAPDHAIEF1a)f{ERT-gPCR
g BTN SR, HRERTE LI &4 T 4R
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A (Jian et al., 2008). TEARWFFH, 43/ MELE NS
N CTFHMEAAE19.4-29 3V F N, ¥ & 5%
SE N2 R 1 75 128

MgeNormAINormFinderii 4 43 #7145 B vl LLE
h, FERRATIANEHL A, 250 AT 15 H 16 23 1
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Figure 5 Screening the reference gene for quantification of the NcEXPA8 gene of Neolamarckia cadamba
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Selection and Validation of Reference Genes for Quantitative
RT-PCR Analysis in Neolamarckia cadamba

Deng Zhang, Jingjian Li, Mengjie Zhang, Yutao Bao, Xiao Yang, Wuyun Xu
Kunxi Ouyang, Xiaoyang Chen

Guangdong Key Laboratory for Innovative Development and Utilization of Forest Plant Germplasm, College of Forestry and
Landscape Architecture, South China Agricultural University, Guangzhou 510642, China

Abstract In this study, root, shoot, leaf, flower, fruit, peel and cambium tissue of Neolamarckia cadamba was sampled
to analyze the expression of 43 candidate reference genes in 21 housekeeping gene families, such as ACT, CAC, CYP,
and EF1a, by RT-gPCR. The software geNorm, NormFinder and BestKeeper were used to analyze expression stability of
these candidate reference genes in the seven different tissues. geNorm analysis revealed that the stability of the UPL
gene was the highest (M=0.443) and the stability of UBQ was the lowest (M=2.859). NormFinder analysis revealed that
the stability of UPL was the highest (E=0.223), UBQ was the lowest (M=4.759). BestKeeper analysis revealed that the
standard deviation of UPL (SD=0.513) was the lowest. These findings suggest that UPL has the highest stability, and
UBQ has the lowest stability. UPL gene could be selected as an internal reference gene for analysis of gene expression
among different tissues of N. cadamba.
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Appendix figure 1 The PCR product melting curve of the candidate reference genes
http://www.chinbullbotany.com/fileup/PDF/t18003-1.pdf
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